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Abstract—Random graphs are an important tool for modelling
and analyzing the underlying properties of complex real-world
networks. In this paper, we study a class of random graphs known
as the inhomogeneous random K-out graphs which were recently
introduced to analyze heterogeneous networks. In this model,
first, each of the n nodes is classified as type-1 (respectively, type-
2) with probability 0 < u < 1 (respectively, 1 — ;1) independently
from each other. Next, each type-1 (respectively, type-2) node
draws 1 arc towards a node (respectively, K, arcs towards
K, distinct nodes) selected uniformly at random, and then the
orientation of the arcs is ignored. A main design question is
how should the parameters n, u, and K, be selected such
that the network exhibits certain desirable properties with high
probability. Of particular interest is the strength of connectivity
often studied in terms of k-connectivity; i.e., with £ = 1,2, .. ., the
property that the network remains connected despite the removal
of any £ — 1 nodes or links. When the network is not connected,
it is of interest to analyze the size of its largest connected sub-
network. In this paper, we answer these questions by analyzing
the inhomogeneous random K-out graph. From the literature on
homogeneous K-out graphs wherein all nodes select <,, neighbors
(i.e., x = 0), it is known that when K, > 2, the graph is K-
connected asymptotically almost surely (a.a.s.) as n gets large. In
the inhomogeneous case (i.e., u > 0), it was recently established
that achieving even 1-connectivity a.a.s. requires K, = w(1).
Here, we provide a comprehensive set of results to complement
these existing results. First, we establish a sharp zero-one law for
k-connectivity, showing that for the network to be k-connected
a.a.s., we need to set K, = 1= (logn + (k —2)loglogn +w(1))
for all £ = 2,3,.... Despite such large scaling of K, being
required for k-connectivity, we show that the trivial condition
of K, > 2 for all n is sufficient to ensure that inhomogeneous
K-out graph has a connected component of size n — O(1) whp.
Put differently, even with K, = 2, all but finitely many nodes
will form a connected sub-network under any p, 0 < p < 1.
We present an upper bound on the probability that more than
M nodes are outside of the largest component, and show that
this decays as O(1) exp{—M (1 — p)(K, — 1)} + o(1). Through
numerical experiments, we demonstrate the usefulness of our
results when the number of nodes is finite.

Keywords: Random Graphs, Inhomogeneous Random K-
out Graphs, Giant component, Connectivity, Security.

I. INTRODUCTION

Random graph modeling is an important framework for
developing fundamental insights into the structure and dynam-
ics of several complex real-world networks including social
networks, economic networks and communication networks
[1]-[4]. In the context of wireless sensor networks (WSNs),
random graph models have been used widely [5]], [6]] in the

design and performance evaluation of random key predistri-
bution schemes, which were proposed for ensuring secure
connectivity [5], [7], [8]. In recent years, the analysis of
heterogeneous variants of classical random graph models has
emerged as an important topic [9]-[14], owing to the fact that
real-life network applications are increasingly heterogeneous
with participating nodes having different capabilities and (se-
curity and connectivity) requirements [[1], [[15]-[18].

Random K-out graph is one of the earliest models studied
in the literature [[19], [20]. Denoted here by H(n; K) it is
constructed as follows. Each of the n nodes draws K arcs
towards K distinct nodes chosen uniformly at random among
all others. The orientation of the arcs is then ignored, yielding
an undirected graph. Recently, random K-out graphs have
been studied [21]-[24] in the context of the random pairwise
key predistribution scheme [25]]; along with the original key
predistribution scheme proposed by Escheanuer and Gligor
[S[], the pairwise scheme is one of the most widely recognized
security protocols for WSNs. Another recent application of
random K-out graphs is the Dandelion protocol proposed by
Fanti et al. [26, Algorithm 1], where a similar structure was
used for message diffusion that is robust to de-anonymization
attacks. Of particular interest to this work is the connectivity of
random K-out graphs. It was established in [19], [21] that ran-
dom K-out graphs are connected (respectively, not connected)
with high probability (whp) when K > 2 (respectively, when
K=1);1e.,

lim P [H(n; K) is connected] =

n—oo

)

1 if K>2,
0 if K=1.

Motivated by the aforementioned emergence of heterogene-
ity in many real-life networks, Eletreby and Yagan studied [9]
the inhomogeneous random K-out graph. Therein, each node
is classified as type-1 (respectively, type-2) with probability p
(respectively, 1 — u). Then, each type-1 (respectively, type-2)
node selects one node (respectively, K,, > 2 nodes) uniformly
at random from all other nodes; see Figure E} Here, the
notation K, indicates that the number of selections made by
type-2 nodes scales as a function of the number of nodes n.

In [9]], it was shown that for any 0 < pu < 1, the
inhomogeneous random K-out graph is connected whp if and
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Fig. 1. An inhomogeneous random K-out graph with 6 nodes. Nodes A, C
and E are type-2 and the rest (B, D, F') are type-1. Each type-1 (resp. type-2)
node selects 1 (resp. K, = 3) node uniformly at random. An edge is drawn
between two nodes if at least one selects the other.
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Fig. 2. Graph G has 10 nodes and a minimum node degree of 4. There
exists an edge cut of size 3 and a vertex cut of size 2 indicated in red and
green, respectively, which can be deleted to disconnect G. Here, G is 3-edge
connected and 2-vertex connected. This illustrates that a graph with minimum
node degree k is neither k-edge nor k-vertex connected in general; see [29}
p. 43] for more details.

only if K,, grows unboundedly large with n; i.e.,

1 if K,, —
lim P [H(n; i, K,) is connected] = { e o0

n—oo < 1 otherwise.

2

This paper complements through a comprehensive set
of results concerning the strength of connectivity in inho-
mogeneous K-out graphs. First, we focus on k-connectivity
of the inhomogeneous random K-out graph. The notion of
k-connectivity used in this paper coincides with k-vertex
connectivity, which is defined as the property that the graph
remains connected after deletion of any k — 1 vertices. It
is known that a k-vertex connected graph is always k-edge
connected, meaning that it will remain connected despite the
removal of any k — 1 edges [27]], [28, p. 11]. Thus, we say
that a graph is k-connected (without explicitly referring to
vertex-connectivity) to refer to the fact that it will remain
connected despite the deletion of any k — 1 vertices or edges.
By Menger’s Theorem [28] p. 50 Theorem 3.3.1], it is known
that if a network is k-connected, then there exist at least k
disjoint paths between all pairs of nodes.

In the context of WSNs, the property of k-connectivity
is highly desirable since it provides higher degree of fault
tolerance and information accuracy in aggregating information
from multiple sensors [30]]. As a first step towards proving
k-connectivity, the authors analyzed [31] the minimum node
degree of H(n; u, K,,) and established that for any k > 2,

lim P Min. node degree of | 1 if nlingo Y = 400,
nooo | H(nsp, Kn)is 2k |7 )0 if lim 5, = —oo,
n—oo

where 7,, is defined through K, = (log "+(k_2)log10g") +

1—p
Yn- The property of k-connectivity requires a minimum node

degree of at least k as a necessary condition. However, it is
important to note that a minimum node degree being at least k
does not guarantee k-connectivity. The minimum node degree
being at least £ does not even ensure a weaker property of
k-edge connectivity.

This is illustrated in Figure [2] where the example graph G
has a minimum degree of 4, but can be made disconnected
by removing 2 vertices or 3 edges. In this example, G is
only 2-vertex-connected and 3-edge connected [28, p. 11].
In [31, Conjecture 2], we conjectured that taking evidence
from several other random graph models [27], [[32]], [33]], there
would exist a zero-one law for k-connectivity analogous to
the zero-one law for the minimum node degree being at least
k. In this work, we prove that this conjecture indeed holds.
We derive scaling conditions on p, K,, such that the inhomo-
geneous random K-out graph is k-connected asymptotically
almost surely as n gets large, where k = 2,3,.... We present
our result in terms of a sharp zero-one law. For any k& > 2,
we show that if K, = 1= (logn + (k — 2)loglogn +w(1)),
then H(n; u, K,) is k-connected asymptotically almost surely
(a.a.s.). In contrast, if K, = ﬁ(logn + (k — 2)loglogn —
w(1)), then H(n; u, K,,) is a.a.s. not k-connected. This result
shows that if there is a positive fraction of type-1 nodes,
then type-2 nodes must make K,, = Q(logn) selections for
the network to achieve k-connectivity for any k = 2,3,....
This is rather unexpected given that the network is a.a.s. 1-
connected under any K,, = w(1). The result is also in contrast
with most other random graph models where the zero-one law
for k-connectivity appears in a form that reduces to a zero-
one law for 1-connectivity by simply setting k¥ = 1. Through
simulations we study the impact of the parameters (u, K,,) on
the probability of k-connectivity when the number of nodes is
finite and observe an agreement with our asymptotic results.

The heterogeneity of node types makes H(n;u, K,) a
complicated model and the proofs involve techniques that are
different from those used for the homogeneous K-out random
graph [19], [21f]. Moreover, the proof for this case varies
significantly from results on 1-connectivity for inhomogeneous
random K-out graphs [9] and uses new tools including con-
ditional negative association (of certain random variables of
interest) introduced recently in [|34].

As seen from (2)), ensuring connectivity of H(n;u, K,,)
requires K,, = w(1l). Although it is desirable to have a
connected network, in several practical applications, resource
constraints can potentially limit the number of links that can be
successfully established [35]]. In such scenarios, it may suffice
to have a large connected sub-network spanning almost the
entire network [36] depending on the application. For example,
if a sensor network is designed to monitor temperature of a
field, then instead of knowing the temperature at every location
in the field, it may suffice to have readings from a majority
of sensors in the field [30].

With this in mind, the second question which we address
here is when K, is bounded (i.e., K;, = O(1)), how many
nodes are contained in the largest connected sub-network
(i.e., component) of H(n; u, K,,)? In the literature of random



graphs, this is often studied in terms of the emergence and size
of the giant component, defined as a connected sub-network
comprising Q(n) nodes; see [37] for a classical example on
the giant component of Erdds-Rényi graphs.

Here, we show that the inhomogeneous random K-out graph
contains a giant component as long as the trivial conditions
0 < < 1and K, > 2 (for all n) hold. In fact, we
show that under the same conditions, the graph contains a
connected sub-network of size n — O(1) whp. Put differently,
all but finitely many nodes will be contained in the giant
component of H(n; u, K,,), as n goes to infinity whp. This
is also demonstrated through numerical experiments where
we observe that with n = 5000, = 0.9, K, = 2, at
most 45 nodes turned out to be outside the largest connected
component across 100,000 experiments; see Section for
details.

Our result on the giant component follows from an upper
bound on the probability that more than M nodes are outside
of the giant component. We show that this probability decays
at least as fast as O(1)exp{—M (1 — p)(K, — 1)} + o(1)
providing a clear trade-off between K, and the fraction
(1—p) of nodes that make K,, selections. Our proof technique
deviates from most of the works on the size of the giant
component that are based on analyzing a branching process.
Instead, we rely on a simpler approach based on the connection
between the non-existence of sub-graphs with size exceeding
M and that are isolated from the rest of the graph, and the
size of the of largest component being at least n — M.

We close by describing a potential future application of
(inhomogeneous) random K-out graphs. Given their sparse yet
connected structure, this model can be useful for analyzing
payment channel networks (PCNs) wherein edges represent
the funds escrowed in a bidirectional overlay network on top of
the cryptocurrency network [38]]. Recent work in the realm of
cryptocurrency networks has closely looked at the topological
properties of PCNs and their impact on the achieved through-
put [39]-[41]. A key aspect of PCNs is the trade-off between
the number of edges in the network (which is constrained
since funds need to be committed on each edge) and its
connectivity (which is desirable so that any pair of nodes can
perform transactions with each other). The results established
here show that the construction of inhomogeneous random K-
out graphs leads to almost all nodes being connected with
each other (as part of the largest connected component) with
relatively small number of edges per node; e.g., with K = 2
and p = 0.5, each node will have 3 edges on average. In fact,
the Lightning Network dataset from December 2018 shows
that it contains 2273 nodes, of which 2266 are contained in
the largest connected component while the remaining 7 nodes
being in three isolated components.

All limits are understood with the number of nodes n going
to infinity. While comparing asymptotic behavior of a pair of
sequences {a, }, {b,}, we use a,, = o(by,), ap, = w(by,), a, =
O(bn), an, = O(by,), and a,, = Q(b,,) with their meaning in the
standard Landau notation. All random variables are defined on
the same probability triple (€2, F,[P). Probabilistic statements

are made with respect to this probability measure P, and we
denote the corresponding expectation operator by [E. For an
event A, its complement is denoted by A°. We let 1[A] denote
the indicator random variable which takes the value 1 if event
A occurs and 0 otherwise. We say that an event occurs with
high probability (whp) if it holds with probability tending to
one as n — co. We denote the cardinality of a discrete set A
by |A| and the set of all positive integers by Ny. For events
A and B, we use A = B with the meaning that A C B.

II. INHOMOGENEOUS RANDOM K-OUT GRAPH

Let NV := {1,2,...,n} denote the set of vertex labels
and let N_; := {1,2,...,n} \ 4. In its simplest form,
the inhomogeneous random K-out graph is constructed on
the vertex set {v1,...,v,} as follows. First, each vertex is
assigned as type-1 (respectively, type-2) with probability u
(respectively, 1 — ) independently from other nodes, where
0 < p < 1. Next, each type-1 (respectively, type-2) node se-
lects K7 (respectively, K5) distinct nodes uniformly at random
among all other nodes. For each i € N, let I, C N_; denote
the labels corresponding to the selections made by v;. Under
the aforementioned assumptions, I';, 1,...,I', ,, are mutually
independent given the types of nodes. We say that distinct
nodes v; and v; are adjacent, denoted by v; ~ v; if at least
one of them picks the other. Namely,

Vi ~ Uj if j € Fn,i V i€ Fn,j~ 3)

The inhomogeneous random K-out graph is then defined on
the vertices {v1, ..., v, } through the adjacency condition (3).
More general constructions with arbitrary number of node
types is also possible [[10], and the implications of our results
for such cases will be discussed later.

As in [9]], we assume that K; = 1 which in turn implies
that Ky > 2. We allow K5 to scale with (i.e., to be a function
of) n and simplify the notation by denoting the corresponding
mapping as K,. Put differently, we consider the inhomoge-
neous random K-out graph, denoted as H(n; u, K, ), where
each of the n nodes selects one other node with probability
0 < p < 1 and K,, other nodes with probability 1 — p; the
edges are then constructed according to (3). Throughout, it is
assumed that K,, > 2 for all n in line with the assumption
that Ko > K; = 1. We denote the average number of
selections made by each node in H(n; u, K,,) by (K,,). It is
straightforward to see that

<Kn> =p+ (1 — ) K. 4)

III. MAIN RESULTS: £-CONNECTIVITY

We refer to any mapping K : Ny — Nj satisfying the
conditions 2 < K,, < n for all n = 2,3,... as a scaling. We
say that a graph is k-connected if it remains connected despite
the deletion of any k — 1 vertices or edges. Next, we present
our first main result that characterizes the critical scaling of the
parameters (u, K,,) under which the inhomogeneous random
K-out graph H(n; i, K,,) is k-connected asymptotically almost
surely.



Theorem 3.1: Consider a scaling K : Ny — Ny and p such
that 0 < p < 1. With (K,,) = pn+ (1 — p)K,, and an integer
k > 2 let the sequence v : Ny — R be defined through

(Kn) =logn+ (k —2)loglogn + n, (5
foralln = 2,3,.... Then, we have
) ; 1 if lim v, = +o0,
n—co k-connected 0 if lim v, = —oc.
n—oo

An outline of the proof of Theorem is given in Section
More details are presented in the Appendix.

We note that (3)) presents solely a definition of the sequence
vn without any loss of generality; it does not impose any
assumption on the parameters (4, K ). The scaling condition
(3) could also be expressed more explicitly in terms of K, as

logn + (k — 2) log logn
- + T

with the corresponding zero-one law (6)) unchanged.

Theorem provides a sharp zero-one law for the k-
connectivity of the random graph H(n; u, K,,) as the size of
the network grows large. In the context of WSNs, it establishes
critical scaling conditions on the parameters of the pairwise
scheme (u, K,,) under which the network will be securely and
reliably connected whp. We see from [31, Theorem 1] that
the critical scaling conditions for k-connectivity coincide with
those for the minimum node degree to be at least k. This is
similar to the case with most random graph models including
Erd6s-Rényi (ER) graphs [27], random key graphs [32] and
random geometric graphs [33]].

It follows from Theorem [3.1] that if there is a positive
fraction p of type-1 nodes, then type-2 nodes must make
K, = Q(ogn) selections for the network to achieve k-
connectivity for any £ = 2,3,.... As discussed below, this
result is rather unexpected given that the network is a.a.s.
1-connected under any K,, = w(1) as shown in [13]. This
gap between 1-connectivity and k-connectivity for k > 2 is
in contrast with most other random graph models where the
zero-one law for k-connectivity appears in a form that reduces
to a zero-one law for 1-connectivity by simply setting k = 1;
see more in Section

K, =

(7

A. Discussion

We discuss some implications of Theorems on the
reliable connectivity of networks modelled by inhomogeneous
random K-out graphs. With F;; denoting the event that there
exists an edge in H(n; i, K,,) between nodes v; and v;, we
have

PlEy] =1— (1 =P ely,))(1 - Pl € Lnil),
() A ()

Thus, if (K,) = o(n), then the mean degree in H(n; x, K,,)
is 2(K,,)(1 + o(1)), while the mean degree of type-1 nodes

Random 1-connectivity k-connectivity, k > 2
graph
Homogeneous
K-out 4 2k
Inhorlzlogeneous w(1) logn+ (k—2) loglogn+w(1)
-out
Homogeneous
random key logn +w(1) | logn+ (k—1)loglogn+w(1)
Inhomogeneous
random key logn +w(1) | logn+ (k—1)loglogn+w(1)
ErdGs-Rényi logn +w(l) | logn+ (k—1)loglogn+w(1)
TABLE I

Mean node degree necessary for 1-connectivity and k-connectivity in several
random graph models. For inhomogeneous K-out and inhomogeneous random
key graphs, the values given in the table correspond to the mean degree for the

least connected node type.

is 1+ (K,). Table [I| presents a comparison of the mean node
degree needed for having 1-connectivity and k-connectivity
a.a.s. for homogeneous and inhomogeneous random K-out
graphs [9], [19], and random key graphs 12|, [14]], [42]]. For
inhomogeneous models, the table entries correspond to the
mean degree of the least connected node type. We also include
the corresponding results for ER graphs [27]] for comparison.

An interesting observation is that for the inhomogeneous
random K-out graph, increasing the strength of connectivity
from 1 to k > 2 requires an increase of log n+(k—2) loglogn
in the mean degree. This is much larger than what is required
(i.e., (k—1)loglogn) in the other models seen in Table [Il In
fact, for most random graph models, the zero-one law for 1
connectivity can be obtained from the corresponding result for
k-connectivity by setting & = 1; this can be confirmed from
the entries in Table [[|for homogeneous/inhomogeneous random
key graphs and ER graphs. To the best of our knowledge,
inhomogeneous K-out graphs is the only model where the
critical scalings for 1-connectivity and 2-connectivity differ
significantly.

B. Numerical Results

We present simulation results to show the impact of the
number of choices made by type-2 nodes (K,) and the
probability of a node being assigned type-1 (u) on the proba-
bility that the resulting WSN is k-connected. We consider an
inhomogeneous random K-out graph comprising of n = 1000
nodes. We first fix parameters p© = 0.2,0.5,0.8 and vary
K,,. For each parameter tuple (n,u, K,, k), 1000 indepen-
dent realizations for H(n; u, K,,) are generated and empirical
probability of k-connectivity is plotted in Figure

A smaller value of p corresponds to a network dominated
by type-2 nodes. Consequently, for a low u regime, the
resulting graph is more dense and we expect to see stronger
connectivity. Conversely, when p is large, it takes a higher
value for the parameter K, to achieve the same strength
of connectivity. This trend is reflected in Figure [3| wherein
the minimum K, required to make the network k-connected
whp increases as p increases. We point out that the scale
of the plots for different © has been chosen differently for
compactly reporting roughly the same number of values of
K, on either side of the phase transition. Whenever a network
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K, = log n+(k—2) loglogn

1—p
is k-connected with probability (w.p.) at least 0.99.

is k-connected, it automatically implies that the network is ¢-
connected for all ¢ < k. This manifests as the upward shift in
the probability of k-connectivity as k decreases in Figure [3]
The vertical dashed lines seen in Figure [3| correspond to the
critical thresholds of K, indicated by Theorem @ i.e., to
logn + (k — 2)loglogn
L—p W '
It is evident that the probability of k-connectivity increases
sharply from O to 1 within a small neighborhood of K,, defined
in (©). The last plot in Figure [3] shows the largest value of k
for which the network is k-connected in at least 990 out of
1000 realizations for a given p and K. From this plot, we
see that to achieve a desired level of reliable connectivity with
a probability of at least 99%, a network designer can trade-off
a smaller K, for a larger value of 1 — p and vice versa. For
instance, if the goal is to design a secure network of 1000
nodes which is 3-connected with probability 0.99, this can be
achieved by setting the parameters (K, i) close to (15,0.1),
or (20,0.3) or (30,0.5).

K, — [ ©)

IV. MAIN RESULTS: THE GIANT COMPONENT

It is known from [10] that H(n; i, K,,) is connected whp
only if K,, = w(1). A natural question is then to ask what
would happen if K, is bounded, i.e, when K,, = O(1). It was
shown, again in [10], that H(n; 1, K,,) has a positive probabil-
ity of being not connected in that case. Thus, it is of interest
to analyze whether the network has a connected sub-network
containing a large number of nodes, or it consists merely
of small sub-networks isolated from each other. To answer
this question, we formally define connected components and
then state our main result characterizing the size of the largest
connected component of H(n; u, K,) when K,, = O(1).

—‘ corresponding to the scaling condition H in Theorem The last plot shows the maximum value of k such that H(n; u, K»)

Definition 4.1 (Connected Components): Nodes v and
vy € N are said to be connected if there exists a path of edges
connecting them. The connectivity of a pair of nodes forms
an equivalence relation on the set of nodes. Consequently,
there is a partition of the set of nodes N into non-empty
sets C1,Cs,...,C,, (referred to as connected components)
such that two vertices v and vy are connected if and only if
Fi € {1,...,m} for which vy, vs € C;; see [29, p. 13].

In light of the above definition, a graph is connected if it
consists of only one connected component. In all other cases,
the graph is not connected and has at least two connected
components that have no edges in between. It is of interest
to analyze the fraction of the nodes contained in the largest
connected component as the number of nodes grows. In
particular, a graph with n nodes is said to have a giant
component if its largest connected component is of size Q(n).

Let Cinax(n; 1, K;,) denote the set of nodes in the largest
connected component of H(n; i, K,). Our main results, pre-
sented below, show that |Chax(n;pu, Kp)| = n — O(1)
whp. Namely, whp, H(n; u, K,,) has a giant component that
contains all but finitely many of the nodes. First, we show
that the probability of at least M nodes being outside of
Crnax(n; 1, Kp,) decays exponentially fast with M.

Theorem 4.2: For the inhomogeneous random graph
H(n; p, K,,) with K, > 2 V¥n and K,, = O(1) we have for
eachM =1,2,... that

P[|Cmax(n; 1y, Kp)| < n — M]
eXp{_M (<Kn> - 1) (1 — 0(1))}
S T exp— (K~ D (A oy oW

(10)

The proof of Theorem 4.2]relies on showing the improbability
of existence of cuts of size in the range [M,n — M] as



described in Section This approach is inspired by the
technique used in [[36]] and differs from the branching process
technique typically employed in the random graph literature,
e.g., in the case of Erdds-Rényi graphs [43, Ch. 4].
Corollary 4.3: For the inhomogeneous random graph
H(n; p, Ky,) with K, > 2 V¥n and K,, = O(1) we have

|Cimax(n; 1, Ky)| = n— O(1) whp. (11)

Proof. Consider an arbitrary sequence z,, = w(1). Substitut-
ing M with z,, in (I0), we readily see that

lim Pn — |Cryax(n; p, Kp)| < xp] = 1. (12)
n— oo

Namely, we have
1N — |Cmax(n; g, Kp)| < @y, whp for any =z, = w(1). (13)

This is equivalent to the number of nodes (n —
|Cmax (1 1, KKp,)|) outside the largest connected component
being bounded, i.e., O(1), with high probability. This fact is
sometimes stated using the probabilistic big-O notation, O,,.
A random sequence f,, = Op(1) if for any € > 0 there exists
finite integers M (e) and n(e) such that P[f, > M(e)] < ¢
for all n > n(e). In fact, we see from [44, Lemma 3] that
is equivalent to having n — |Cpax(n; 4, K )| = Op(1) Here,
we equivalently state this as

n — |Cax(n; p, K,)| = O(1) whp,
giving readily (TT). [ ]

Corollary 3] can be extended to inhomogeneous random K-
out graphs with arbitrary number of node types; see Appendix.

A. Discussion

Theorem shows that for arbitrary 0 < ¢ < 1 and even
with K,, = 2, the largest connected component in H(n; i, K,)
spans n — O(1) nodes whp. We expect that especially in
resource-constrained environments (e.g., [oT type settings), it
will be advantageous to have a large connected component
reinforcing the usefulness of the heterogeneous pairwise key
predistribution scheme for ensuring secure communications in
such applications; see [9]], [25] for other advantages of the
(heterogeneous) pairwise scheme.

It is worth emphasizing that the largest connected compo-
nent of H(n;u, K,), whose size is given in (L), is much
larger than what is strictly required to qualify it as a giant
component; i.e., that |Cyax(n; 1, Kp)| = Q(n). In fact, for
most random graph models, including Erd&s-Rényi graphs
[37], random key graphs [45] Theorem 2], studies on the
size of the largest connected component are focused on
characterizing the behavior of |Ciax|/n as n gets large;
this amounts to studying the fractional size of the largest
connected component. Our result given as (II) goes beyond
looking at the fractional size of the largest component, for
which it gives [Cmax(ninKn)| —, 1. This is equivalent to
having |Chyax(n; 1y, Kp,)| = n — o(n). However, even having
|Cinax (1 1, Kp)| = n — o(n) leaves the possibility that as

many as n’-%? nodes are not part of the largest connected

component. Thus, our result, showing that at most O(1) nodes
are outside the largest connected component whp, is sharper
than existing results on the fractional size of the largest
connected component.

Our result highlights a major difference of inhomogeneous
random K-out graphs from classical models such as Erdds-
Rényi (ER) graphs [20], [37]. Let G(n;p,) denote the ER
graph on n nodes and link probability p,, € [0, 1]. It is known
(371, [46, p. 109, Theorem 5.4] that with p = ¢/n and ¢ > 1
the ER graph has a giant component of size fn(l + o(1))
whp where 8 € (0,1] is the solution of 8 + e~#¢ = 1; if
¢ < 1, then whp the largest connected component is of size
O(logn). With p = ¢/n, the mean node degree in ER graphs
equals c. To provide an example comparison of the size of the
giant component in H(n; u, K,,) and ER graphs, let K,, = 2
and p = 0.9. In that case, the mean degree of a node in
H(n; u, Ky,) equals (1—0(1))2(K,,) = 2(0.940.1x2) = 2.2;
see Appendix. An ER graph with p = 2.2/n would have the
same mean degree and thus the mean number of edges in both
models would match under these conditions. From the above
discussion, the largest connected component of the ER graph
would be of size ~ 0.8437n+o(n) whp. For a network of 5000
nodes, this corresponds to over 700 nodes being isolated from
the largest component. In contrast, Theorem [.2] shows that the
largest connected component of H(n; u, K,,) would be much
larger. Namely it will be of size n—O(1) whp. This is verified
in our numerical experiments in the succeeding section (see
Figure [d)), where it is seen that for a network of 5000 nodes, at
most 45 nodes are seen to be outside of the largest connected
component in 100,000 experiments.

B. Numerical results

Next, we investigate the size of the largest connected
component of H(n;u, K,) when the number of nodes is
finite through simulations. Recall from Theorem [{.2] that
for K,, > 2 the largest connected component is of size
n—O(1) whp; i.e, all but finitely many nodes are in the largest
connected component. We present empirical studies probing
the applicability of this result in the non-asymptotic regime.

We first explore the impact of varying the probability p of
a node being type-1 nodes on the size of the largest connected
component. We generate 100,000 independent realizations of
H(n; u, K,,) with K, = 2 for n = 1000 and n = 5000,
varying o between 0.1 and 0.9 in increments of 0.1. We first
focus on the minimum size of the largest component observed
in 100,000 experiments. Then we plot the average size of the
largest component, as shown in Figure @] We see that even
when the probability of a node being type-1 is as high as 0.9,
setting K,, = 2 is enough to have almost all of the nodes
to form a connected component. For n = 1000 and 5000, at
most 60 and 45 nodes, respectively, are found to be outside
of the largest connected component. The observation that the
number of nodes outside the largest connected component does
not scale with n is consistent with Theorem {.2] and (IT).
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The next set of experiments probes the impact of varying
the number K,, of edges pushed by type-2 nodes when p
is fixed. We generate 100,000 independent realizations of
H(n; p, K,,) for n = 5000 while keeping u fixed at 0.9 and
varying I, between 2 and 10 in increments of 1. Increasing
K, has an impact similar to decreasing p and we see in
Figure [3] that both the average and the minimum size of the
largest connected component increases nearly monotonically.
Given that increasing K, (or, decreasing ) increases (K,)
in view of (E[), this observation is consistent with Theorem
4.2] which states that P [n — |Ciax(n; g, Kp)| > M] decays
to zero exponentially with ((K,) — 1)M.

V. OUTLINE OF PROOF OF THEOREM[3.1]

In this section, we outline the high-level steps of the proof
of Theorem [3.1] and present results that reduce the proof to
establishing Proposition [5.3] given at the end of this section.
The proof of Proposition [5.3]is given in the Appendix.

The heterogeneity of node types makes H(n;pu, K,) a
complicated model and the proofs involve techniques that are
different from those used for the homogeneous K-out random
graph [19], [21]. For instance, certain correlations that are
known to exist amongst events of interest in homogeneous
K-out graphs do not necessarily hold in H(n;u, K,,). The
simplest example is the events that encode the existence of
an edge between nodes v, and v, (Fzy) and v, and v,
(Ezz). These are known to be negatively correlated in the
homogeneous K-out graph [22]. However, in H(n; u, K,,), if
we condition on Ezy, two competing factors come into play.
Under Ezy it becomes more likely that v, is type-2 meaning
that it is now more likely to be connected to v,. However,
Ezy also means that either v, picked v, or v, picked v,. The
latter event means that v, already used one of its choices and
thus became /ess likely to be connected to another node v,.
Due to these difficulties, some of the key bounds used in our
proof are obtained via conditioning on the types of nodes.

A. Proving the zero-law: From minimum node degree to k-
connectivity

Consider an inhomogeneous random K-out graph
H(n;u, K,,) as given in the statement of Theorem
with the sequence v : Ny — R defined through for k > 2.
Let § denote the minimum node degree in H(n;u, K,,),
ie., 0 := min;—y . ,{deg(v;)}, with deg(v;) denoting the
number of edges incident on vertex v;. A zero-one law for
the minimum node degree of H(n; i, K,,) was established in
[31, Theorem 1]. Namely, it was shown for all £k = 2,3, ...
that for ,, defined through (7)),

1 if lim v, = +oo,
lim P[> k] = L e (14)
n—00 0 if lim vy, =—o00

n—oo

Let k, denote the minimum number of vertices that need to
be removed from H(n;u, K,,) to make it not connected. As
before, we say that H(n; u, K,,) is k-connected if x, > k. We
always have

Ky <6 15)

since removing all neighbors of a node with degree § would
render the node isolated, making the graph disconnected. Thus,
for all k = 1,2,..., it holds that [x, > k] C [§ > k], which
gives

Pk, > k] < P[> K]. (16)
In view (I6), the zero-law given in (T4) leads to
lim P [H(n; u, K,,) is k-connected] =0 if lim v, = —o0
n—o00 n—00
(17

establishing the zero-law of Theorem [3.1]



B. A sufficient condition for the one-law for k-connectivity

The rest of this section is devoted to proving the one-law
of Theorem [3.1] namely showing that

lim P [H(n; u, K,) is k-connected] = 1

n—roo

if lim 7, =+oc0
n—oo
(18)

From we see that P[§ > k] — 1 when v, — +o0. To
leverage this result, we write

Pley, > k] = Plry, > k, 6 > k] (19)
=P[5 > k] — P[0 >k, &y < K,
=P[0 > k] - P[U;_g{6 > k, K, = (}]
> P[5 > k] — P [USZ0{0 > £k, = £}]
k—1
=P >k - > Pl6>lk, = (20)
=0

where (I9) is a consequence of (I5). Using the one-law of
in (20), we see that the one-law for k-connectivity (i.e.,
(18))) will follow if we establish that

lim P[5 > £, 5, =] =0

n—oo
ifnlgrlgovn:+w, v{=0,1,....,k—1. 21
Conditions in encode the improbability for H(n; p, K,,)
to have minimum node degree of at least £ + 1 and yet be
disconnected by deletion of a set of £ nodes. In the subsequent
sections, we establish by deriving a tight upper bound on
P[0 > ¢, Kk, = £] which goes to zero as n gets large for each
¢ = 0,1,...,k — 1. This approach has also proved useful
in establishing one-laws for k-connectivity in many other
random graph models including Erdés Rényi (ER) graphs [20,
p. 164], random key graphs, intersection of ER graphs and
homogeneous K-out graphs [23], etc.

C. A reduction step

In this section we show that while proving the sufficient
condition for k-connectivity, we can restrict our analysis
to the subclass of sequences ~,, defined through that scale
as O(logn). As the next result shows, the desired one-law for
k-connectivity (without any constraint on ~,) would follow
upon establishing it for the constrained scaling.

Lemma 5.1: Consider a scaling K : Ny — Ny and p such
that 0 < p < 1. With an integer k£ > 2 let the sequence 7y, be
defined through (7).

If it holds that

lim v, = 400 and 7, = O(logn)

n— oo
= lim P[H(n; u, K,,) is k-connected | =

n— oo

then the following implication also holds

lim v, = 400 =

n—o0 n—oo

lim P[H(n; u, Kp,) is k-connected | = 1.

Lemma [5.1] states that we can assume the condition v, =
O(logn) in proving the one-law for k-connectivity in Theo-
rem [3.1) without any loss of generality. Its proof passes through
showing that for any scaling K : Ny — Ny satisfying v, —
400, we can construct an auxiliary scaling K : Ny — Nj such
that 1) the corresponding sequence 7,, satisfies both 7,, — 400
and 7,, = O(logn); and ii) K, < K,, forall n =2,3,.... In
view of the second fact, we then provide a formal coupling
argument showing that

P[H(n; u, K,) is k-connected ]

< P[H(n; p, K,) is k-connected |. (22)

A proof of Lemma [5.1] with all details is given in the
Appendix.

We find it convenient to introduce the notion of admissible
scaling to characterize mappings that satisfy the additional
condition 7, = O(logn). Recall that any mapping K : Ny —
Ny satisfying the conditions

2<K,<n, n=203,..., (23)

as a scaling.

Definition 5.2 (Admissible Scaling): A mapping K : Ny —
Ny is said to be an admissible scaling if holds and the
sequence 7, defined through satisfies v, = O(logn).

It is now clear that the proof of Theorem will be
completed if we establish 1) for any admissible scaling. This
result is presented separately for convenience as follows.

Proposition 5.3: With 0 < p < 1 and an integer k >
2, consider an admissible scaling K : Ny — Ny with the
sequence y,, defined through (7). We have

lim P[0 > 4, k, =4 =0

n—oo
if lim ~, =400, V{=0,1,...

n— oo

k1.

The main benefit of being able to restrict the discussion to
admissible scalings is to have K,, = O(logn) when ~,, — oo
in view of (7). This condition will prove useful in bounding
P[§ > ¢, k,, = {] efficiently in several places.

VI. OUTLINE OF PROOF OF THEOREM [4.2]

Recall that Chyax(n; u, K,,) denotes the largest connected
component of H(n; u, K,,). In this section, we will give an
outline of the proof of Theorem[.2] All details can be found in
the Appendix. The proof of this result goes through a sequence
of intermediate steps. We start by defining a cut as a subset
of nodes that is isolated from the rest of the graph.

Definition 6.1 (Cut): |36, Definition 6.3] Consider a graph
G with the node set A. A cut is defined as a non-empty subset
S C N of nodes that is isolated from the rest of the graph.
Namely, S C N is a cut if there is no edge between S and
Se=N\S.

It is clear from Definition [6.1] that if S is a cut, then so is
S°. It is important to note the distinction between a cut as
defined above and the notion of a connected component given



in Definition .1} A connected component is isolated from the
rest of the nodes by Definition .1 and therefore it is also a cut.
However, nodes within a cut may not be connected meaning
that not every cut is a connected component.

Let &, (i, K,; S) denote the event that S C N is a cut in
H(n; p, K,,) as per Definition Event &, (i, K,,; S) occurs
if no nodes in S pick neighbors in S¢ and no nodes in S pick
neighbors in S¢. Thus, we have

En(i K3 S) = () [ (i €Tn} N { ¢ Tni}) -

i€S jese

Let Z(xy; p, K,,) denote the event that H(n; i, K,) has no
cut S C N with size z,, < |S| < n — =z, where z : Ny —
Ny is a sequence such that x,, < n/2 Vn. In other words,
Z(xn; p, Ky,) is the event that there are no cuts in H(n; p, )
whose size falls in the range [z,,n — x,]. Since if S is a cut,
then so is S¢ (i.e., if there is a cut of size m then there must
be a cut of size n — m), we see that

Z(xn§NaKn) = ﬂ
SePn: o, <|S|<| %]

(gn(/% Ky S))C )

where P, is the collection of all non-empty subsets of N.
Next, we present an upper bound on P [(Z(M; u, K,,))], i.e,
the probability that there exists a cut with size in the range
[M,n — M] for H(n; u, K,,).

Proposition 6.2: Consider a scaling K : Ny — Ny such that
K, >2V¥n and K,, = O(1), and p € (0, 1). It holds that

P(Z(M; p, Kn))]
< exp{=M((K,) —1)(1 —o(1))}
T L—exp{—((Kn) — 1) (1 —o(1))}
The proof of Proposition is given in the Appendix.
The following Lemma establishes the relevance of the event
Z(xp; 1y Ky,) in obtaining a lower bound for the size of the
largest connected component.

Lemma 6.3: For any sequence x :
Zpn < |n/3] for all n, we have

+o(1).  (24)

No — Ny such that

Z(xn; p, Kpn) = |Cmax(n; 1, K| > n — xy,.

Proof. Assume that Z(x,; u, K,,) takes place, i.e., there is no
cut in H(n; s, K,,) of size in the range [x,,n — x,]. Since a
connected component is also a cut, this also means that there
is no connected component of size in the range [2,,n — x,].
Since every graph has at least one connected component, it
either holds that the largest one has size |Ciax(n; p, Kp)| >
n — Ty, or that |Cax(n; 1, Kp,)| < ,,. We now show that it
must be the case that |Cinax(n; 1, Kp,)| > n — x,, under the
assumption that x,, < n/3. Assume towards a contradiction
that |Cryax(n; 1y Kpn)| < @, meaning that the size of each
connected component is less than x,,. Note that the union of
any set of connected components is either a cut, or it spans the
entire network. If no cut exists with size in the range [x,,n —
Zy], then the union of any set of connected components should
also have a size outside of [z,,n — z,]. Also, the union of all
connected components has size n. Let C, Co, . . ., Cihax denote

the set of connected components in increasing size order. Let
m > 1 be the largest integer such that Y ;" | |C;| < x,,. Since
|Cmt1| < @n, we have

m+1
Ty < Z |G| < 2p +xp <2n/3 <n—xp.
i=1

This means that UJ"'C; constitutes a cut with size in the
range [r,,n — x,] contradicting the event Z(x,;u, K,).
We thus conclude that if Z(z,;u, K,) takes place with
Zn < n/3, then we must have |Cryax(n; u, Kp)| > n — x,. B

We now have all the requisite ingredients for establishing
Theorem Substituting x,, = M, Vn in Lemma
for some finite integer M, we get Z(M;u,K,) =
|Cmax(n; u, K)| > n — M. Equivalently, we have
|Crnax (s 1, Kp)| <n— M = Z(M;p, K,)°. This gives

Pl[Crax(n; p, Ky)| <m— M] <P[Z(M;p, Kp)°]

and we get (I0) by using Proposition [6.2] in (25).

(25)

VII. CONCLUSION

This paper analyzes the strength of connectivity in inho-
mogeneous random K-out graphs. In particular, we derive
conditions on the network parameters n, i, K,,, which make
the graph k-connected with high probability. In cases where
the parameter [, is constrained to be small, we proved that
whenever K,, > 2, the largest connected sub-network spans all
but finitely many nodes of the network with high probability.
Our results complement the existing results on 1-connectivity
of inhomogeneous random K-out graphs. An open direction
is characterizing the asymptotic size of the largest connected
component of the homogeneous K-out random graph when
K = 1. It would also be of great interest to analyze k-
connectivity of inhomogeneous random K-out graphs with
r > 2 node types and arbitrary parameters Ki, Ks,..., K,
associated with each node type. Finally, it would be interesting
to pursue further applications of inhomogeneous K-out graphs
in the context of cryptographic payment channel networks.
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Appendix A (k-connectivity)

APPENDIX A.1: KEY BOUNDS

In this section, we present several steps to obtain an upper
bound on P[§ > ¢, k, = {]. The proof of Proposition
is completed in Appendix A.4 as we show that the obtained
upper bound approaches zero as n gets large.



A. Towards an upper bound on P[§ > ¢, k, = (]

Recall that H(n; u, K,,) denotes the inhomogeneous random
K-out graph on n nodes with A being the set of node labels
{1,2,...,n}. Forany V C N, let I(n; u, K,,)(V) denote the
induced sub-graph obtained by restricting H(n; u, K,,) to the
subset of nodes in V i.e., I(n; u, K,,) (V) is a graph with vertex
set {v; : 4 € V} and edge set given by the subset of edges of
H(n; u, K,,) which have both endpoints in V. Put differently,
I(n; p, Kp,)(V) is the graph induced from H(n; u, K;,) upon
deletion of nodes in V¢, where V C N and Ve =N\ V.

We will establish an upper bound on Plk, = £,0 > /]
where 0 < ¢ < k — 1 by considering events which follow
under {6 > ¢, k, = (}; i.e., that the graph H(n;pu, K,) has
minimum degree strictly greater than ¢ and yet it can be made
disconnected by deleting a set of ¢ nodes. If k, = ¢, then by
definition there exists a vertex cut U C N containing ¢ nodes
such that the deletion of U disconnects H(n; u, K,,). More
precisely, there must exist U C N with |U| =/ and T' C U®
such that H(n; p, K,,) is (U, T)-separable; i.e., deleting all
nodes in U renders H(n; 1, K,) disconnected into a subgraph
on vertices 7" and a subgraph on vertices U¢/T with no edges
in between the two subgraphs (see Figure [6). Without any loss
of generality, we let T' denote the smaller of the sets 7" and
U¢/T. Thus, we have |T| < [25%].

We can further make the following observations regarding
the sets U, T, and U¢/T under the event {xk, = ¢,6 > (}:

1) Consider an arbitrary node v € T'. Since there are no
edges between T and (U°)/T, all edges incident on v
must have their endpoints in the set UUT'\ {v}. Further,
since § > ¢, there are at least ¢ + 1 edges from v to
UUT\ {v}. Noting that |U| = ¢, there must be an edge
with between v and T\ {v} and thus |T| > 2.

2) For a given vertex cut U (whose deletion makes
H(n; u, Ky,) disconnected) there might be more than
one set T C U¢ for which H(n;u, K,) is (U, T)-
separable. Thus, it suffices to identify the smallest set T’
for which I(n; u, K,,)(T') is connected. In other words,
if Kk, = £ and ¢ > ¢, then H(n; p, K,) should be (U, T')-
separable for some U C N with |[U| = ¢ and T C U®
with 2 < |T| < [25%] such that I(n;pu, K,,)(V) is
connected. Let Ct denote the event that I(n; u, K,)(T)
is connected.

3) Each node in U must have a neighbor in 7. Assume
towards a contradiction that there exists a node v in U
which does not have a neighbor in 7'. This means that
U\ {u} forms a vertex cut of size £ — 1 in H(n; pu, K,)
which contradicts the fact that «,, > ¢. Let Byt denote

the event that each node in U has a neighbor in T

The above observations are depicted in Figure [6] and sum-
marized below. For H(n; u, Ky,), If § > £ and x, = £ then
JU, T C N such that |U| =€ and 2 < |T| < |25*] and the
following events occur.

1. Cr: I(n; u, K,,)(T) is connected,
2. Byt: All nodes in U have a neighbor in the set T,

Uce\r

_
ViV
U

Fig. 6. A necessary condition for the event [k, = ¢, & > /] to take place
is the occurrence of the event Ay 1 defined as the intersection of C, Dy
and BUT.

3. Dyr: T is isolated in I(n; 1, K, )(U°); i.e., there are no
edges in H(n; pu, K,,) between nodes in 7" and nodes in
Ue/T.

Let Ay 7 be defined as the intersection of these three events;
ie.,

-AU,T = CT N BUT N DUT-

Let [Z], denote the collection of subsets of set Z with exactly
r elements. From the preceding arguments, we see that the
following inclusion holds.

{0> k0 =0} S Uyen), reve 2<imi<| 25t | AV
Using a union bound, we get

P[5 > 0, K, = (] <

>

UEN],, TCU2<|T|<[ 254 |

L — £
%3

=2

r=2 Ue[N],,Te[U°].

PlAy, 7],

PlAy. 1], (26)

For » = 1,...,n — £ — 1, let ./4{1}.“75}’{g+1}m75+r},

Cioan,... vy Biaey gos1,. 040y @and Dy oy to41,. 040}
be denoted by Ay, Cer, Bey and Dy, respectively. The

number of subsets of A of size ¢ is (Z) and the number

of subsets of N\ U of size r is (".“). Under the enforced
assumptions, the exchangeability of the vertex labels yields

PlAy, 1] = P[As,],

Substituting in (26), we thus get

L5 n\ /n—1/¢
() Y e

Pl0> Lk, =0< Y
r=2
Combining (2T) and (28), we observe that to establish the one-
law for k-connectivity, it suffices to show that the following
holds,

Ln;éj
. n\ /n—1/¢ B
dm 3 () (7)) pued =

r=2

UelN], TelU, @7

Ve=0,1,....k—1.

(29)



TABLE I

NOTATION

Event Definition

B All nodes in U have a neighbor in the set 7.

C I(n; u, Kn)(T) is connected.
Dst | None of the nodes in S pick nodes in 7" as their neighbors.
Drg None of the nodes in T pick nodes in S as their neighbors.

D T is isolated in I(n; u, Kn)(U€), thus D = Dgt N Ds.
B Nodes v; and v; are adjacent, where 7, j € N.

X All nodes in T are type-t, where ¢t = 1, 2.

B. Observations regarding events B,, and C; .

Recall that Ay, = C¢r N Bey N Dy,. What makes the
proof of Proposition[5.3| particularly challenging is the intricate
correlations among these events. In what follows, we establish
several useful bounds that will pave the way for proving
Proposition Define S := U\ T. For the remaining
sections, we suppress the indices (¢,7) and work with the
notation and definitions listed in Table In particular, we
define Drg to be the event that for each ¢ in T', the nodes I'; ,
picked by v; should all belong to S¢. We define Dgr similarly
as the event that all j in .S pick their choices I'; ;, from outside
of T. For T to be isolated in I(n; i, K,,)(U€), both Drg and
Dgr should hold, whence D = DstNDrg. Witht = 1,2, we
define &; as the event that all nodes in T" are type ¢. Finally,
E,; denotes the event that there exists an edge in H(n; p, K,)
between nodes v; and v;; ie., By =j5€1,; V iely, ;.

A key observation towards bounding events B,C is the
fact that for any S C N, the random variables {1[E;;] :
i,j €S, i # j} are negatively associated conditionally on the
types of nodes in S. Negative association of random variables,
introduced by Joag-Dev and Proschnan [47] is a stronger form
of negative correlation, and is formally defined next.

Definition 7.1 (Negative Association of RVs): The rvs
{X, A € A} are said to be negatively associated if for any
non-overlapping subsets A and B of A and for any monotone
increasing mappings ¢ : R4l — R and + : RIZl — R, the
covariance inequality

Elo(Xa)(Xp)] < E[p(Xa)]E[(Xp)]

holds whenever the expectations in (30) are well defined and
finite.

An important observation is that the negative association of
the rvs {X, A € A} implies [47, P2, p. 288] the inequality

IT 7 A(XA)]
AEA

where A is a subset of A and the collection {fx, A € A} of
mappings R — R are all monotone increasing.

It was shown in [22] that for the homogeneous random K-
out graph H(n; K), the edge assignment variables, {1[E;;] :
i # 7, i,j7 = 1,...,n} are negatively associated. This
follows from the fact that

form a collection of negatively associated rvs when the sets
T',,; represent a random sample (without replacement) of

(30)

E < H E [fx(X))]

A€EA

€29

(32)

size K from N — {i}; see [47, Example 3.2(c)] for details.
For the inhomogeneous random K-out graph H(n;pu, K,),
the situation is more intricate since the size of the random
samples I',, ; are themselves random (takes the value one with
probability x4 and K,, with probability 1 — u). Nevertheless,
if we condition on the types of nodes, then the size of the
samples I',, ; become fixed and negative association of the
collection of rvs in would still follow. This overlaps
with the notion of conditional negative association introduced
recently in [34]. This observation is presented next.

Lemma 7.2: For the inhomogeneous random K-out graph
H(n; u, K,), let tg denote the vector of types for nodes in
S C N. Then, the collection of random variables {1[E;;],7 #
j, 1,7 € S} are conditionally negatively associated given ts.
Namely, we have that

—

ts]

E H F(A[E;;)

i#5,6,J€S

‘fs < I ElaE) |
i;ﬁj,i,jGS
(33)

for any monotone increasing function f.

The proof of Lemma follows from the preceding argu-
ments and negative association of the random variables in
when the size of the mappings 1[j € T',, ;] are fixed given ¢g.

Next, we will make repeated use of the preceding observa-
tions and Lemma to obtain upper bounds on the events
B,C.

Lemma 7.3: For r € {2,...,n — ¢ — 1}, we have

PB | &) < (rP[E;; | v; is type-t])" where t = 1,2.

Proof of Lemma The event B is characterized as

? C+r
B= ﬂ U E;j. (34)
i=1j=f+1

Let t, € {1,2}* be defined as the vector (of size £) containing
the types of nodes in U; vq,...,vy; i.e., foreachi =1,... ¢,
the type of node v; is (£ );. Given X}, t,, the types of all nodes
associated with the event B (i.e., vy, . . ., Ug+,) are determined.
Thus, using Lemma with S = {1,...,0 4+ r}, we see
that the collection of random variables {1[F;;],7 # j,i,j =
1,...,£ + r} are conditionally negatively associated given
X;, ty. Furthermore, by the “disjoint monotone aggregation”
property of negative association [48] p. 35], the collection of

O+r -
Ivs {]l |:UjJ:rZ+1Eij] , 1= 1,...,6}

negatively associated given X}, t,,. Conditioning on £, we thus
get

are also conditionally

P[B | &
= E[1[B] | &]

E[E[ﬂ[m | Xt ‘Xt]

¢
=E lE H]l |:U§i§+1Eij:| | Xt,t_:l] ‘ Xt‘|
i=1




A

<E HE[n[ b B } | X, % ] ‘Xt] (35)
L =1
[ e et

<E| [[E| D 1E; | Xt ’Xt (36)
| i=1 j=0+1
i L+r

=E HZP”‘Xt,]‘t
L = 1j=(+4+1
A

o[- (- 759) (- 32%) |
Li=1

(37

(Tu)s
w))] o
K ¢
) o
n—1

where (35) follows the conditional negative association of
random variables {1[Ej;],i # j,i,j = 1,....{+ r} given
X, b, . follows from a union bound . follows from
the direct computation of P[E;; | X;,,] under given types
(similar to (8)), follows from the independence of X;
and 7, and (39) is a consequence of the independence of the
random variables {(t,);,i =1,...,0}. [ |

offT(1- (1-52) (1-
(e[ 55) (-

= (rP[E;; | v; is type-t])*

The next result shows that conditioning on all nodes in T’
being type-2 provides an upper bound on the events B, C.

Lemma 7.4: Given that all nodes in T are of type-2, the
occurrence of events B and C' become more likely, i.e.,

P[B, C] < P[B, C|%,).
Proof of Lemma

P[B,C] =P[B,C | X%|P[X2] + P[B,C | X5|P[X5]  (40)
Thus, it suffices to show that

To see this, we note that both events B and C are monotone
increasing under edge addition. In other words, if event B
(resp. C) occurs in a given realization H; of H(n;u, K,),
then it will also occur in any another realization Hy O Hj.
Given a graph in which T has m (1 < m < r) type-1 nodes,
we can construct another graph by selecting precisely K,, — 1
neighbors uniformly at random from the remaining n—2 nodes
for each type-1 node. This construction shows that the edge set
of the realization of H(n; p1, K,,) in which there is at least one
type-1 node in set 1" is strictly contained in the corresponding
edge set when all nodes in 7" are type-2. Thus, we get (1)
as a consequence of both events B and C' being monotone-
increasing upon edge addition.

]

Lemma 7.5: For r € {2,...,n — {— 1}, we have

P[C | X)) < r"?P[E;; | vi,vj € T are type-t]” !

Proof of Lemma

C is the event that nodes in 7' form a connected subgraph
in H(n; u, K,,), i.e., that I(n; u, K,,)(T') is connected. This is
equivalent to stating that H(n; p, K,,) contains a spanning tree
on nodes in 7. Let Qp denote the collection of all spanning
trees on the vertices in 7. Put differently, each @ € Qp is a
collection of  — 1 node pairs representing the » — 1 edges of
the tree. Hence, we have

C= U m Ej

QEQr (j1,j2)€EQ

From Lemma we know that the random variables
{1[E;j],i # j, 1,j € T} are conditionally negatively associ-
ated given the types of nodes in 7'. Also, by Cayley’s formula
(29l p. 35], we know that there are "2 trees on r vertices,
i.e., |Qr| = r"~2. Using a union bound in @]), we then get

(42)

PlClx]< > E| ] 1Ew.l| %
QeQr (jlvjz)eQ
Z H 1132 Xt] 43)
QEQT (j1,J2)€EQ
— BB, |y € T e et 49

where (@3] follows from the conditional negative association

of {1[Ej1j2] : j1,j2 € Q} given the types of all nodes in
T O @, and follows from exchangeability of events
Ej1j2‘ u

Lemma 7.6: The events B and C' are negatively correlated
given the types of nodes in 7, i.e,

P[B, C|X;] < P[B|X]P[C|X],
Proof of Lemma [7.6] From ([2), we see that

t=1,2.

1er=1- 01 (1- II uE;.l (45)
QeQr (J1,J2)€Q
while from we have
Y4 {4r
1B =[{1- I a-1Ey) (46)
i=1 j=0+1

From Lemma we know that the random variables
{1[E],i # j, 4,j = .,¢ + r} are conditionally
negatively associated given the types of all nodes vy, . .., Vgt
We will leverage this fact to show the conditional negative
association of rvs 1[B] and 1[C] given X; and ,, where
t, denotes the vector containing types of nodes vy, ...,vy.
First, note that the node pairs (ji,j2) given in @) are
all in the set T = {¢ + 1,...,¢ + r}. Thus, the 1[E},;,]
terms that appear in are disjoint from the 1[FE;;] terms
that appear in (46). Second, the relations given in (@3) and



(46) constitute non-decreasing mappings of the rvs 1[Ej, ;,]
and 1[E;;], respectively. Thus, from the disjoint monotone
aggregation property [48, p. 35] of negative association, it
follows that the rvs 1[B] and 1[C] are conditionally negatively
associated given X; and i, (equivalen}ly, given the types of

nodes vy, ..., vet,). Conditioning on t,, we get
]P)[ Ba C‘Xt]
=E[1[B,C] | X

:IE_IE[]I[B]]I[C] | Xt ‘Xt}

<E _IE[]I[B] | XLt E[L[C] | Xt ‘Xt}
' @7
=E|P[C | %]E[1[B] | X1 ‘Xt} (48)

=P[C | Xt]E{]E[ll[B} | Xt ‘Xt}
=P[C | X%]P[B | &]

where follows from conditional negative association of
1[B] and 1[C] given X; and ,, and (48 follows from the
fact that event C' is independent from ¢,,. |

C. Upper bounds for P[A, ]

We have now obtained all the necessary bounds concerning
the events B and C to obtain upper bounds on Ay, tight
enough to establish ([29); as already discussed, establishing
in turn completes the proof of the one-law for k-
connectivity. In what follows, we will need to derive different
upper bounds for Ay, in different ranges of r = 2,.. ., L";ej
to be considered in the sum appearing at (29). Recall that
A¢r =BNCND=BNCNDrgNDgr. Among the events
B,C, Dtg and Dgst, the event Dgr depends exclusively on
the choices made by nodes in S while events C' and Drg
depend exclusively on choices made by nodes in 7". However,
the event B depends on choices made by nodes in 7" and U
and is thus dependent on the type of nodes in 7" and U with
Lemmas and describing the correlations. Our strategy
for deriving an upper bound hinges on the selection of the
subset of events which the yield the tightest bounds as r varies.
We partition the range of indices in the summation in ([29) as
outlined below.

Range 1 (Small r): When 2 < r < K,, — ¢, for S and T to
be isolated, all nodes in T" must be type-1, i.e., the occurrence
of event A is a necessary condition for the event Ay ,. If &}
did not occur, then a type-2 node in 7' could pick at most
r—1+ ¢ < K,, — 1 neighbors from among nodes in 7" U U
(distinct from itself). In that case, it will be forced to select
at least one neighbor from S contradicting the event D (i.e.,
that there are no edges between 7T and S). Noting that the
probability of the event that all nodes in 7" are type-1 is u”,
we have

P[B,C, D] = u"P[B,C, D | Xi]

< /1/7]ID[B7 07 DST | Xl] (49)
= pu"P[B,C | X1|P[Dsr] (50)
< WPB | XMP[C | 4]P[Dsr] (5D

where follows from Dgyr C D, (30) follows from
independence of Dgr and B,C, X, and follows from
Lemma with ¢ = 1.

Range 2 (Intermediate 7): When K, — / +1 < r <
[#j, it is no longer needed to have X3 for A, to take
place. We instead condition on the increased likelihood of
events B and C under the condition that all nodes in T are
of type-2 as follows.

P[B,C, D] <P[B,C, Dsr],
= P[B, C|P[Dsr], (52)
<P[B,C | X5] P[Dsr], (53)
<P[B | &) P[C | A] P[Dsr],  (54)

where follows from the independence of Dst and B, C,
(33) follows from Lemma and (54) follows from Lemma
7.6l

Range 3 (Large r): When |2~ |+ 1 < r < [25¢],
the number of nodes in 7' is 51gn1ﬁcantly large and the bound
obtained in Lemma [7.3]is no longer tight. Moreover, with the
large number of nodes in 7', the event B that all nodes in B
have a neighbor in T becomes highly likely. Therefore, in this
case, we consider both events Dgr and Dtg to get a tight
upper bound for BNC N D.

P[B,C, D] < P[D] = P[Dsr, Drs] = P[Dst]|P[Drs] (55)

since events Dgr and Drg are independent.

Based on the preceding discussion, we partition the summa-
tion in (29) into three partial sums corresponding to Regimes
1,2 and 3 In particular, we have

() emen

(56)
r=2
Eall /N (n—¢
<3 () (" ")wrpiz | 2pic | 2ipIDsa)
B
0y ()0 rs ape | s
r=K,—{+1
=02,
+ > (€>( . >IP’[DST]IP>[DTS].
[n/(Ka—1)]+1

The proof of (29) is completed in the Appendix A.4 by
showing that these three partial sums approach zero as
n — oo; see Appendix A.4.

APPENDIX A.2: PROOF OF LEMMA 5.1

Consider any scaling K,, : Ng — Ny such that the corre-

sponding sequence ,, defined through satisfies lim ~, =
’I'L*).OO

o0o. The next result shows that for any such scaling, an



admissible scaling can be constructed with the corresponding
parameters satisfying a useful bound.

Proposition 7.7 (Existence of Admissible Scaling).' Consider
a scaling K, NO — Np and a sequence v, : Nyp = R
defined through satisfying 7, — +o00. Then, there exists
an admissible scaling K : Ny — Ny such that K,, < K, for
all n > 2, and the corresponding 7,, defined through

P logn + (k — 2)loglogn

+ Tn, (57)

satisfies lim 4, = oco.
n—oQ
Proof of Proposition [7.7] We prove this Proposition by

constructing a scaling K, as follows. Let

- 21

K, ::min{{ ogn-‘ ,Kn}, n=23,....

1—p

By virtue of this definition, we have K, < K, for all n.

Also, the mapping K Ny — Ny is a scaling with 2 < K, <
n Vn > 2. From (57) and (58), we have

(58)

An = min{[logn — (k — 2)loglogn],v}.  (59)

Since lim v, = +o0, it is easy to see that lim 7, = +o0.
n—r oo n—oo

Also, since 7, < [logn] for all n, we have v, = O(logn).

Consequently, we see that the auxiliary scaling K : Ng — Ny

is indeed admissible as per Definition [5.2] We note that the
same parameter 4 is used under both scalings. [ ]

A reduction step. Let the inhomogeneous random K-out graph
with n nodes and parameters K, 1 with K,, defined through
. be denoted as H(n; i, K,,). Next, we present a way to
infer the one-law for k-connectivity of H(n; u, K,,) from the
connectivity of H(n; , K,) in the regime when 7, — 400
through the succeeding Proposition.

Proposition 7.8 (Coupling): Consider a scaling K : Ng —
Ny, then for any scaling K : Ny — Ny such that K, < K,
for all n, we have

P[H(n; u, Ky )is k-connected]
> P[H(n; 4, K, )is k-connected).

Proof of Proposition [7.8] The proof involves showing
the existence of a coupling between the graphs H(n; s Kn)
and H(n;p, K,,) such that the edge set of H(n;u, K,) is
contained in the edge set of H(n; i, K,,). The proof hinges on
the observation that k-connectivity is a monotone-increasing
property, i.e., a property which holds upon addition of edges
to the graph (see [49) p. 13]). We will in fact show that

P[H(n; i, K,,) has property P]

> P[H(n; u, K,,) has property P] (60)

for any monotone property P. In order to prove that the edge
set of H(n; p1, K,,) is contained in H(n; , K,,), we show that
we can construct H(n; 1, K,,) by adding edges to H(n; u1, K,,)
as follows. Recall that during the construction of H(n; i, K,),

each node is first assigned a type corresponding to which it
chooses neighbors uniformly at random. In particular, type-1
(resp., type-2) nodes pick 1 (resp., K,,) nodes. An equivalent
way to construct H(n; u, K,,) is as follows. The nodes are
first initialized as type-1 (resp, type-2) independently with
probability p (resp., 1 — w). In the first round, type-1 (resp.,
type-2) nodes pick 1 (resp., K,) neighbors. In the second
round, each type-2 node picks additional K, — f(n >0
neighbors chosen uniformly at random from the remaining
n — 1 — K, nodes that it did not pick in the first round.
The orientations of the edges drawn in the two rounds are
ignored to yield H(n;u, K,,). From this construction, it is
evident that the edge set of H(n; u, K,,) is contained in the
edge set of H(n; u, K,,). Through this coupling argument, we
see that (60) holds for any monotone increasing property P.
Since k-connectivity is monotonic-increasing upon addition
of edges, the proof of Proposition is completed. |

Now that we have established Propositions [7.7) and [7.8] we
can proceed with proving Lemma [5.1} [Proof of Lemma [5.1]
Suppose, for any given parameters (u, K,,) the sequence 7,
defined through is such that v, — +oco0. From Proposi-
tion there exists an admissible scaling K : Ng — Np such
that K,, < K,,Vn and the corresponding 7, — +oo. If the
conditional statement in Lemma holds, i.e., if we have

lim P[H(n; i, K,,) is k-connected | = 1,

n—oo

then it follows from Proposition [7.8] that

lim P[H(n; u, K,,) is k-connected | = 1.

n—oo

This completes the proof of Lemma [5.1} [ |

APPENDIX A.3: SOME USEFUL FACTS

Here, we present some facts which will be frequently
invoked in the succeeding analysis. Consider an admissible
scaling such that ~,, defined through satisfies ~v,, — +o0.
From the Definition of admissible scaling, we have ~,, =
O(logn). Consequently, from (7)) it is plain that we have

K, =0(ogn). (61)
under the assumptions enforced in Proposition [5.3]
For all z € R, we have
1tz <et?. (62)
For 0 < 2 <1 we have
1—%2(%’, 0<z<l. (63)
Moreover, for 0 < & < 1 and for a sequence y = 0,1,2...,
we have
L 5o
1—xy§(1—m)y§1—xy+§xy. (64)



A proof of this fact can be found in [32, Fact 2]. For 0 <
m < ny < ng, m,ni,ng € Ng, we have For 0 < m < n; <
m, m,ni,n2 S N07
G T (=) < ()" (65)
(n2) - . no—1/) = \ng ’
m 1=0
Using(63) and (62), we have
n—~{ r
—/ —rl
(z)f;(” ) Semp{T.}- (66)
() n n

From [9, Fact 4.1], we have that for » = 1,2,...,[%], we

have
n n\" n \""
()= () @
Combining (66) and (67), we get
n—4{ n\" n \"" -/
(=0 ) = {5
n\" n \" "
<(7) (n) ' ©9)
For any £ =0,1,... we have
¢
n n
(z) = (L +0(1)). (69)

Recall from Table ] that X; denotes the event that all
nodes in 7' are type-t where ¢ = 1,2. Note that the
event {F;; | v;,v; € T are type-t} is same as the event
{Eij | vi,v; € T, X, }. Therefore,
PE;; | vi,v; € T, Xy
=1-(1-Pliel,  lv,v; €T, X))
(1 =P[j €Ty ilvs,v; €T, X))

(1-255)
11—
n—1

2K, (K
S n—1 n—1/

P[E;; | v; is type-t]
=1—-(1-Pliel,; | v;istype-t]) (1 —Pj € 'y, :])

|
—
I

(70)

Moreover,

(B
_ ) K (KK (1)
n-1 n-1 (n-1p2

APPENDIX A.4: PROOF OF PROPOSITION 5.3

In this section we show that each of the partial sums
corresponding to the three regimes outlined in Appendix A.1
(see (56)) approach zero as n gets large. This then yields
the one-law in Theorem [3.1] through the sufficient condition
(29). Recall that we have (61) under the assumptions enforced
assumptions on the scaling K, : Ny — Ny (i.e., that
Yn = w(1), and v, = O(logn)).

A Range 1: 2<r <K, —/{

In this regime we evaluate the following partial sum in (56)
corresponding to 2 < r < K,, — /.

KZ:: (Z) (nre) p'P[B | X1]P[C | X1|P[Dst].  (72)

Our strategy involves obtaining upper bounds on P[B | A}],
P[C | &1] and P[Dgr]. We first upper bound P[B | X}] using
Lemma [7.3] and (71) with ¢ = 1 as follows.

P[B | 1]
<7 (fii + nil - (;[fnf)z)z’

L 4 4
= (5 (5 (g o)
=t <<I;n>)e(1 +0o(1))

where follows from (61) and the fact that

(nﬁ 1>Z < exp{nfl} =1+o0(1)

since ¢ is finite (0 < /¢ <k —1).
Next, we upper bound P[C' | &}] using Lemma with

t =1 and (70).
1 r—1
)

P[C | Xy] < "2 <
2 1>r_1

r—1 N
=
rl r—1

exp{nl}

(1+0(1))

(73)

[\

3
A
—_

(74)

IN
<
7
[ V]
7 N N N

\3
|
—

(75)

Il

S

,

b
A~

Sl 3w 3w 3
~ ~— ~—

where (74) follows from (62)), and (73) follows from the fact
that » < K,, = O(logn) on the range considered here.

Recall that Dgr is the event that nodes in S do not choose
a neighbor in T'. For each r = 2,..., [ |, we can condition
on the types of nodes in S to get

P[DgsT]




. <1 —(1—p) (1 _ (1 _ ;)K"_1>)n(z+r) (78)

where follows from (63). Note that for an admissible
»n = O(logn). Thus, for r < K, — ¢, we have
L —=o(1) and © r(Kn=1) _1) = o(1). Using with z = = we

scaling, K

get
P[Dgr]

< (1 _ ;)mew , (1 _( —u)(l _ (1 - @
+ w)))”—@m

2n?

(-0 00

.<1_(1_ )<r(K —1) r?(Kn21)2)>n—(e+r)

< (1+0(1)) (1 - > - exp { <n —(t+ r))
(r(Kr;l— 1) } (79)
(1+of ))(1—) eXp{ w)(n—(t+7))
e (R (80)
(1+0(1) (

=(1+o 177)

)
e {-1-1 (1 =

.exp{( )(e+r)( 2 <1_ (K;nl))},

where follows from (62) and the fact that r < K, =
O(logn). Further, when ~,, — oo, from scaling condition (7)),
we have (1 — u)(K,, — 1) > logn for all n sufficiently large.
On that range, we have

P[DsT]

< (14 0(1)) (1 - %)nﬂ’ exp {—rlogn}

exp{W}
2n
~exp{(1 — () <’"(K21)> (1 - %

— 1+

n—r

)nrn-r (1+0(1))

n

as we note that K,, = O(logn) for an admissible scaling and
r < K, on the range under consideration. Combining (68),

©9), 3), [73), (82), we have for all r = 2,3,..., K, —{ that

ur (Tg) <”;€)p[3 | X1]P[C | X1]P[DsT]

< (2 () () e (2)

: (” — ’")n_rnr (14 0(1))

n

7",,1—2 4
= G (o)

nrl

e ()
n

(2 (1-+0(1)

_ (?)T_Qou),

where follows from r < K, = O(logn). In order to
show that the summation is o(1), we upper bound it by
an infinite geometric progression wherein each term of the
geometric progression is non-negative and strictly less than 1.
Note that since @) holds for all » such that 2 < r < K,, — ¢,
substituting in we obtain

polt () ("7 ")em 1 aipic | 2ipiDsn)

r=2

(83)

(84)

B. Range 2: K, —{ <r < |n/(K,—-1)]

Here, we consider the partial sum in (36) corresponding to
the range K,, —{ <r < [n/(K, —1)], i.e

(12) (n . €>P[B | )P[C | X]P[Dsr] (85)

From (61), we know that K,, = ©(logn) and therefore in this
range r < |n/(K, —1)| < |n/2]. As noted in Appendix A.1,
our strategy involves combining upper bounds on P[B | Xs],

[C’ | Az] and P[Dgsr] obtained using Lemmas and
From Lemma [7.3] and (71) with ¢ = 2,

\.n/(Kn_l)J

r=K,—{(+1

ot (- (00
()



Substituting (K,,) = p+ (1 — p)K,, we get

P[B | &) <r* ((Q_M)K'n)é

n—1

< (vt

¢
“)K") (1+0(1))  (86)

(s

where (86) follows from and the fact that (n/(n — 1))" =
14 o0(1).

Next, we bound P[C' | X5] using Lemma [7.5| and with
t = 2. We get

2K K2 O\
< r—2 n o n
Pl =r (nl (n1)2>

2K, \" ! 1
n n—1
r—1
S 7‘7’—2 (2Kn>
n

where (87) follows from (6T).

Next, we find an upper bound on P[Dgr]. Note that = <
1/(K, — 1) = o(1) in view of (61). Consequently, we can
use with z = Z. Also, it still holds that (1 —r/n)~* =
1+40(1). Thus, proceeding as in Range 1, we can upper bound
P[Dgr] by undergoing the sequence of steps from through
to obtain

’flKn r—1
2(n —1)2

87)

P[Dsr]

carom(1-2) {1 - -+

(K — 1) (1 (K - 1)) }

n 2n
n r(K,—1) 1
=D and thus 5 <3

n—~¢

(88)

In this range, we have r <
r(K,—1)

or equivalently 1 — > % Further, since r < , We
have n — (£ +r) > “=. Using these observations in l| we
get

P[Dgr]
< (1+o0(1)) (1 - %)"*
oo { -0 0= 0rt85 =)
O (e e e
exp {8(1 - u);(lKn —1) }
—o(1) (1 _ 7)"_7" exp{ (1- “)TiK" D) } . (89)

where in the last step we wused the fact that
exp {W = O(1) since “E2=1) < 1, Combining

(68). (©9), (B6). (87) and (B9), we get !

(” (”;E)P[B | X]P[C' | X2]P[Dsr]

) (1- 1)*”*” . ((2 - u)Knyrr_Q
. (2Kn>r1 (1 B r)TL_reXp{_u - u)riKn - 1)}
= O(l)zr”Kﬁ“;exp { (1= pr(fn = 1) } . (90)

4
Substituting (90) in (83), we get

/(D) o\
() (" ")em | lFic | uppiDe,
r=K,—{+1
=O0()nKi!
. Ln/(i 1)) V27 KT o {_ (1— u)riK" -1) }
r=K, —{+1

-2
< -1 n
<O()nK, ( — 1)

[n/(Kn—1)] r
. Z <2Knexp {_(1_“)(4[{"_1)})
r=K, —¥¢{+1
=0(1)n* K,
[n/(Kn—1)] T
. Z <2Kn exp {(1 u)ELK" D })
r=K, —¢+1
<O0o()n' 'K,
5 (aspenp { - Lo

_ 1)})’" o)

r=K, —{+1
Since lim K,, = co we have
n—oo
1—p)(K, —1
2K, exp{—('u)i”)} =o(1) (92)

so that the infinite sum appearing at (91) is summable. Thus,
we get

[n/(Kn—

s () (" )5 1 elpic | aupipan,

r=K,—¢+1

— 0K, (m exp {WDMH

= O(1) exp {(€ —1)logn +1log K, + (K, —{ + 1)log 2K,

~ <1—u><Kn—1><Kn—6+1>}
4

Kp(1—p)

- O(l)exp{— 1 (1+o(1))} (93)



=o(1)

where and both follow from K, =
respectively.

C. Range 3: |[n/(K,—1)]+1<r<|(n—1¢)/2]

Here, we will consider the partial sum in (56) with index r
over the range [n/(K, —1)|+1<r < |[(n—1¥)/2]; ie., the

term
(Z) (n ; Z) P[Dgr]P[Drs]. 95)

Note that since K,, = O(logn), this range is non-empty.
Conditioning on the types of nodes in 7', it is easy to verify
that for each r in 2,..., [ 5| we have

(94)
O(logn),

L(n—0)/2]

r=[n/(K,—1)|+1

r—1+4+/¢ r—140\"" '
< ) v ([ ——=
_<u< ) - () ) 96)
(=14 1+1—,u r—1+ 0\
Bl n—1 L n—1
r4+0\" 1—p (r+¢ Kn=1\

14 -7
() (5 )

r K,—1

<Mr(r+€> exp{l—ur<r+€) }

n i n

where (96) and (98) follow from (63) and (62), respectively,
and (97) follows from the r + ¢ < n.

We bound P[DgT] by using the sequence of steps from
through (78) as in range 1. We get

P[Dgr]
< (1 B ﬁ)n*(ZJrr)

n

o7)

(98)

| (1 (- (1 e {W}»w”)
< (1 - 7”)”—<e+r> exp{ (=)= (+1))

99)

using (62).

Let Z,, . be defined as
Zn,r =

()} el

(100)

(n— (€+r))<1 exp{_r(K;Ln_l)}>}.

Substituting (98), (99), and (T00) in (O3], we get

=2 o\,
(6)( )P{DST]P[DTSJ
'S
=yl Tl
[(n—20)/2]

< i W0 (5)

r=[n/(K,—1)|+1

n—({+r)
: (1 - i) Zn.'r‘
n )

[(n—0)/2] ng nAT n n—r

JE— J— T

14 (1+0(1))(r) (nr) .
r=|n/(Kn—1)]+1

. (r—ql—ﬁ)r (1 3 %>n*(5+r)
L(n—£)/2] N B
- 3 omtw (1 + T) (1-2) Zus

r=[n/(Kn—1)]+1

<

o (101)

L(n—0)/2]
< > o()ntur2te Z, . (102)
r=[n/(K,—1)|+1
L(n—8)/2]
= Z oWu™n*Z,, (103)

r=|n/(K,—1)|+1
where (T0I) follows from (68) and (69), (I02) is apparent
from r < n/2 implying (1 — r/n)~* < 2¢ and (62) implying
(1+¢/r) < €.

Next, we derive an upper bound for Z,, ,. Our goal is
to show that Z,, , goes to zero as n — oo for each r in
In/(K,—1)] +1 < r < |(n—¥)/2]. The approach used
in this part is reminiscent of some of the techniques used for
proving 1-connectivity of H(n; i, K,,) in [9]. Recall that £ < k
where k is finite, and r/n < 1/2 on the range considered.
Further, we have r + ¢ < (n+¥¢)/2 < (n+n/2)/2 = 3n/4.
Thus,

(104)

r+/ Kol K 1
< —(0. nTE,
r( - ) < 2(075)

rEn=1) - 1 and therefore

—r(K, —1
exp {M} <e L
n
Using (104) and (T03) in (T00), we see that

(1—pn font
L < €xp —(0.75
w2

= (1=t}

Further, noting that n — (£ + 1) > (n — £)/2, we get

Dy
)

(I—p)n -
< exp {u2 (0.75)% 1 — (1= p)

Recall that in Range 3,

(105)

(106)

n —




:exp{—(l —u)g 1—e = ()75';@1—1)}

.eXp{u =l —e*)}
zexp{—(l —N)g (1—e? —0(1))}0(1) (107)
=o(1) (108)

where (107) is a consequence of K, = O(logn) and the
fact that ¢ is finite. As before, we use an infinite geometric
progression to upper bound the summation in (103) using

(I08). Combining (I03) and (I08), we obtain
[(n—20)/2]

-/
3 (’2) <” >P[DST, Drs
T
r=n/(K,—1)]+1
< o(1) nt Z u”

r=n/(K,—1)]+1

— 0(1) néﬂn/(Kn—l)
o(1),
where (I09) follows from the fact that

nélun/(anl) _ néun/@(logn) — 0(1).

(109)

in view of (61), 1 < 1, and ¢ being finite. We thus conclude
that

L(n—=6)/2]

>

.y
(Z) (n ) )IP[DST]P[DTS] = o(1). (110)
r=|n/(K,—-1)]+1

Proof of Proposition Combining (84), (94), and (T10),

it is evident that all of the three partial sums approach zero
as n approaches co and thus we have proved the sufficient
condition for k-connectivity. The proof of Proposition
is now complete.

Appendix B (Size of Giant Component)

In this section, we provide supplementary details for the
proof of Theorem 4.2]

A. Proof of Proposition [6.2]

Recall that we have

Z(l'naﬂvKn) = n

(En(py K S))C )

where Z(x,;p, K,) denote the event that H(n; u, K,,) has
no cut S C N with size z,, < |S| < n — z,. Taking the
complement of both sides and using a union bound we get

>

SePpixn<|S|<[ %]

P(Z(zn; 1, Kn))] < PEn (1, Kn; 5)]

(111)

where P, . denotes the collection of all subsets of N with
exactly r elements. For each » = 1,...,n, we simplify the
notation by writing &, (t, Kn; S) = En(p, Kn; {1,...,7}).
From the exchangeability of the node labels and associated
random variables, we get

PlEn (1, K S)] = PlEn (1, Kp)], S € Prpre

Noting that [P, .| = (), we obtain

5 F 0 s8] = () Bl )L

SE€Pn,r

Substituting into (ITI) we obtain

3]
Pl(Z(zn;p Kn) < >

=Ty

(f) PlEnr (. K)]. (112)

In view of (TI2), the next proposition provides an upper
bound on P[(Z(M;pu, K,))], i.e, the probability that there
exists a cut with size in the range [M,n— M| for H(n; u, K,,).
Recall that K,, = w(1l) imparts 1-connectivity [13] whp and
we focus on cases where K, is a bounded sequence.

In view of (I12), the proof for Proposition [6.2] will follow
upon showing

[n/2]

pOECHIEE

exp{—M () — 1) (1 — o(1)}
S T exp (= Ry ) (1 —oq))y W

We have

(113)




(ura-m(-5)" )

'(H+(1IO(Z)KW4>T (115)
- (wra-n (-5
pt (1 —p) (%)KH
(u +(1—p) (1 - ;)Kn_1>
< (u+<1—u> (1- ;)K"l)n (116)

where (T14) uses (63), (I13) follows from (67) and (116) is

plain from the observation that r/n < 1/2.

We divide the summation in (IT3) into two parts depending
on whether r exceeds n/logn. The steps outlined below
can be used to upper bound the summation in (TT3) for an
arbitrary splitting of the summation indices.

[n/2] n [n/logn] n
S (M) m = S () Plens )
r=M r=M
[n/2] n
LD D )
r=|n/logn]

(117)

We first upper bound each term in the summation with
indices in the range M <r < [n/logn].

Range 1: M <r < |n/logn]

n

RS

<

(118)

(119)

For r < |n/logn], we have = = o(1). Using Fact with
r = . we get

(:)P[ En (1, K]
El ( n— 1)+i(§f 1>2>))
:(1_(1_ = >< r(K;n—n))”

Using 7 < n/logn, and that K, is bounded above we
obtain,

<

()2t 1)

< (1 —a- u)r(K’;_ =) <1 - (ffog;)»n
< exp {(1 — (K, —1) <1 _ K= ”)} (120)

2log
— exp {—r(1 — p)(Kn — (121)

1) (1-o(1))}
— exp {—r((K,) = 1) (1 —o(1))} . (122)

Next, we upper bound the second term in the summation (117
with indices in the range |n/logn| +1 <r < [n/2].
Range 2: [n/logn|+1<r < |n/2|

Observe that

(Z)P[Sn,r(u,f(n)] < (u+ 0w (i- ;)Kﬂ)n

< (n+(-m(1- ))" (123)
= (1-Za-w)"
<exp(—r(l—pu)) (124)
—o(1), (125)

where (124) follows from noting that K,, > 2 and (123) is a

consequence of (62)). Finally, we use (122) and (123) in (I17)

as follows.
[n/2]

pOB LR

[n/logn]
r=M
LHZ/QJ
r=[n/logn]
n/log n]

Z exp {—r((K,) —

r=M

() BiEns i )

+

()2t 1)

[n/2]

2.

r=|n/logn|

IN

(1 —=o()}+ o(1)

|n/logn]

= 2 exp (i) -

r=M

(Zexp{

(1 =o()} | +o(1)

IN

-1 (1 -o(1 ))}> +o(1),

n Observe that the above geometric series has each term strictly
less than one, and thus it is summable. This gives

(7 )Pienr o )

< exp{=M ((K,) —1) (1 —o(1))}
T I—exp{—((Kn) —1) (1 —o(1))}

+o(1).  (126)



B. Mean node degree in H(n; u, K,)
Let (K,,) denote the mean number of edges that each node
chooses to draw. Conditioning on the class of node i, we get

<Kn> =p+ (1 - :U')Kn (127)

The probability that node 7 picks node j where 7,7 € N
depends on the type of node 7 and is given by

‘ 1 K, (K,)
Pljel,;]l=u— +(1— — .
[J€Thil un_1+( u)n_l —

(128)

Recall that each node draws edges to other nodes indepen-
dently of other nodes. Let ¢ ~ 5 denote the event that node 7
can securely communicate with node j. For ¢ ~ j to occur,
either node ¢ selects node j or node ¢ selects node j or both
select each other. This gives

Pli~vjl=1- (1 =Pl eThn;])(1 - P[j € Tnil),

(129)

Consequently, the mean degree of node 7 can be computed as
follows.

E| Y 1{i~j}| =(n—-1Pfi~j],
JEN_;
= 2<Kn> - <K_n>2 .

(130)

C. Inhomogeneous random K-out graph with r classes

Here, each node belongs to type-i with probability p; for
i = 1,...,7 and > !, p; = 1. Each type-i nodes gets
paired with K;,, other nodes, chosen uniformly at random
from among all other nodes where 1 < K, < Ky, <
... < K, . Let K, denote [K1 ,,,K2p,...,K,,] and p =
(1, 2, - - -y ] with g > 0.

Corollary 7.9: Consider a scaling K, : No — N{ and a
probability distribution g = [p1, fi2, - . ., pir] With p; > 0, ¢ =
1,2,...,nand1 < Ky, < Koo - < Ky If Ky y > 2V
then for the inhomogeneous random K-out graph H (n; p, K ,,)
with r node types, we have

|Cimax(n; , K )] = n — O(1) whp. (131)

Proof of Corollary

The proof involves showing the existence of a coupling
between the graphs H(n; i, K,,) and H(n;u, K,,) such that
the edge set of H(n;u, K,,) is contained in the edge set of
H(n; p, K ). For any monotone-increasing property P, i.e., a
property which holds upon addition of edges to the graph (see
[49, p. 13]) we have

P[H(n; u, K,,) has property P]

> P[H(n; i, K,) has property P] (132)

It is plain that the property |Cpax(n;p, Ky)| > n— M is
monotone increasing upon edge addition. Therefore, if there
exists a coupling under which H(n; u, K,) is a spanning
subgraph of H(n;u, K,,); i.e., if we can generate an instan-
tiation of H(n;u,K,) by adding edges to an instantiation
of H(n;u, K,), then we can use to establish this
Corollary. Let fi denote Z:;ll ;. Consider an instantiation
of an inhomogeneous random graph H(n; i, K, ,,) with two
classes such that each of the n nodes is independently assigned
as type-1 (resp., type-2) with probability z (resp., 1 — i) and
then type-1 (resp., type-2) nodes draw edges to 1 (resp. K, ;)
nodes chosen uniformly at random. From this instantiation,
we can generate an instantiation of H(n;u, K, ) as follows.
First, let each type-1 node be independently reassigned as
type-¢ with probability %L for v = 1,2,...,7 — 1. Next, for
i=2,...,7—1, let each type-i node pick K, —1 additional
neighbors that were not chosen by it initially. After these
additional choices are made, we draw an undirected edge
between each pair of nodes where at least one picked the
other. Clearly, this process creates a graph whose edge set is a
superset of the edge set of the realization of H(n; fi, K ,,) that
we started with. In addition, in the new graph, the probability
of a node picking K ,, other nodes (i.e., being type-7) is given
by ﬁ% = p;, for i = 1,2,...,n. We thus conclude that the
new graph obtained constitutes a realization of H(n;pu, K ).
Since, the initial realization of H(n; i, K, ,,) was arbitrary, this
establishes the desired coupling argument and we conclude
that holds for the property |Ciax(n; 1, Kp)| > n— M.
The proof of Corollary is now complete.

]
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