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Abstract

We prove a generalisation of Bollobés’ classical result on the asymptotics of the chromatic
number of the binomial random graph to the stochastic block model. In addition, by allowing
the number of blocks to grow, we determine the chromatic number in the Chung-Lu model.
Our approach is based on the estimates for the weighted independence number, where weights

are specifically designed to encapsulate inhomogeneities of the random graph.

1 Introduction

The chromatic number x(G) of a graph G, denoted by x(G), is the smallest number of colours
needed for the assignment of colours to the vertices of G so that no two adjacent vertices have
the same colour. Understanding properties of the distribution of x(G) for random G is one of
the most prominent problems in the random graph theory since the seminal paper [12] by Erdds
and Rényi.

The binomial random graph G(n, p) is the most studied in the literature. Recall that G(n,p)
is a graph on vertex set [n] := {1,2,...,n} and each pair of distinct vertices is connected by
an edge independently of each other with probability p. A long line of research led to many
breakthrough results on the asymptotic behaviour and concentration of x(G(n,p)); see [2L3L[7,
[8 10,16, 17,221 25,261 28,130, 33] — this list is far from being exhaustive. In particular, it is well
known that if p = p(n) € [0,1] is such that np — oo as n — oo and p < 1 — ¢ for some fixed
e > 0, then, whp (meaning with probability tending to one) as n — oo,

nlog (ﬁ)

X(G(n,p)) = (L +o(1)) 2log(pn)

(1.1)
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Formally, “X (n) = (1 + o(1))Y (n) holds whp as n — o0” means that, for any fixed ¢ > 0,
the probability of the event that (1 — €)Y (n) < X(n) < (14 €)Y (n) tends to 1 as n — oo.
Throughout the paper we use log to denote the natural logarithm.

Our paper focuses on generalising formula (LI to a random graph G from the stochastic
block model, in which all vertices are distributed between several different blocks and the prob-
abilities of adjacencies of vertices depend only on the block they belong to; see Section 2] for
formal definitions. The chromatic number in this random graph model was recently studied by
Martinsson et al. [27]. Under the condition that the number of blocks is fixed and all proba-
bilities are constants from (0, 1), namely, they are all independent of the number of vertices n,

Martinsson et al. proved that, whp as n — oo,

X(G) = (1+0(1))

c*logn’
where constant ¢* is the solution of a certain convex optimisation problem, which depends only

on the matrix of probabilities and the proportions for the distribution of n vertices between the

blocks.

In this paper we extend the above result by Martinsson et al. [27] in two directions:

(1) the edge probabilities can be functions of n (in particular, vanishing or tending to 1),

(2) the number of blocks can grow as a function of n.

We defer the exact statement of our main result (Theorem 2.1]) to Section 2 in order to obviate
introducing the technical notations in the introduction. In the rest of this section we discuss

several consequences of Theorem 21| which are interesting of its own.

1.1 A very dense binomial random graph

The classical binomial random graph G(n,p) can be considered as a random graph from the
stochasitic block model with a single block. Even in this case, our main result (Theorem [2.1])
implies new information on the chromatic number of a very dense binomial random graph when
p = p(n) — 1 as n — oo which was not treated in the literature. Namely, as a straightforward

application of Theorem [2.I] we obtain the following result.

Theorem 1.1. If p = p(n) € [0,1] such that p — 1 and 1 — p = n°Y | then (TI) holds whp.

1
nlogn

We believe that n°(!) in Theorem [I1] can not be improved. For example, if p; = 1 —
then whp G(n,p;1) has a clique of size (1 4+ o(1))n since its complement contains o(n) edges.

Thus, whp as n — oo

X(G(n,p1)) = (1 +o(1))n.



. log2 .
On the other hand, if pp = 1 — =& then whp the complement of G(n,pz) contains a perfect
matching as shown by Erdés and Rényi [I3]. Thus, whp as n — oo

X(G(n,p2)) < (1+ o(1))g.

Note that formula (LIJ) is not valid for p = p;, but it might still be true for p = ps, because

log 1 L log —
— P — 14 0(1 and ﬁzl—l—ol.
log(pin) (1) log(pan) (1)

o(1)

More generally, for the case when p =1 — n“”"| we conjecture the following.

Conjecture 1.2. Let r > 2 be a fized integer and p = p(n) € [0,1] be such that
n_% >>1—p>>n_%.
Then, x(G(n,p)) = (1 +o0(1))% whp as n — oo .

As observed above, G/(n,p) can be coloured in % colours if its complement has a perfect

matching. In fact, to achieve a colouring with at most (1+o0(1))4 colours, it is sufficient that the
complement of G(n,p) contains an almost perfect matching covering n —o(n) vertices. Similarly,
for any fixed integer 7 > 2, in order to show that x(G(n,p)) < (1 +o(1))%, it is sufficient to
find an almost perfect K,-matching in the complement of G(n,p). (Throughout the paper, K,
denotes the complete graph with vertex set [r] or the clique of size r.) For an arbitrary graph
G, the thresholds for the existence of perfect G-matchings and almost perfect G-matchings was
studied by Rucinski [3I] and by Johansson, Kahn, and Vu [I5]. In particular, [31, Theorem
4] establishes the existence of an almost perfect K,-matching if n(1 — p)’"/ 2> 1 which implies
the upper bound of Conjecture However, the lower bound for x(G(n,p)) does not follow
from the known results on G-matchings since an optimal colouring migh have colour classes of

different sizes.

Conjecture was recently confirmed by Surya and Warnke; see [32] Theorem 13].

1.2 Percolations on blow-up graphs

Given a graph G = (V(G),E(G)) and p € (0,1), the percolated random graph G,, which
is also known as a random subgraph of G, is generated from G by keeping each edge in E(G)
independently with probability p. In particular, if G = K,,, then G, is equivalent to the binomial
random graph G(n,p). In this case, formula (II]) can read as follows: whp

log(15)

X(Gp) = (1+ 0(1))m

x(G), asn = |V(G)| — oo. (1.2)

In this paper we show that (L2) holds when G is a blow-up graph Gg(n) constructed as

follows. Given a graph H on vertex set [k] and a vector n = (n1,...,n;)7 € N¥, we denote by



Gp(n) the graph obtained from H by replacing each vertex i € [k] with K,,,. An edge between
any two vertices from different cliques appears in Gg(n) if the corresponding edge is present in
H. One can consider the blow-up graph G (n) as a special case of a “random” graph from the
stochastic block model by setting all probabilities 1 or 0 according to the adjacency matrix of
the graph H.
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Figure 1: A blow-up graph Gp(n) (left) for a graph H on 5 vertices (right).

Everywhere in this paper the norm notation || - || stands for the 1-norm:
Il = s+ -+

Theorem 1.3. Let € € (0,7) be fized and H be a graph with vertex set [k]. Assume n = n(n) €
N* and p = p(n) € (0,1) are such that as n — oo,

—1te —o
In] =00,  p>|n|7iT, 1-p=|n|W.
Then, (L2)) with G = Gg(n) holds whp.

We prove Theorem [[3] in Section B3l Note that Theorem [[3] with £ = 1 and n; = n (and
thus Gy (n) = K,,) recovers Theorem [[.T]

Determining the chromatic number of a random subgraph G), for a general graph G is a
much harder problem; see, for example, [4H6,29,134]. In particular, Bukh asks [6] whether
for any graph G, there exists a positive constant ¢ such that Ex(Gy/2) > m X(G). Using

standard concentration results, Bukh’s question for blow-up graphs is equivalent to that whp

X(Giy2) 2 X(G).

c
~ log(IV(G)))
Theorem [[.3] establishes this bound for blow-up graphs. It would be interesting to find other
classes of graphs that satisfy (L2]) (or at least its lower bound).

1.3 Chung-Lu model

As mentioned, our main result (Theorem 2.T]) allows the number of blocks to grow. Thus, one can
study x(G) for general inhomogenous random graphs G using approximations by the stochastic

block model. To demonstrate the idea, we consider the following two random graph models.



Given u = (uy,...,u,)’ € [0,1]” and p € [0, 1], a random graph G, ~ G*(u,p) has vertex set
[n] and edges ij are generated independently of each other with probabilities
pin = D u;u; i,j € [n].
Similarly, given u € [0,1]™ and p € [0, %], a random graph G;’ ~ G (u,p) has vertex set [n] and
edges ij are generated independently of each other with probabilities
pi;=p(wi+u) i€ n].

The model G*(u,p) is known as the Chung-Lu random graph model and it is of central
importance in the network analysis; for more extensive background, see, for example, [9] and
references therein. For decreasing p = p(n), the model G (u,p) is asymptotically equivalent to

the complement of the Chung-Lu model.

Theorem 1.4. Let € > 0 be fizred and p = p(n) be such 1> p > n=1te as n — o0o. Then, whp
uniformly over u € [0,1]" satisfying Zie[n] u; = Q(n), the following hold:

2
(a) x(G)) = (1+ 0(1))L ! <Z uz> , where Gy ~ G*(u,p);
icU

max ——
2log(pn) UCn] U]

(b) X(G) = (1 + 0(1))10;]9”) Z ui, where G ~ G (u, p).
i€[n]

We prove Theorem [[4] in Section 34l Theorem [[.4] applies to the case when a constant
fraction of expected degrees of the random graphs G; and G;; are within a multiplicative
constant of the maximum expected degree. We believe that the formulas of Theorem [[4] can be
extended to allow a larger variation of components of u covering, for example, power-law degree

sequences.

2 Stochastic block model

Before stating our main result on the chromatic number of a random graph from the stochastic
block model, we first define the stochastic block model formally. For a positive integer k, a vector
n = (ni,...,nx)" € N¥ and a k x k symmetric matrix P = (p;;); jer) with pi; € [0,1], a random
graph G from the stochastic block model G(n, P), denoted by G ~ G(n, P), is constructed as

follows:

e the vertex set V(G) is partitioned into k disjoint blocks By, ..., By of sizes |B;| = n; for
i € [k] (and we write V(G) = By U---U By);

e cach pair {u, v} of distinct vertices u,v € V(G) is included in the edge set E(G), indepen-
dently of one another, with probability

p(u7 U) = pZ]7



where ¢ = i(u) € [k] and j = j(v) € [k] are such u € B; and v € B;.

Throughout the paper, for all asymptotic notation, we implicitly consider sequences of vectors
n = n(n) € N¥ and k x k symmetric matrices P = P(n), where

k=k(n),  n(m) = (m@),..om)’,  P=(pym)

i,j€[k]
Our bounds (including whp results) hold uniformly over all sequences n(n) and P(n), where
n — 00, satisfying stated assumptions where the implicit functions like in o(-) depend on n only.
Apart from the standard Landau notation o(-) and O(-), we also use the notation a,, = w(by,) or
an = Q(by) if a, > 0 always and b, = o(a,,) or b, = O(a,), respectively. We write a,, = O(by,)

if a,, = O(by,) and b, = O(ay). If both a, and b, are positive sequences, we also write a,, < by,

log, k(n)” 0.

if a, = o(by,), and a, > by, if a,, = w(by,). For example, k = ||n||°Y) means that Tog ()T

In the following, we always assume that p;; = p;; and 0 < p;; < 1 for all 4, j € [k]. Define the
k x k symmetric matrix Q = Q(P) by

Q = (qij)i,je[k], where g¢;; := log (L> . (2.1)

1—pi;
Let Ry := [0, +00) and, for @,y € R*, we denote

k
y =« wheneverr —y € R}.

Let w(-, Q) : RX — R, be defined by

w(z,Q) := max y' Qy

== zeRE 2.2
% Tyl + 22)

where 0 = (0,...,0)T € R and ||ly|| := |y1]| + ... + |yx|- In @), we take yﬁﬁ'y to be zero for
y = 0, so it is a continuous function of y, which achieves its the maximal value on the compact
set {y € RY :y < z}. In fact, it is always achieved at a corner, where y; € {0,z;} for all i € [k];

seeTheorem 2.6(b).

The quantity w(x, Q) is closely related to the minimum number of colours required to properly
colour an inhomegeneous graph with "balanced" colour classes. To illustrate it, let us consider
a random graph G' ~ G(n, P), where n = (nxy,nxs,...,nxr)’ = nx and number of blocks k
and all probabilities p;; € (0,1) are fixed. In order to determine the size of largest "balanced"
independent set, we will present here some rough first moment calculations, while the full details

are given in Section M] and Section [Gl

The expected number of collections of k disjoint sets .S;, each of which takes sx; vertices from

each block B;, such that U;c[;)S; is an independent set in G (see Figure ) is given by

[T 2 10y = o (~aT0n 00 (2)™ 29

1 — pi; -
i€[k] p ) i,5€[K]
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Figure 2: A "balanced" set S = Uie[k] S; in G ~ G(n, P), where |S;| = sz; and n; = na;.

where the RHS is derived via Stirling’s formula for any slowly growing s = s(n) < y/n. The first

moment threshold corresponds to

[l
exp (—%sazTQm> (%> =1,
S
which gives
]|
zTQx’

However, this might be significantly above the existence threshold due to the fact that our random

s~ 2logn -

graph model is inhomogeneous. In particular, the appearance of "balanced" independent sets in
G implies the existence of a "balanced" independent set (with the same size proportion s/n) in
its subgraph G’ ~ G(n’, P) where n’ = ny for any 0 < y < x. Repeating the arguments of (2.3)
for such G’, we conclude that whp s can not exceed
2logn - min llyH =2logn - ——.
0=zy=z y" Qy w(z, Q)

In Section [ we show that it is indeed the existence threshold (for a more general setting that

allows vanishing probabilities); see Theorem .3l

Define w, (-, Q) : RE. — Ry by

wi(x, Q) = inf ,Q), xz e R, 2.4

(@.Q):= inf > w(y,Q) L (24)
yes

where F(z) consists of finite systems S of vectors from R¥ such that > yes Y = x. In fact, the

infimum of }°, ccw(y) in (2.4) is always achieved by a system S € F(z) consisting of at most

k vectors; see Theorem [2.6]f).

Similarly to w(x, @), the quantity w.(x, Q) has a combinatorial meaning as follows. Consider

again a random graph G ~ G(n, P), where n = (nx1,ns,...,nz,)" = nx and all probabilities



pij € (0,1) are fixed. Then whp the minimum number of colours required to properly colour G

utilising at most k different types of independent sets is asymptotically equal to

wy(x, Q).

2logn
The next theorem shows that such colourings are asymptotically optimal, that is, no more than

k different types are required to determine x(G) (for a more general setting that allows vanishing
probabilities). Let

q¢" = maxgq;; and q(x) := 7”, x # 0. 2.5
2 = a (2

For convenience, we also set (0) := ¢*.

Theorem 2.1. Let o € [0,00] for some fized 0 < o9 < § and let P = (p;); je) be such that

pij = pji and 0 < pi; < 1 for alli,j € [k]. Let Q := (qij); jer] where gij = log ( L > Let g*,

1_pij

G(+), and wy(-,Q) be defined by [235]) and @24]). Assume that the following asymptotics hold:
Inf| o0, k=], ¢ =|n|0, G(n) = |n|~7r0. (2.6)

Assume also that

(1 + qi*) max. gij < log|n (2.7)
and
wy(n, Q) > k¢(n)q”* In] . (2.8)
log [|n|
Then, whp
wy(n,
X(G)=(1+ 0(1))2(1 — ((7) l(fg;)HnH’ where G ~ G(n, P).

Remark 2.2. In Theorem 2] the parameter o € [0, 0g] governs the density of G. It is convenient
for our examples to have it not fixed, but treat ¢ as a bounded parameter appearing in the
formula for the chromatic number. We believe that the condition og < % is an artefact of our
proof techniques. Similarly to the dense case in [I4] Section 7.4] and also to [27], we rely on
Janson’s inequality to find sufficiently large independent sets inside any subset of remaining
vertices. Generalisations of the techniques used by Luczak [25] should extend Theorem 2] to

any og < 1.

Remark 2.3. Informally, the assumptions of (2.0]) say that the number of blocks in G(n, P) is
not too big (sublinear in ||n||) and the maximum edge probability within a block deviates not
too much (also by a sublinear in ||n|| factor) from the average probability within blocks. Next,
the behaviour of edge probabilities between blocks is limited by assumption (27): they can

vary much more significantly than the diagonal probabilities, but we prohibit them to converge



to 1 too quickly. Note that we allow some edge probabilities to be small and even 0, but the
upper bounds on the maximal probabilities are essential as demonstrated in Section [Tl Finally,
([2.8)) is a technical assumption that is usually not very hard to verify. In particular, it follows
from a stronger but more explicit condition (kg*)? < ¢(n)log|n|; see the lower bound of
Theorem [2.6/(d).

2.1 Proof of Theorem [2.7]

In this section, we provide the proof of Theorem 2.1] based on two explicit probability estimates

for x(G) to satisfy the upper and the lower bound stated below.

Theorem 2.4. Let G ~ G(n, P), where P = (pij); jex) 5 such that p;j = pji and 0 < py; < 1
for alli,j € [k]. Assume ||n|| — oo and 21) holds. Then, for any e > 0,

Pr <X(G) <(1- 6)%) < exp <_Q <M>> . (2.9)

2log(q*|In|| max; je k] 4ij

We prove Theorem 2.4]in Section 41l This lower tail bound follows from the existence of large
weighted independent sets, similarly to arguments of Bollobas [7] and Luczak [25]. Comparing
to the assumptions of Theorem 1] we note that Theorem 24 also applies for sparser graphs

with ¢* < HnH_%,because it does not require assumption (2.6) to hold.

Theorem 2.5. Let G ~ G(n, P), where P = (pij); jek 5 such that p;j = pji and 0 < py; < 1
for alli,j € [k]. Let o € [0,00] for some fived 0 < o9 < +. Assume that 2:06) and ZX) hold.

Then, for any e > 0,

w(n) 2—4, 1)
Pr (x(G) > (1+¢) 7> < exp <—Hn|| o-+o( ) . (2.10)
< 2log(g*||Inl)

We prove Theorem 2.5 in Section [6.3] using/extending some results and standard arguments
on the chromatic numer of the classical binomial random graph. Comparing to the assumptions
of Theorem [2.1], we note that Theorem allows more variation in the off-diagonal probabilities

pij,because it does not require assumption (2.7 to hold.

Now, we are ready to prove Theorem 2.T1

Proof of Theorem [Z1. Using the assumption ¢* = ||n||=7t°(1) from (Z.86), we observe that
log(q*[[n[]) = (1 +o(1))(1 — o) log [[n[|.

Note that all assumptions of Theorems 2.4] and hold as they appear as the assumptions of
Theorem 2.1 Also, the quantities on the right hand sides of (2.9]) and (2.10) satisfy

log(q*|m||) e

’2—40’
max; je(k] dij

and |n| — 0.



Thus, applying Theorems 2.4l and 23], we get that, for any fixed € > 0, whp

wy(n)
2(1 — o) log|In||’

wy(n) <y
2(1 —o)log|n| —

(1—e) (G) <(1+¢)

This completes the proof. O

2.2

Properties of w(-,Q) and w,(-, Q)

In this section, we collect some facts about the quantaties w(-) = w(-, Q) and w.(-) = w«(-, Q),

defined by (2.2]) and (2.4]) for a general matrix (). These properties are helpful for applications

of Theorem 2.1l and will also be repeatedely used in the proofs.

Theorem 2.6. Let Q = (Qij)z',je[k} be a symmetric k x k matriz with non-negative entries. Let
q* and §(-) be defined according (Z5). Then, the following hold for any © = (x1,...,x3)" € R’j_,

(a)

(b)

[Scaling and monotonicity|. If ' € RE and ' < sz for some s > 0, then w(z') < sw(z)

and wy(x') < swy(x). In particular, w(sz) = sw(x) and wi(sx) = swy(x).

[Corner maximiser|. There is z = (21,...,2,)] with z; € {0,2;} for all i € [k] such that
2'Qz _ w(z) := max yTQy_
[E 0=<y=<z ¥l

[Pseudodefinite property]. If y"Qy > 0 for all y € R¥ with Zie[k] yi =0, then

w(x) = wy(x) = inf | > w(y, Q).

SeF
eF(x yes

[Upper and lower bounds|. We have

. _(i@)?

T ek G

where the lower bounds for wy(x) hold under the additional condition that ¢* > 0.

(d(x))”

¢ llzll = ()] > w.(x) T

]| = ][,

Triangle inequality]. For any @' € R | we have wy(x) + wy(x') > wy(x + ).
+

[Minimal system of k vectors|. There exists a system of vectors (m(t))te[k], each from R’j_,

such that e z®) = x and Dotelk] w(x®) = w,(z).

[Near-optimal integer system|. If & € NF then there exists a system of vectors (m(t))te[k],
each from N¥, such that > telk] z®) = x and 2 telk] w(x®) < w,(x) + k2q*.

The proof of Theorem is technical and not very insightful, but for completeness it is

provided at the end of the paper in Section [7l

10



Remark 2.7. An interesting question not covered in this paper is how to compute or at least
approxiamte w,(-) efficiently. We give some examples in Section Bl but the question remains
open in general. We believe that the optimization problems of finding wy(-) and w(-) can be
efficiently solved by fast converging iterative methods such as gradient descent and analogues of

the simplex method.

2.3 Structure of the rest of the paper

Section 3 covers applications of our main result, Theorem 2.1 We consider first the case of
two blocks in detail and then prove Theorems [[L3] and [[L4l In addition, we study the unions of
two independent random graphs from the stochastic block model. In Section 4, we introduce
the weighted independence number and prove the lower tail probability estimate of Theorem 2.4
Sections 5 and 6 are devoted to the upper tail probability estimate of Theorem 2.3 In Secton 5 we
derive some preliminary estimates based on idea of separately colouring the blocks of G(n, P).
In Section 6, we derive an asymptotically optimal bound on the chromatic number using the
estimates for the existence of large weighted independent sets given in Section 4.2. Finally, we
prove Theorem in Section [7l

3 Applications of the main theorem

In this section we discuss some applications of Theorem 2.1l Specifically, we consider the case of
two blocks (Section [3.1]), the union of two independent random graphs from the stochastic block
model (Section [B.2]), percolations on a blow-up graph (Section B.3]), and Chung-Lu model and
its complement (Section [3.4)).

3.1 Two blocks
Consider the random graph G ~ G(n, P) with two blocks, where

P11 D12
P12 D22

k=2, n = (n1,ns)? € N?, P=

] with pi2 = pa1.

Let By and Bs denote the two blocks of G, i.e., a partition of the vertex set V(G), and let
G1 = G[By] ~ G(n1,p11) and Gy := G[Bs] ~ G(ng,pa2) denote the induced subgraphs of
G ~ G(n, P) on By and By, respectively. Since By and By are disjoint, we have

max{x(G1), x(G2)} < x(G) < x(G1) + x(G2). (3.1)

For fixed p11,p22 € (0,1), Martinsson et al. observed in [27, Section 4.1] that there are two
threshold values p and p such that whp x(G) is asymptotically equal to the lower bound of (3.1))
if p12 < p, but it is equal to the upper bound of ([B.I)) if py2 > p. Using Theorem 2T} we extend

11



this result to non-fixed p1; = p11(n) or paa = paa(n) that are allowed to vanish asymptotically.
We also obtain the asymptotic formula for x(G) when p < p12 <p.

To state our results, define

=

1
(p11,p22) =1 — (1 —p11)2 (1 — p22)?,
7L2

. 1 — 12 1 -
(n,p11,p22) =1 —min {(1 —p11)2 - (1 —pa2) 2"1,(1 —pa2)2 - (L —p11) 272 }

p=Dp
pr=p
Obviously, 1 > p > p since p11, p22 € (0,1). Observe also p > 0 since

: L 1 nnln l nn2n
min{ (1 —2911)7?2 7 (1—]922)51 } < ( (1—1011)52 > 1 ( (1—2922)51 > 12 _ 1
(1 —po2)?t (1 —p11)2n2 (1 — pag)2m (1 —piq1)2m2

Recall from 2.1)) that Q@ = Q(P) = (gij)i,jef1,2} is defined by ¢;; := log(l_lpij )

Theorem 3.1. Let o € [0, 00| for some fized 0 < o¢ < i, Assume that

2 2
—o —o q q
In| =00, qu=In["7W,  gp=|n| W, L4 22 <log|ln].
2 41
Then the following hold whp.
(i) If p < p12 <D then
n’Qn

X(G) = (1+0(1))

2(1 = o)||n|/log [[n||"
(i) If p < pi12 < 1 then

n1q11 + N2g22

X(G) = (1+0(1)) (x(G1) + x(G2)) = (1 + 0(1))2(1 — o) log|n|’

(iii) If 0 < p12 < p then

max {niqi1,n2q22}

X(G) = (14 o(1)) max {x(G1), x(G2)} = (1 + o(1)) 2(1 —o)log|n|

Proof. Let q*, 4(-), w(-, Q) and w(-, Q) be defined by [2.35)), (22), and (24). We will first check
that the assumptions of Theorem 1] are satisfied in part (i). To this end, note that (Z0]) are
given in Theorem [3.1] and observe that

P2 <P = qi2 < a1+ 500
In particular, we get that q1o < ¢*, thus

2 2
(1+L) max gy<g 1< il 1< By o).
7/ i je{1,2} g(n) g2 qu

Using alsothe bounds of Theorem [2.6](d), we find that
(4(n))?

itn)g" |
wy(n, Q) > ———|n| > ————.
Q)= T M g

12



This establishes ([27)) and (2.8]).
To prove part (i) by applying Theorem 2.1} it remains to show that if p < pja <P then

nTQn
Inll

Wi (’I’L, Q) =

The inequality g2 < %qn + %qgg is also equivalent to y” Qy > 0 for any y € R? with y1; +
Y22 = 0 (clearly, one only needs to consider y = (1, —1)7). Usingthe corner maximiser and the

pseudodefinite properties in Theorem 2.6l(b,c), we get that

T
w*(”v Q) = ZU(TL, Q) = Inax {n1q117 n24q22, 'n,||—7§|2|n} .

Observe that
nT'Qn _ n2q11 + 2n1naqiz + n3qen
7] n1 + ng

niqr <

T
holds whenever g5 > %qn — ;‘Tzlqgg. Similarly, nogos < n||—'rﬁ|n holds whenever g5 > %qgg — Z—;qn.

Next, we recall the second assumption of part (i) that pi2 > p, which is equivalent to

n2
2n1

22, 2q22 — 22 Q11} -

1
q12 = Max {5%1 - T
Thus, we conclude that

. nTQn| _ nTQn
wy(n, Q) = max {H1Q117H2Q227 ] }— E

which completes the proof of (i).

For part (ii), we consider the random graph G ~ G(n, P) such that G C G, where the
diagonal entries of P are the same as of P while the off-digonal entries of P equal p. Using (3.1)),
we get that

X(G) < x(G) < x(G1) + x(Ga).
Thus, it is sufficient to show that whp

n1q11 + N2q22

G)=(1+0(1 , 3.2
X(@) = (1+ of1) g et (32)
n1q11 + n2g22
=1 1 . .
Applying part (i) to G, we get that
nTQn

@) = A+ o) 5a— g Tl

where @ is the matrix corresponding to P. Note that

n’Qn . n%Qn +nina(qi1 + q22) + n%%z .
= = n1q11 + N2g22.
[m]l ni + ny

Thus, ([3.2]) holds.
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Next, observe that ([33]) is implied by Theorem [Tl if ny = HnHHO(l) and ny = Hn”“"’(l).
Otherwise, if one of the parts is very small, say G, then we have
[n|l = (1+o0(1))nz and niqi1 + nagez2 = (1 + o(1))n2go2.

Applying Theorem [Tl to G2, we get whp

12422 n1q11 + n2qgo2

G2)=(1+o(l)s—7———==(1+0(1 ’
X(G2) = (1+ ()57 o = (L o) g
Let n! — #‘gﬁn”- By the assumptions, n/ = HnHH'O(l) > ny. Using the embedding G C
G(n),p11), we estimate
niqu n1gi1 + n2gos
G < G n/7 — 1 + o 1 17 = e ————
X(G1) < X(Glh, i) = (1+ o) s = o) =

The above two bounds for x(G1) and x(G2) prove (83), completing the proof of part (ii).

Part (iii) is proved in a similar way to part (ii).

3.2 Union of two independent random graphs

Consider two independent binomial random graphs G; = G(n,p1) and G2 = G(n,p3) on the
same vertex set [n], where pi, ps are some constants from (0,1). It is easy to show that their
union G U G4 is also a binomial random graph G(n,p), where 1 —p = (1 — p1)(1 — p2). This is

equivalent to

log (1%;;) = log (ﬁ) + log (ﬁ) . (3.4)
Then, by formula (1), we get that whp

X(G1UG2) = (1+0(1) (X(G1) + x(G2)) - (3.5)

That is, the chromatic number of the union of two independent random graphs is whp asymp-
totically equal to the sum of the chromatic numbers of the two binomial random graphs. In
this section, we prove a generalisation of this observation to the stochastic block modelbased
on Theorem 2.1l Apart from the assumptions of Theorem 2.1 we also insist that both random
graph models satisfy the pseudodefinite property of Theorem [2.6c).

Theorem 3.2. Let G1 ~ G(n, Py) and Gy ~ G(n, Py) be independent random graphs from the
stochastic block models, where Py and Py satisfy the assumptions of Theorem [2 (with the same
o). Assume also that y"Qiy > 0 and y"Qay > 0 for all y € R¥ with y; + ...+ 1y, = 0, where
Q1 =Q(P1) and Q2 = Q(P2) are defined by (2.1). Then, whp

X(G1UG2) < (1+0(1) (X(G1) + x(G2)) - (3.6)
In addition, if w(n,Q1) = % and w(n, Q) = "Tﬂn% then ([B.3) holds whp.
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Proof. Applying Theorem 2I] we find that whp

’LU*(’I’L, Ql)
2(1 = o) log In|’

w*(anQ)
2(1 — o) log |In

X(G1) = (1+0(1)) X(G2) = (1+0(1)) (3.7)

Observe that the union G U Gy also belongs to the stochastic block model G(n, P)with the
entries of P defined similarly to (8.4]). Observe that

Q= Q1+ Qq,

where Q = Q(P) is defined by ([2I). In particular, we get that wi.(n,Q) > wi(n,Q:1) and
wy(n, Q2). It is straightforward to check that P and @ satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 2.1
(with the same o). Thus, we get whp

w*(n7Q1 + QQ)
2(1 - o) log ||

X(G1UGz) = (1+0(1)) (3.8)

Next, by the pseudodefinite property in Theorem 2.6(c), we get that

w*(nan) :w(n7Q1)7 w*(n7Q2) = w(n7Q2)’
Note also y"Qy = y"Qiy + y"Qoy > 0 for all y € R™ with y; + ... +y, = 0. Using
Theorem [2.0(c) again, we find that

wi(n, Q1 + Q2) = w(n, Q1 + Qo)

T T T
— max Y (QitQ@2)y < x ¥ Quy y' Qay
0<y=n llyll 0<y=n llyll 0=Xy=n llyll

y
=w(n,Q1) +wn,Q2) = wi(n, Q1) + wi(n,Q2).

Combining the above, we prove (3.6]).
To establish (B:5) under the additional conditions that w(n, Q1) = nim ang w(n,Qa) =

[l
nTQaon
[l

, we will show that

wi(n, Q1 + Q2) = wi(n, Q1) + wi(n, Q2).

Then, the result would follow by ([B.17) and ([B.8]). We already proved that w.(n, Q1) = w(n,Q1),
wi(n,Q2) = w(n,Q2), wi(n, Q1 + Q2) = w(n,Q1 + Q2), and w(n, Q1 + Q2) < w(n,Q1) +

w(n, Q2). Thus, it remains to prove that

w(n, Q1 + Q2) > w(n, Q1) +wn,Q2). (3.9)

Note that

nTQin | nTQan _ nT(Q14+Q2)n < yT(Q1+Q2)y
Pl Tl el S ol Ty = W @1t Q).

Recalling the assumptions that w(n, Q1) = nT@n and w(n,Qsz) = M, we derive ([3.9), thus

(]l (]l

completing the proof. O
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3.3 Percolations on blow-up graphs: proof of Theorem 1.3

In order to prove Theorem [L.3] by applying Theorem 2.T] we need the following auxiliary result on
the chromatic number of any deterministic graph which can be found as a solution of a discrete

optimisation problem similar to (2.4)).

For a graph G, let mad(G) denote the mazimum average degree over all subgraphs of G.

Lemma 3.3. For any graph G, we have
mlnz (1 4+ mad(G[S])),

where the minimum is over all partitions U of the vertex set V(G) and G[S] denotes the induced

subgraph of G.

Proof. 1t is a standard fact from the graph theory that

<1 5 3.10
MGL_+hg%)dw, (3.10)

where 05 (U) is the minimum degree in the induced graph G[U]. The proof of (B.I0) is by a

straightforward induction on |V (G)|; see, for example, [14] Lemma 7.12].

Clearly, we have that
dc¢(U) < mad(G),
Ug%nc()_ma()
which together with (3.I0) implies that, for any S € V(G),
x(G[S]) £ 1+ mad(G[5]).
Thus, for any partition U of V(G), we get

G)SZSEMX( Z (1 4+ mad(G[9)))

by colouring all parts of I/ in different colours.

On the other hand, for the partition & of V(G) corresponding to the colour classes of an
optimal colouring of G, we observe that mad(G[S]) = 0 for all S € U. Thus, we get that

D ey (1 +mad(G[S]) = x(G).

This completes the proof. O
We proceed to the proof of Theorem [[.3l The three key proof ingredients are the following:

e the asymptotic formula for the chromatic number of the stochcastic block model in terms

of w, () given in Theorem 2.1}

e Lemma [3.3] that expresses the chromatic number of an arbitrary graph in terms of the

maximum average degree that is similar to the underlying optimisation problem for w,/(+);
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e the existence of a small near-optimal integer system given by Theorem [Z.6l(g) that approx-

imates wy(+).

Proof of Theorem [L.3. Let € € (0,1) and H be a graph on vertex set [k]. Assume that p = p(n)
satisfies the conditions in Theorem [[.3] Let A denote the adjacency matrix of H and I be the
k X k identity matrix.

First, we note that the percolated random graph Gp,, where G = Gg(n), is distributed
according to G(n, P) with P = p(I + A). Let @ = Q(P) be defined according to (2I). We
1;;)% < g9 = % — e. All assumptions of Theorem 2.1] are
straightforward to check. Since (1 — o)log ||n| = log(p||n||) by definition of o, Theorem 21l

apply Theorem 2.1] with o := —

implies that

'w*(n, Q)
2(1 = o)log ||n||

w*(n, Q)

X(Gp)= (1 +0(1)) 2log(plln)’

= (1+0(1))

Note that all elements of matrix @ are log(ﬁ) or 0. More precisely, Q = log(ﬁ)QN, where
Q := I + A. By the scaling property in Theorem 2.0(a), we have

w.(n, Q) = log(1L) w.(n, Q).
Thus, to prove (.2]), it remains to show that
X(G) = (1+ o(1))w.(n, ) (3.11)
To show ([BI1]), we employ Lemma B3l To this end, for any S C V(G), we define
b(S) = (b1(S),...,bx(9)T e N* with b;(S):=[SNBy| forie [k, (3.12)

and observe that, for any U C S

bU)TQb(U) = > bi(U)* +2 ) bi(U)b;(U)

1€[k] ijeH
= b(U +2(Zb SIS ) (3.13)
1€[k] ijeH
= U]+ 2|E(G[U])I.

Using (813) and the corner maximiser property in Theorem 2.6(b), we find that

~ T 9
w(b(3), Q)= ma W = U+ 2||5|(G[U])| 1+ mad(G[S)).

By the definition of w,(n, Q), we obtain that

wy(n, Q) < min ZSEu(l + mad(G[S])), (3.14)
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where the minimum is over all partitions U of the vertex set V(G). On the other hand, due to

the near-optimal integer system of Theorem 2.6(g), there exists a partition U* of V(G) such that
A 2 ~x%
mlnz (1 +mad(G[9])) < Zseu*(l + mad(G[9))) < w.(n,Q) + k*q*.
This together with (3.14) gives
3 . 3 2 %
wy(m, Q) < H},}HZSeu(l + mad(G[9])) < w«(n,Q) + k*q*.

Note that the bounds of Theorem 26(d) imply w,(n, Q) — co. Because §* = 1 and k = |V (H)|

is a fixed constant, using Lemma [3.3] we get that
II]II]Z (1 +mad(G[S])) = w«(n, Q) + O(1),

which implies ([B.I1]) and completes the proof. O

3.4 Chung-Lu model: proof of Theorem [1.4]

Let k = k(n) € N be such that 1 < k < logn. Let S; = [0, 1], S2 = (
Define n(u) = (n1,...,n;)7 by

],...,Sk:(k—;l,l].

N

)

=

n; =n;(u) =Nt €n] : w €S} .
Define two k x k matrices P = (ng)ue[k] and PY = (pm)zye[k} by

-1)(j-1
pij::p'(zl)g#7 Pz’j:p‘%

Then, for any two vertices a,b € V(G,') = [n], we have
P <y < D,
where i = i(a) and j = j(b) are such that u, € S; and u, € S;. Therefore, there are two random
graphs GY' ~ G(n(u), PY) and GY ~ G(n(u), PY) such that G* C G, C GY. Furthermore, we
find that
X (GY) <x (&) <x ().

Let Q¥ = Q(PY) and QU = Q(PY) be defined according to (ZI)).

Next, we show that w, (n(u), Q%) = Q(n) and w, (n(u), Q¥) = Q(n). Then the assumptions

of Theorem 211 hold for both random graphs G* and GV. Indeed, setting o := lloip and using

the assumptions of Theorem L4 that is, 13> p > n™"/**¢ and 3,cp,) ui = Q(n), we get
q*uq((n(u)) = @(p) = @(n—o) = n_0+0( ) < 1

for GL' and GV. Recalling also k < logn, we obtain (Z8) and 7). Finally &8) holds if
w, (n(u), Q%) and w, (n(u),QY) are Q(n) since k§(n(u))g* < logn. Thus, to complete the

proof of Theorem [[.4)(a), it remains to establish the following lemma.

18



Lemma 3.4. Suppose the assumptions of Theorem hold. Then

max (ZteU Ut)2 = 1+;(1) o (n(u), Q") = 1+; Loy, (n(w), QY) = Q(n).

UCn) U1

Proof. Since 3 e, us = €2(n), we find that

2 1 2
M= (Ijncafif U] <ZteU ut> = n <Zt6[n] ut) = ). (3.15)

Since p = o(1), we have log 1_—pmy = (14 o(1))pzy uniformly over all z,y € [0,1]. Then, by the

definition of w,(-), we derive that

w, (n(u), QY) = (1 + o(1))ws (n(w), prhy,
wy (n(w),QY) = (1 + o(1))w, (n(u), PY).

For any « € R*, we have

2
2" Plz = & (Ziem i(i — 1)) > 0. (3.16)

Using the pseudodefinite property in Theorem 2.6(c), we find that w, (n(u), PY) = w (n(u), PL) .
Similarly, we get that w, (n(u), PU) =w (n(u), PU) . Thus, it remains to show that

M = 2w (n(u), P*) = 28w (n(u), P) . (317)

Let U* C [n] be the set that maximises ﬁ (Xiew ut)2, that is,

M= |U—1*| <Zt€U* ut)z'

Using the trivial bound 7, ;7. ug < |U*| and (3.I5]), we get that

1 2
>z o (X, u) =9m). (3.18)
Let
x(U*) := (x1,...,2)7 € NF, zic={ten] :ueSiNU"}.
Combining (3.I8)) and the trivial bound H:c(U*)H = ]U*\ < n, we get that
ZteU* =(1+0(k Z k: :EZ— (1+O0(k Z —x;.
1€[k] i€ k]

Due to ([310) and a similar formula for PV, we get that (3, u¢)? is equivalent to & (U*) Pz (U*)
and =T (U*)PY2(U*) up to the factor p. Recalling ||z(U*)|| = |U*|, we get that
T(717* PL * T (77% PU *
(U] [l ()]

pM = (1+0(1))
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This implies
w (n(u), PY) > w (n(u), P) > (1 + o(1))pM.

For the other direction, using the corner maximiser property in Theorem [Z6(b), we get that
there is W C [k] such that

2
p ?
w (n(u), PY) = ————— —n; | .
)= st (5]
Let UMW) :={t € [n] : us € Uiew S;}. Then, >,y n; = |[U(W)|. We also have

Zizlniﬁ Utéz%%‘-
W)

ieW teU €W

We already established that w (n(u), PY) > (1 + o(1))pM = Q(pn). Thus,

Therefore,

This implies
w (n(u), PL) < w (n(u), PU) < (14 o(1))pM.

This completes the proof of required bound (BI7) and of the lemma. O

We proceed to the proof of Theorem [[.4(b). Define two k x k matrices PL = (@Lj)i,je[k} and
PY = (5%)i e by
plomp. GTDHUSD U i
Then, for any two vertices a,b € V(G;) = [n], we have

~L + ~U
pz] S pab S p2]7

where i = i(a) and j = j(b) are such that u, € S; and u, € S;. Therefore, there are two random
graphs G~ G(n(u), PL) and G ~ G(n(u), PY) such that c" C G C a". Furthermore, we
find that

X<@U> <x(Gy) SX(éL)-

Then Theorem [[4|(b) follows immediately by combining Theorem 2] and the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.5. Let the assumptions of Theorem hold. Let @L = Q(ﬁL) and QY = Q(ﬁU) be
defined according to [2.1I). Then

S g = Lrellly, @m%@jzﬁ$h@@m%@§29m)

te(n]

Proof. Since p = o(1), we have logm = (1 + o(1))p(z + y) uniformly over z,y € [0,1].

Then, by the definition of w,(-), we observe that
Wi (n(u),@L> = (14 o(1))ws (n(u),ﬁL> ,
w, (n(u),Q") = (1+o(1))w, (n(u), P).

For any « € le_, we have
o~ TpL -1 -1
w(az,PL>:maxu:p'max ZZ Yi =D~ ZZ
o<y=<z |yl 0<y~<z -
i€ (k] i€lk]
By the definition of w,(-), we find that

Wi (n(u),ﬁL> =p- Z Zzlnl

1€[k]

Observing that

PRRTIES SITED Pt

1€[k] te[n] i€[k]

and recalling > ;e ue = €2(n), we derive

Wi (n(u),ﬁL) =(1+ O(k;—l))p . Z

Similarly, we prove w <n(u), ﬁU> =(1+0kY))p- Zte[n] u¢. This completes the proof. O

te[n] Uz

4 Weighted independence number

A set U C V(G) is an independent set of a graph G if the induced graph G[U] has no edges. Let
Z(G) denote the set of all the independent sets of G. The independence number o(G) equals the
size of a largest independent set of G. It is well known that (see, for example [19,25]) if np — oo
and p < 1 — ¢ for a constant ¢ € (0,1), then whp
X(G(n,p)) = (1 +o(1))

a(G(n,p))

That is, for an asymptotically optimal colouring of G(n, p), almost all vertices are covered with

(4.1)

colour classes of approximately equal size a(G(n,p)).

One may think that, to approach the chromatic number of inhomogeneous random graphs,

one can also start with its independence number. In fact, Dolezal et al. [11] studied the clique
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number in inhomogeneous random graphs. Note that the clique number of a graph equals the
independence number of its complement. However, we find little use of the results of [II] in
determining the chromatic number of a random graph G ~ G(n, P) from the stochastic block
model. Unlike the homogeneous binomial random graph G(n,p), some parts of the random
graph G ~ G(n, P) will typically contain substantially larger independent sets than other parts
of the graph so one can not achieve an optimal colouring using colour classses of approximately

same size.

To take the inhomogeneity of G ~ G(n, P) into account, we assign special weights to subsets
of vertices (depending on the edge probabilities) and introduce a new parameter, called weighted

independence number, which is the maximal weight of an independent set. Formally, for a set

U C V(G), define

WU) = h(U,n, P) = —log(Pr(U € I(G)))

Ul
Then, for a graph G on vertex set V(G) = V(G), let
G) = ap(G,n, P) == h(U).
ap(G) = an(G,n, P) ey () (4.2)

It might be not obvious but nevertheless true that the weights h(U) are designed in such a way
that all maximal independent sets U in the random graph G have similar weights whp. This is a
natural generalisation of the idea of the balanced colouring of G(n,p) except we use the weight

instead of the size of a colour class.

In this section, we show, in particular that, under the assumptions of Theorem 2.1 and
provided that not all blocks B; are very small, the quantity oy (G) is concentrated around
(1 — o) log ||n|| whp; see Theorem 3l Moreover, we establish fast decreasing tail bounds for
the probability of a;,(G) being too large or too small; see Lemmas 1] and 2] respectively.
Lemma [4.1] almost immediately leads to the proof of Theorem 241 Even though, Lemma
does not immediately give Theorem 2.5 it will be the crucial instrument for our construction of

an optimal colouring of G in further sections.

Let @ = Q(P) be defined by (2I), where P is the matrix of edge probabilities for G ~

G(n, P). For simplicity, everywhere in this section, let

w() =w(-Q) and w.() = w.(,Q);

see (2.2)), ([24) for definitions. Let ¢* and §(-) be defined according to (2.5). In addition, we
consider the vector-valued function b: 2V(@) — N¥ that maps U C V(G) into b(U) defined by

b(U) = (by(U),...,.bp(U)T with b;(U):=|UNB;| forie k]

Here, B; are the blocks of vertices in the stochastic block model G(n, P). Note that, for any
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U C V(G), we have that |b(U)|| = |U| and

b(U)TQb(U) = —2log (Pr(U € T(@) + 3 qubi(0) (13)
i€[k]
< —2log (Pr(U € Z(G))) + ¢*|U|. (4.4)

4.1 Lower tail bound: proof of Theorem 2.4

First, we estimate the probability of ap(G) to be large for a general random graph G with

independent adjacencies.

Lemma 4.1. Let G be a random graph on n vertices where edges appear independently of each

other. Assume sget > 6n for some t > 0, where
Sy 1= min{]U\ 0 AU CV(G), Pr(U e Z(G)) < e_t‘U|}.
Then
Pr(a,(G) > t) < 215,
Proof. Let X, denote the number of independent sets U of size s in G such that
Pr(U € Z(@)) < e VI,
By definition of s;, we have that X, = 0 for any s < s;. If s > s; then we bound

Pr(X,>0) <EX, <Y Pr(U€Z(G))
U

n en\ s
<(Mem<(5) <2
s set

where the sum is over all U that contribute to X,. Thus, we can bound

Pr(ap(G) >t) < > Pr(X, >0)< Y 278 <2l

S=S¢ S=S¢

which concludes the proof. [l

Next, applying Lemma LIl to G ~ G(n, P), we derive the required probability bound for the

event that the chromatic number x(G) is small.

Proof of Theorem [27] Take t :=log(q*||n||). To apply Lemma 1] we need to bound the quan-
tity s; in Lemma EIl If U is such that Pr(U € Z(G)) < e VI, then using @3)), we get that

tlU] < —log (Pr(U € Z(G))) < 3|U[* max g;;.
i,j€[K]
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Then, by the assumptions, we get that

2t 21 *
max; jek] qij ~ MaX; jelk)] dij
and
t * *
Stet 2 2te — 2(] ”’I’lH log(q HTL”) > ||n||
max; je(k] 4ij max; je(k] 4ij
Applying Lemma [l we find that
Pr(an(G) > log(q*|n||)) < 2'7°. (4.6)

Next, using the corner maximiser property in Theorem 2.6(b) and (@4]), we find that, for any
UeI(@),

_ b(W)TQb(W) _ 2Pr(WEZ(GR)) * *
w(b(U) = M) s@%&( 2WELG) 1 ) <20n(G) + ' (A7)

In the above, we also used that if W C U € Z(G) then W € Z(G). Recall that log(q*||n||) =
O(log [[n[]) by @.0) and ¢" < max; jep) ¢i; < log|nf| by @.1). Thus, if an(G) < log(q*||nl|)
then, by (A7), we have that

Uglza(é)w(b(U)) < 2log(q"[|m[])) +¢" = (2 + o(1)) log(¢" [[n[]))-

Let {Ui}i—1,. (@) be the partition of V(G) into colour classes of any optimal colouring of
G. Cosidering the system consisting of vectors b(U;) for i = 1,..., x(G), and recalling definition
[24), we find that
X(G)

we(n) < Y w(bUy).

=1
We conclude that, with probability at least 1 — 2175,

x(G) :
max; w(b(U;)) — (2+ o(1))log(g*||Inl) 2log(q*[n|)
Using ([4.3]), we get that
or oy (-0 (22 Y)
max; je(k] dij

This completes the proof. [l
4.2 Existence of heavy independent sets
We consider a special class of sets distributed between the blocks By, ..., By proportionally to
its sizes (up to rounding). For a vector & = (z1,...,2;)T € RF, denote

x| = (lz1],..., [z ])T and Ty 1= mf}giﬂz

1€
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For a positive real v, let Z,(G) denote the family of independent sets U C Z(G) such that
b(U) = |vn].

Lemma 4.2. Let G ~ G(n, P), where P = (pij); je[) is such that p;j = pj; and 0 < p;; <1 for
all i,j € [k]. Let Q = Q(P) be as in 1) and o € [0,00) for some fived 0 < 0g < &. Assume
that ||n| — oo, w(n) > [In|'~°,

w(n)

— 1+o0(1)
=|n , Ty > , 4.8
In] e (1)
where n = minepy ni. Then, there exists v € Ry such that v = (2 + 0(1))% and
Pr(Z,(G) = 0) < exp (—n|>~ 1))
Proof. Since ny > %, we can find some r(n) such that
) < r(n) < log||n|. (4.9)
1
For example, one can take r(n) := (% log HnH> *. Define
V= 2 log(w(n)) — 2loglog(w(n)) — log <”n||> —r(n) ). (4.10)
w(n)

Note that the assumptions imply that

log(w(n))

i (4.11)

log(w(n) > Slogllnl, v =(2+0(1))

)
Let £ = (¢1,...,4) = |vn]. That is, we have £ = b(U) for all U € Z,(G). Using the assumptions,

we get, for all i € [k],

n; log(w(n))
w(n)

(1) 2 o8 lw(m)) l‘f((;“)("”

Observe that the number of ways to pick the set U € V(G) such that b(U) = £ equals Hle (Z’)

;= (2+0(1)) > (240 > 1. (4.12)

b T Qu) Loe

Then, using (43)) that relates Pr(U € Z,,(G)) and e~ 2 =e 2 , we get that
k o k
E|Z,(G)| = Pr(U € T,(G H( >_e H( )1— i) /2
i=1 i=1 Z
T k 4 T
> o ) Q1H<Z_Z> Ze_e -l

i=1
Using the scaling property in Theorem [2.6[a) and the definition (£I0) of v, we get

rQe B V(u—le)TQ(u—le) vw(n) o w(n)n, (m
2/l e S 2 ~ o8 <10g2(w("))||n\|> )

(4.13)
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From (4I2), we also get that

el = (2+ 0(1))W'

Using (A9), (EII), (EI3), the obvious inequality n, < ||[n||, and w(n) > ||n||'~7, we get that

£Tqe n I1€
E|L(G)| > e 2 v > ((é +o() log<w<n>>”n—]er(“)>>

S ellrn) — oy (w (HEHw(n)>> _ fnfe .
N

A= > Pr(UeZ,(G) and W € Z,(G)),
[UNW|>2
where the sum is over all possible ordered pairs (U, W) of subsets of V(G) such that [UNW| > 2.
Note that if [U N W| < 1 then the events {U € Z,,(G)} and {W € Z,(G)} are independent. By

Janson’s inequality, see [20, Theorem 1|, we have

(4.14)

Next, let

2
Pr(Z,(G) = ) < exp (-ﬁ?ﬁéﬁ& A) . (4.15)

We have already established a lower bound for E|Z,(G)| in (£I4]). Thus, it remains to bound
from the above. Using ([@3]), we find that

) () /2
(E]I Ze e HW(l—pm i

(E[Z, (G)\)

i=1 4
where the sums are over m = (my,...,m;)T € N¥ with |[m|| > 2 and m < £. Observe that
L\ (ni—ts m
() G () (0 = )esmmy _ ()m)* _ 1 (8
2, \™Mi 2\ M
(o)™ 1 (o (og(u(n)
m;! m;! w(n)
Denote
miQm

= max ———,
lml=m 2||m||

where the maximum is over m € N¥ with ||m| = m and m < €. Then, we obtain

A 1l log(w(n)) 2 ) mi k nznz
m§§<5<w> ) 1155 w15)
el log(w(n)\? 5\ |
‘mzﬁ<5”"” (T)> ’ ) |
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There are two ways we can estimate the quantity 6,,,. First, repeating the arguments of (£13)

with £ replaced by any m =< £, we find that

vw(n) w(n)n, )
Om < = log <— —r(n). (4.17)
" 2 log?(w(n))|n|
Second, observing ””W*”m =< n and using the monotonicity property in Theorem 2.6|(a), we get

mTQm _Imle (5rm)  jmjum)

2|m| — 2 ny - 2n,
Thus, we get
mw(n)
0 4.18
" 2n, (4.18)
which is better than (ZI7) for small m.
Using (4.9), we can find mgy € N such that
logln| | n. n, log |[n|
1 _ 4.19
< () +w(n) <mp < wn) (4.19)

Using the inequality m! > m™e™™ and the bound e/ < %e‘r(") implied by (£17),
we find that

Gl > Nl /o ”
1 log(w(n)) 0 5el—r(n)y,
— _— m < =
[l (4.20)
< Z e~mr(n) < ”fHe—w(lOanll) — ”nH—w(1)7
m=mo

where the last two inequalities used the lower bounds of ([AI9): first m > mgy > % and
then m > mg > 217 we have 6, < log |n|| by (£I8). Recalling our assumptions that

r(n)
w(n) > ||n|'7 and ||n|*+t°M) = n, > _w(r) o find that the following sum is dominated by

log [In]]’
the first term:

mo—1

m o\l 10, n 2
$ %<5aog<w<n>>>2||n||e9m> ~ (1+0) (M) < [nfto2re, (121)

2 (w(n))? (w(n))?

Putting (£20) and (£21)) in (€I0]), we obtain that

A
=< HnH2—4U+o(1) + Hn”—w(l) _ ”n”2—40+0(1).
(E|Z.(G)])?
Recalling from @) that E|Z,(G)| = ||n|“™"), we conclude that
A+E|Z,(G doto
57 ’G( 2)‘ < ||’I’L||2 40+ (1)
(E|Z.(G))
Applying (4T5]), we complete the proof. O
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4.3 Concentration of the weighted independence number
The estimates of Sections .1l and lead to the following result.

Theorem 4.3. Let G ~ G(n, P), where P = (pij); jek 5 such that p;j = pji and 0 < py; < 1
for alli,j € [k]. Let Q = Q(P) be as in @I)). Let o € [0,00] for some fized 0 < oo < 5. Assume
that (2.6), 27) hold and

w(n)

— 1+0(1)
o=l Tog ]

) n*>>

where n, := min;eg ;. Then, whp
ap(G) = (1 —o0+o(1))log||n|.

Proof. All the assumptions of Theorem 2.4 also present in this theorem, so we can use the

formulas and arguments given in its proof. Using ([@6) and the assumption ¢* = ||n|~t°M) by
(26)), we find that whp

an(G) < log(q"[|n]l) = (1 — o + o(1)) log [|n].

Next, using Theorem Z6(d) and the assumptions §(n), ¢* = |n||~7F°1) by @0), we have that

w(n) > w,(n) > U )) Il = [l

Thus, all assumptions of Lemma £.2] hold. Applying Lemma F2] we find that whp Z,(G) # 0

for some v = (2 + 0(1))% If U € 7,(G) then for all i € [K]

bi(U) = |vn;] > (1/ — nl> n;.
Combining the above, the monotonicity property in Theorem 2.6(a), and (2.6]), we get that

w(b(U)) = (v = L)w(n) = (2+ o(1)) log(w(n)) = (2 — 20 + o(1)) log |In]

T

Thus, using (A7) and the arguments below (47)) showing that ¢* < log ||n||, we find that, whp

an(G) Z 5 (wbU)) - ¢*) = (1 — o + o(1)) log ||n].

N[

This completes the proof. O

We note that the proof of our main result, Theorem 2] does not rely on Theorem 3] but
the study of the distribution of the parameter oy (G) is of independent interest. Observe that
definition ([A.2]) extends to any random graph model. We believe that Theorem [£.3 carries over

as well. In particular, we conjecture the following.
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Conjecture 4.4. Let G = G(n) be a random graph on vertex set [n] where edges ij appear
independently of each other with probabilities p;; = p;j(n) € (0,1). Assume that there exist
q = q(n) and constants c1,co > 0 such that

qn — 00, q < logn,
as n — 0o, and, for all edges ij,

e <1 —py < e
Then, whp

an(G) = (1 +0(1)) log(gn).

In fact, proceeding from Lemma F 1] similarly to (£6]), one can derive that ap(G) < log(gn)
whp under the assumptions of Conjecture .41 However, proving the counterpart would require

significant modifications of the arguments given in Section

5 Crude upper bound

In this section, we establish a crude upper bound on x(G), where G ~ G(n, P) based on a
simple idea of colouring each block separately. To do so, we only need the results for the classical

binomial random graph G(n, p).
Lemma 5.1. Let o € [0,00] for some fized 0 < 09 < % and p = p(n) € (0,1) is such that
logn > q:= logl%p >n"°.

Then, for any e > 0 and any s = ntto®) with probability at least 1 — exp (—n2_4"+o(1)), there

is a colouring of G(n,p) with at least n — s vertices using at most (1 + ¢€) 3 colours.

qn
2log(gn
Proof. This argument is well known for a constant p € (0,1); see for example, [14, Section 7.4].
For the sake of completeness, we repeat it here and check that it extends to p = p(n) satisfying

the assumptions of Lemma [B.11

We will apply Lemma to subgraphs G(n/,p) of G(n,p) with n’ > s, by setting k = 1,

n = (n), and P = (p). Then, by definition, we have n, = ||n| = n’ and w(n) = ¢n’ so all
assumptions of Lemma hold. Using Lemma [£2] we show that the probability that there is a
subgraph in G(n,p) with at least s vertices without an independent set of size (2 — 6)@ is
at most

on exp(_s2—4o+o(1)) — exp <_n2—40+0(1)) '

Thus, we can keep colouring such independent sets and deleting them from the graph until we

are left with fewer than s vertices. The number of colours used in this process is bounded above
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" < 1_1_5 an
(2_5)% —\2 log (qn)

Note that, in the above, we can assume that ¢ < 1 since the statement of the lemma becomes

stronger. Then, the inequality ﬁ < % holds. O

To colour the remaining vertices, we use the following lemma.

Lemma 5.2. Let G = G(n,p), where p =p(n) € (0,1) is such that pn — oo as n — co. Then,

1

for any positive integer s > p~+, we have

Pr <E| W CV(G) : |[W|=s and x(G[W]) > pslogn + 1 ) < exp (—w(p®s*log?n)).

Proof. First, for any postive integer u < s, we estimate the probability of the event that the
minimal degree of G’ = G(u,p) is at least pslogn. This event implies that G’ has at least
%psu logn edges. Let N, := (g) Since the distribution of the number of edges in G’ is Bin(V,, p),
we find that

Nu\ —i
Pr <G/ has at least %psu logn edges) = Z ; >p (1- p)N“

> %psu logn

ep Nu ) ) e %psulogn (psu)
< < — pw(psu)
< T (%)=l

> %psu logn

To derive the last inequality in the above, we observe that

PN, pu? 1

U< < .
i~ psulogn ~ logn
Note also that if v < pslogn then G’ has less than %psu logn edges with probability 1.

Using the union bound over all choices for W C V(G) with |W| = s, for u such that
pslogn < u <s ,and for U C W with |U| = u, we get that

Pr <E|W CV(G) : |W|=sand ggm&&g(U) > pslogn)

() 3, (e

u>pslogn
en\ s €s u
<2(—> (_ —W(pS)) _ 227 2 '
< S Z e exp (—w(p”s” log® n))
u>pslogn

Combining this and the upper bound (3.I0) on the chromatic number in terms of the minimal

degree of subgraphs, we complete the proof. O

Combining Lemma Bl and Lemma 52] we get the following result for G ~ G(n, P). This

result will be important in the proof of Theorem to show that the number of colours required
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for the remaining vertices (given by a set U C V(G)) after a certain "optimal" colouring process

is negligible.

Theorem 5.3. Let G ~ G(n, P), where P = (pij); jek 5 such that p;j = pji and 0 < py; < 1
for alli,j € [k]. Let ¢* and G be defined in Z5). Let o € [0,00] for some fized 0 < o < 1.
Assume that n is such that

n > ||n|*eW, k= n°M), logn > q¢* >n"°.

Let w = (ug,...,ux)" € le_ be such that G(u) = ¢*n°Y. Then, for any ¢ > 0,

(j(U/)HU/H 2—40+o0(1)
- 7 = < I
Pr <b{n§2< X(G[U]) > (1+¢) 2log (¢°n) exp ( n ) )

where the mazimum is over all subsets U C V(G) such that U N B;| < u; for all i € [k].

Proof. For each i € [k], we let G; = G(n;, pi;) denote the induced subgraph of G[B;]. Let
el |

ni :=n; + s, where s := {7
o kq* log® [n]|

Define pl, € (0,1) to be such that

1 q(u)
L=1lo = q;i + qo, here qq := .
Since logn > ¢* > n~7 and §(u) = ¢*n°D, we get that
logn > qii + o(q*) > qj; > qo > n~" T, (5.1)

By adding s dummy vertices to each block B; and introducing some rejection probability, for
each ¢ € [k] there is a coupling (G}, G;) such that G, = G(n},p);) and G; is a subgraph of G
with probability 1.

Consider any U; C V(G;) such that |U;| < u; and let U] consist of the union of U; and s

dummy vertices of G;. Note that, by assumptions,
o) < s <l = |U!| < u; + .

Using (5.1)), we find that sqy = ¢*||u||n°®) and

G(u) ul[n)
k )

(ui + 5)(qis + qo) = wigii + o0 <
(5.2)
(ui + 8)(qii + q0) < (1+ 0(1))q*||ul|.

[

Since ¢* > n~7, we get that

log(g;;u;) = (14 o(1))log (¢"n) .
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Using (5.I)), we find that the assumptions of Lemma 5.1l hold for G;[U/] = G(u}, pl;). Applying
Lemma 5.1 with ¢/ = %, we find that there is a colouring of u, — s = u; vertices of G’ using at
most

!, ! oo
1 / (et < (1 € 1) )
(1+¢) Soa(gL i) + £ +0(1) 2log (1)

colours with probability at least
1—exp ( ( )2 do+o(1 )) >1—exp (_n2—40+o(1)> )

Recalling that 2 — 40 > 1 and applying the union bound, we get that the probability that there
are some ¢ € [k] and U; C V(G;) with |U;| < w; for which such colouring does not exist is

bounded above by

k
Z onits exp <_n2—4o+o(1)) — exp <_n2—40+0(1)) .
=1

Next, we show that only a small number of colours is needed to colour the remaining s
vertices from each V(G%). Applying Lemma [5.2) we get that any subset W C V(G}) with

s >nited) > (p;)~! vertices can be coloured using at most

q(u)[lu]

pyslogn; +1 < g"slogn, +1 < T log(gn)

colours with probability at least
1= exp (~w((pf;)s* log? nf)) = 1 - exp (—n? 2700

The last inequality is clear for pf, > 1 . For pf, < ;, one can use (5.1) together with the inequality

P > i 5745, which follows from the fact that ¢t~ log % 1= is monotonically increasing for ¢ € (0, 1).
Applymg the union bound, we can complete the colouring of all sets U/ for ¢ € [k] using at most
/ , q(u)]|u|
pislogn; +1) < ———
Z( (1 i ) log(q n)

1€[k]

colours with probability at least
1— kexp <_n2—2cr+o(1)) >1—exp (_n2—40+0(1)> ‘

Now, consider any U C V(G) such that |[U N B;| < w; for all i € [k]. Combining the above
bounds and using the inequality in the second line of (5.2]), we get that U can be coloured with

at most

Z(l—i— + o )) Gt +Z(p§islogn§+1)

i€[k] 210g(q n) i€[k]
wigs + o (10l )
(o) Z ) (e
v o
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colours with probability at least 1 — exp (—n2_40+°(1)). [l

6 Optimal colouring: proof of Theorem

In this section we prove Theorem 23] First, applying Lemma .2l multiple times, we find there are
approximately 10;25}?@ Al
we use Theorem [£.3] to estimate the number of colours for the remaining vertices, proving that
w(n kq(n)qg*||n

(n) +O<(1( )a* || ||>

2log(q*|[n]) log?(¢*|[n])
with probability sufficiently close to 1. Finally, we obtain Theorem by applying this upper

) independent sets covering almost all vertices of G ~ G(n, P). Then,
X(G) < (1+0(1))

bound to each random graph corresponding to an optimal system of k vectors (m(t))te[k} from
R'j_ such that

- ®) = ()
n Zte[k]m and wy(n) Zte[k]w(m ).

Everywhere in this section, we use notations w(-) and w,(-) in place of w(-,Q) and w.(-, @),

where @ = Q(P) is the matrix defined by (2.I)), and ¢*, §(-) are the same as in (2.13]).

6.1 Covering by independent sets

Recall that, for & = (21,...,2)T € RE, we defined

x| = (|z1],..., zx])T and Ty = ?61[113332

Provided x, > 0, we have, for any s > 0,

slal > L2l > (5= ) lal. (6.1

*

Similarly, using the monotonicity and scaling properties in Theorem 2.6](a), we get that

sw(xz) > w(|sz]) > <s — i) w(x). (6.2)

T

The next lemma shows that we can cover almost all vertices of a random graph from the

stochastic block model with the large "balanced" independent sets provided by Lemma

Lemma 6.1. Let G ~ G(n, P), where P = (pij); je[) is such that p;j = pj; and 0 < p;; <1 for
all i,5 € [k]. Let o € [0,00] for some fized 0 < op < %, Assume that w(n) and n, satisfy the

following as ||n|| — oco:

|1+0(1) w(n)

w(n) > |n||'~7, n. = |n| ) T > Tog ]|

Then, for any fized constant € € (0,1), with probability at least

1= exp (|| |2e o))
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w(n)

Tog(w(n)) colours covering at least

there is a colouring of G with at most (1 + )

i [1— 1 1 w(n)
Z<1 og? ] mlog(w(n)))

vertices from each block B; for all i € [k].

Throughout this section we let ¢ € (0, 1) be fixed and set

og(w(m) o, 1 L w(n)

vi= (2o T3l T loa(u(m))

To prove Lemma we first claim some auxiliary results, whose proofs we defer to the end of

this section.
Claim 6.2. With probability at least
1 exp (— |20
there exists a sequence (Uy,...,Uy) of disjoint independent sets in G satisfying the following.

(1) For all j € [¢], we have

)= |20

2G|
where
nb) — (ngj), o ,nlij))T — Z b(U;) (6.3)
i=1

satisfies |[n)|| > 6||n)|.
(ii) The set U§:1 Uj covers all but at most He%ni vertices from each block B;. That is, for all

i € [k], we have Z?:l b;(Uj) > (1 - He%> ng.

Our next claim gives the upper bound on the length of the sequence (Uy,...,Uy) of disjoint
independent sets in G from Claim

Claim 6.3. Suppose there exists a sequence (Uy,...,Uy) of disjoint independent subsets in G
such that condition (i) of Claim[G3 holds. Then

< 04 sty

We are ready to establish Lemma based on the claims given above.

Proof of Lemmal61. We take the independent sets Uy, ...,U; provided by Claim as our
colour classes. Note that %e% <1 and 3e? < 5 so the condition (ii) of Claim ensures that

. . ) 1 -1 w(n) . )
this colouring covers all but at most n; (W + be T Tog(w ) log(w(n))> vertices from each block B;.
Claim establishes the upper bound for the number of colours as desired. O
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In the rest of this section we will prove first Claim [6.3] and then Claim To this end we
(4)

need the following lower bounds on n;’’ defined by

n&j) = min ngj).
i€[k]

Claim 6.4. Suppose there exists a sequence (Uy,...,U;) of disjoint independent subsets in G
such that condition (i) of Claim[6.2 holds. Then, for all j € [¢] such that j < Ow(n) we have

Toa(w(m)’

D) > [n)

1—&)ne——17-.
< ) [l

Proof of Claim[06-4). It is sufficient to prove that, for all j € [¢] such that j < 1Og“(J1(UT(Lzl)),

—j+1 (6.4)

Indeed, by the condition (i) of Claim we have |[n0)| > 6||n||. From the definition of 6, we
get that, for every j € [¢],

D> ol — Pl o ) o
n n 5 . .
Using the trivial bound ||n|| > n,, we immediately get from (G.5]) that
©)
p s g1 _wm) (6.6)
[l log(w(n))

Thus, if j < - g(( () ) then Claim [6.4] follows from (6.4) and (6.6]).

We will prove ([6.4) by induction on j. Clearly, it is true for j = 1 since n) = n. Suppose,
we established the claim for j = i such that i < . By definition and using (6.1 with @ = n(

v|n]

[

and s = we get that

IOy vl L
| 6.7
mOT <1 ] ©.7)

IIn( |
@]

MUSIES <1 B V||n||> 0 [ntD)) L) ,0
(]| In®] O

el PN el R Ll
] [l I ™ I

Combining the induction hypothesis, the bound of (6.7)), and <1, we find that

> Ny

Note also that the induction hypothesis and (6:6) imply that nfki) is positive, since it is at least

<1 — §> *”ITT(ZI)IH Thus, the claim is true for j = i+ 1 and, by induction, for all j € [¢] such that
w(n)

7= Togtumy- -
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Proof of Claim[6.3. Assume otherwise that £ > (1 +¢) %. By definition ([B12]) we have

|U;| = ||b(U;)]| and by Claim B2(i) and 6I) with & = n¥) and s = vinl e have

(]|
dnl 1Y, o
b)) > <”no>” - nsz>> [n]).

Note further that, by definition of v and the assumptions n, > %, w(n) > ||n'=7, we have

v > 1/n,. Then, using Claim [6.4] we get that vindl s, % for all j € [¢] such that j < w(n)
™

[n0)]] log(w(n))
Therefore,

= BT d | I R
Uj| = b(Uy)l = (H"(j)H - E) [0 = (1 = o(1)v|n]| (6.8)
Using (6.8) and our assumption that £ > (1 + ¢) %, we get
w(n)
> 1> (1— A"
Il 2 3 0] 2 (1= o)l (1+) 5o
jell]
[l

=1 =012 ~e) (L +e) == > [Infl.

The last inequality is true for any fixed € € (0,1) when o(1) gets sufficiently small. This contra-
diction proves Claim O

Proof of Claim[6.2. In order to show the existence of such a sequence (Uy,...,Uy) of disjoint
independent sets in G, we repeatedly apply Lemma Suppose we already constructed sets
Up,...,Uj—1. We will show that if [[nU)| > @||n| then, with sufficiently high probability, we
can find another independent set U; in the induced subgraph of G' on remaining vertices, which
satisfies condition (i) of Claim By Claim [6.3] we get that

) w(n) w(n)
< (1+e¢ < . 6.9
7= 0 Sogwn)) = Toglw(m) (09
For all i < j, using (6.1) with = n() and s = ”l;gg)””, we find that
(el v|n|
sy A (6.10)
[n@]] [n@]]
From (6.2) (with the same x and s), we obtain
win@)y < (1o dmll L), (6.11)
[0

Due to (6.9), we can apply Claim to obtain

) (%) _ (4)
s (1_c), IS 3—c wn) [n]
w2 (1-5)n. In] = & log(w(n)) [nGt]’

36



where the last inequality follows from (6.6) by taking j =i+ 1 which gives

e 3 w(n) 1
Inll ~ elog(w(n)) [nC+D]

Then, combining this with (€.I0), we have

(i+1)
il LI () clog(utm)),
@750 = o) U B eun)

which in (6I1]) implies

wn@) _ [t ¢log(w(n))
— < . 1 . 6.12
s < o (1 G ua)) (012
Multiplying (612)) together for i = 1,...,7 — 1, we obtain
@y I (D) (i) i-1
wn) Hw(n ) P elog(w(n))
win) — U w@m@) = ] (B - uw(n)
[E] <€(1+€)> [ -
< exp < ez, 6.13
ml “P\2G—2)) = ] (015

where the penultimate inequality is due to 1+ = < e® and the first inequality in (6.9]). Similarly

to (6.12) and (6.13)), we get

w(n(i+l))> InG+0) 1 N n ()| <1_elog(w(n))>
wn®) =\ 0] 0 ) = 0] ' B aun))

which leads to the bound

() W .
w(n) [l
Thus, we obtain from (6.I3]) and (6.14)) that
W . () W .

In9 5 _ wn®) _ 0 o1

[l w(n) [l
From (6.5), we have ”Tll:fl” >0 > m and obviously ”ﬁ:ﬁ” < 1. Using the assumption
ny = ||n)|"t°M) | we get that

log([[n]]) = (1 + o(1))log [nY)]]. (6.16)

By Claim and the assumption n, > % we find that

. () () ()
() ), Il nf] w(n) _sw(n?)
ny’ > (1 —£)n. > : 2e 20—,

< 3> I In] log|ln|) log [[n]

where the last inequality follows from (6.I3]). Combining this with (G.10]), we get
: ()
a0 s )
log 0]
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Combining, Claim 64} the assumption n, = ||[n|/**°(1) and (6I6), we find that
)
n T ,
12 e > (1= 5) 72 = In o) = 0],
In] 3 n
Furthermore, the assumption w(n) > ||n|'~7 together with (6.I5) and (6.16]) implies

In 9]

Il

w(n®) > w(p) eS¢ 5 n) 7o = a0,

Thus, all assumptions of Lemma hold for the random graph GU) ~ G (n(j ), P).

Applying Lemma to GU) ~ G(nUY), P) we show the existence of an independent set
U c V(GY) in GY) with probability at least 1 —exp (—|n)|2~4o+°MW) such that b(U’) = [v/n],
where
log (w(n))
/ j—
V= (2+ 0(1))710(”(”) .
Moreover, since 2 — 40 > 1, the probability that there exists W C V(G) such that b(W) = n)

and G[W] does not contain such an independent set U’ is at most

n —do+o0 —40+0
(i) 0 (= er2o0) = oxp (e-toct).

In particular, we get that the graph obtained from G by removing U, ...,U;j_1 contains such
U’ with probability at least 1 — exp (—HnH2—40+O(1)) )

Next, we show that it is possible to find U; C U’ such that b(U;) = LIVT'JZ)HHRU)J . To do this,

it is sufficient to show that v/ > ”l;l'g)””. Using (6.15), (6.16)), and the assumption w(n) > ||n||'~7,
we find that

log (w(n(j))> = (1+o0(1))log (w(n)).

Observe that g(e) := (2—&)e/? is decreasing on R, so g(¢) < g(0) = 2. Therefore, using (G.15)
and the first inequality in ([6.2)), we get that

o) o nl los(w(n) _ vin]|

"> (2- . . = .
V=) @ win) 0]

The probability that there exists the required sequence (Uy,...,U;) can be estimated as
follows. Using Claim and applying the union bound for the event that there is no suitable

choice for U;y; after removing Uy, ...,U; from G, we get that
1
_ 2—40—1—0(1)) < (2 w(n) (_ 2—40+0(1)>
3" exp (<l < (3+¢) w2z e (Il
Jeld
= exp <_HnH2—40+0(1)> )
To derive the last inequality, we use the assumptions to estimate ) oy, < ||| and recall

log(w(n))
that 2 — 40 > 1.
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The construction of the sequence (U, ...,Up) is terminated when |[n+V|| < @||n||. Note
that, for any i € [k],

nl(jﬂ) < nl(-j) — VH"H nl(-j) +1<(1—- VH"H L nl(-j).
0| o] o
Repeating the arguments of (€12]) and (613), we find that
i@+ D)
Z(ZH) < eiMni < He%ni.
[l
Thus, condition (ii) of Claim [6.2]is satisfied. This completes the proof of Claim O

6.2 Final ingredient for colouring completion

In this section, we combine Lemma and Theorem [5.3] to estimate the chromatic number of
G ~ G(n, P) under the additional condition that w.(n) is asymptotically equal to w(n). In
the general case of Theorem 2.5l this additional condition will be satisfied by each part of the
random graph G corresponding to a near-optimal integer system given by Theorem [2.6(g); see
Section

Lemma 6.5. Let G ~ G(n, P), where P = (pij); jex) is such that pi; = pji and 0 < p;; <1 for
all i,j € [k]. Let o € [0,00] for some fized 0 < o9 < %. Assume that, as |n|| — oco:

k=|n|*®,  log|n| > k¢ > |n| .
Assume also that
wi(n) = (1+o(1)w(n) > (¢"||n)) 0.

Then, for any fized € € (0,1),

Pr <X(G) > (1+4¢) % 4 205—2M> < exp <_HnH2—4a+O(1)> )

2log(¢*|Inl)) log®(¢*Iml))
Proof. Let
. ecw(n)
ng = gt
Consider the vector i = (fig,...,7x)" € N¥ defined by

ni, if Lz 2 no,
n; ‘=
0, otherwise.
Let Upig be the union of blocks B; for which n; > ng. We will apply Lemma for the
induced subgraph G := G[Uyig] ~ G(n, P) (ignoring zero components of 72). Then, we will use
Theorem [5.3] to colour the rest of the vertices of G.
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First, we check that G satisfies the assumptions of Lemma [61l From the triangle inequality
in Theorem [2.6[(e) and the assumptions, we find that

w(n) > wi(n) > wi(n) —wi(n—n) > (1+o(1))w(n) — w.(n —n).

Using the upper bound of Theorem [2.6[(d) and by the definitions of 7, ng, we get

Z noqii= QkEI*)q“’ > _w(n)
1€[k] i€[k]
Therefore, by the assumptions
~ 3 * o] o} O g+o0
w(i) 2 (1-5+o(1) win) = (¢"nl) 0 > [n]1=o+0 > Jaji=orb. (6.17)

Using our assumption that w(n) = (1 + o(1))w.(n) and Theorem 2:6[d) again, we get

In — 7|l < kno = 258 = (14 0(1)) =42 < (14 0(1))%n| . (6.18)
In particular, we get ||72| = ||n||'*°()). By the definition of 72, all non-zero components of 72 are

at least ng. Using the bounds of Theorem [2.6(d) and the assumptions, we have that

¢*lln]l = wi(n) > (1+o(1))w(n) > (¢*|ln])"+0.

Thus, qw(n)| = ||n||°™). Recalling also k = ||n||°™), we find that

T
no = S — £ B ]| = 1) = o) (6.19)
and, since k¢* < log ||n|| and n < n,
w(n) w(n) w(n)
"0 > Togln] = Togllnll — (i+e(D) log Al

Thus, all assumptions of Lemma for G ~ G(n, P) hold.

£

Applying Lemma [6.1] with & :=

L—exp (=[R20 ) = 1 exp (—|n |27+,

, we show that, with probability at least

w]

there is a colouring of G with at most

w(i) . w(n)
(1+8) srgraimy < (1 +E+0(1) sipcmmn

colours covering all vertices from each block B; that n; > ng except at most

+5(8)" %)

no log(w(n))

i (i
vertices.
Using ([6.I7) and recalling o < i, we find that w(n) = (w(n)) W = (¢*||n|)'+°M). Using

also the assumption k¢* < log ||n||, we conclude that the set of remaining uncoloured vertices
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(with sufficiently high probability) has at most
1 . w(n)
u; == no + n; <7~+5 5 17~>
log? || ©) no log(w(n))
30kqg*n;
= o + (1+ 0(1) ol
o) g )

vertices in each block B;. Since ng = ||n||'™°() by @I9) and k = ||n||°™ by our assumptions,
we find that u; = ||n|/*°") and ||u|| = ||n|*+°"), where w = (u1, ..., uz)”. Then, we get that

. Z-E K Wildii _ q*ng
7 > G(u) == H[JH > Tl = q*|[n|]°W.

By the definitions of u; and ng, we observe that
30kg™[|n||g(r)
e?log(q*[n||)

s (1t ot B0 i)
‘2”*“”mﬁmmwr

q(u)llull < kg*no + (14 o(1))

Using Theorem (.3l with n := ||n|| with any ¢ < % , we can colour the remaining vertices using
at most

A~ / * ~

(J(u)LluH < (d+e)e w(*") 902k H’fiHQ(")
2log(q*|Inl)) 4 log(q*[In) log(g*||n|)

colours with probability at least 1 — exp (—HnH2_4"+O(1)) . Thus, the total number of colours is

(1+¢€)

at most
-, (A +€)e > w(n) o kg*[[n[l4(n)
1+e+—"-—"—+0(1) | m—F———~ + 206" —————~.
( 2 ) Sl P ot )
The claimed bound on x(G) follows since € = ¢/3 and (1+€ < 2e/3. O

6.3 Upper tail bound: proof of Theorem

By the near-optimal integer system property given in Theorem [2.0)g), we can find k vectors
(n(t))te[k} from N* such that

n= Z n/ and Z w(n®) < w,(n) + k¢ (6.20)
te[k] te(k]

We treat our graph G as the union of the vertex disjoint random graphs GY ~ ¢ (n(t),P), for

t € [k]. Since we can colour them with different colours, we have that, with probability 1,
V@) < 3 X(GD). (6.21)
te(k]

Let

Tsman = {t € k] : wnW®) < w«(n) } ‘

k*log ||n
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The proof of Theorem consists of two parts. First, applying Theorem (.3l we show that,

with sufficiently high probability, ZtETsman X(G( )) < m Second, we use Lemma to
estimate X(G( )) for t ¢ Tsman-

Before proceeding, we derive some preliminary bounds implied by our assumptions. Since
k= ||n||°® and §(n),q* = ||n||~7F°M, we find that

(qA(n))2 _ HnH—o—l—o(l)
kq*

Then, using the bounds of Theorem 2.6[(d), we get

|o(1)

= [[n[[" kg

Wy (T j(n))?2 i(n))2
2 o = S > R < iy (022)

Since kq¢*||n| = ||n)' =M we derive from (622) that
wi(n) = (¢ [nl) 70 = |ln)' =70 > k2 log(¢" |nl)- (6.23)
Using (6.22) and assumption (2.8]), we get that

wy () S kq (J(")7
7| log |||

g(n) >
which implies
q* < kq" <log||nl|,

which is needed to apply Theorem (.3 and Lemma Also, by the definition of w,(-), we
know that

wi(n) < Z wy (n®).

te(k]

which, together with (6.20)), implies that

Y (wn) —w.(nh) < k?q"

te(k]

Since the every term of the sum above is non-negative, using the assumption k& = ||n)°!) and

the estimate ¢* < log ||n||, we derive that, for any ¢ € [k],
wn®) < w,(n®) + ¢ = w.(n®) + |n|]V)

Then, using the first equality of (6.23) and our assumption k = ||n||°(™) for any t € [k] \ Tymall,

we get

w(n®) > w.(n)

1+o0(1) (t) 1+o(1
> i = (@) 0 > (¢ ) (6.21)

This implies that

we(n®) = (1 + o(1))w(n®) > (¢*|n® )+
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as required by Lemma

Now, consider any t € Typan. Define u = (uq, ... ,uk)T € R’j_
PN B 1 ) I
YT B2 logInl|

Using the bound w,(n) < ¢*||n|| of Theorem Z6(d) and the assumption k = ||n|/°("), we get

O < < |n®| + _ws(n)

n u n

I <l < 1m0+ 3

€lk] (6.25)
< [+ i <l + 400 = 40,

Using the lower bounds of Theorem [Z6(d) and the inequality G(n¥)) < ¢*, we find that

()2 ®) () ]|,®)
W) 2w (0) 2 LRV AROL o GO
q

This implies ¢(n®)||n®| < kw(n®) < kﬁ"g(rr)” because w(n®) < kz“f*gﬁ) ny Since t € Toman:

Using the definition of u; we get that

wy(n) >
u qiiUi = qii \ T; *7
il = 3 = 3 () + e

i€k i€k (6 26)

w*

— d(nD)||In®
GgnN|n|| + ——— E qii <
()l kzq log H I
Using (6.23), the inequality ¢(u) < ¢*, and ¢* = ||n||~7t°M) by (28), observe also that

wy (1) wy(m) 1+o(1)
79 <1 11 Zl_i n
N 2 g ] 2 %2 g ] =7 17

Recalling from ([6.25)) that ||u|| < ||n|'t°M) and using §(u) < ¢*, we derive that

Applying Theorem (.3l with n := ||n|| and using §(u)|u| < w*( from (6.26]) we get that

)y — q(u)||u| w,(n)
\e=o <210g(q*|!n|!)> < Flog(g|n])

with probability at least 1 — exp (—Hn”2_40+°(1)). Applying the union bound, it follows that,

with sufficiently high probability,
> x(G@") <« _wm) (6.27)

e log(g*|[n])
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Next, we consider any ¢ € [k] \ Tsman. Since w,(n®) < ¢*||n®|| by Theorem ZB(d) and
we(n®) = (14 o(1))w(n®), we have |[n®|| > (1 + 0(1))w(;‘:t)). Using (6.24) and the bound
k= ||n|°®, we find also that

®)) wy (M)

n| > n® > (1+o0(1 w(n > (1 +o0(1) st = I+o(1),

Inll = [In*7 = (1 +0(1)) =2 (1+0(1) gz og 1] = [In]l

That is, we get ||[n® || = ||n|*+°(M). Applying Lemma [65] with any 0 < ¢’ < ¢, we derive that,

2log(g*||n® ) log?(g*|[n®|

(G0 < (148) 2D (kq*un%(n(t;)) |

with probability at least 1 —exp (—HnH2_4"+°(1)). Using the union bound for all such event over
t & Tyman, we get that, with sufficiently high probability,

w,(n) + k2q* kg*|nlld(n)
Y XGY) < (14 +o(1)) 21og(@nl) T \og(@* )
tE[k}\Tsman (628)

< (1< o) gt

For the first inequality in ([6.28]), we estimated the O(-) term using

S nDam®) = S S an < 3 guns = Infla(n).

te[k\Tsman te[k\Tsman 1€[k] i€[k]

Finally, substituting the bounds of (6.27)) and (6.28) into (6.21I)) and bounding
1+ +0o(1) <1+,

we complete the proof of Theorem

7 Proof of Theorem

The part (a) follows directly by the definition.
The part (b) is trivial if w(x ) = 0 as we can take y = 0. Thus, we can assume that w(x) > 0.

Observe that the function y — | ” (defined to be 0 at origin) is continuous on the compact
set K, defined by

Ky ={yeRt . y <z}

Therefore, there exists a maximiser y* = (y7,... ,y;;) € K. Furthermore, for each i € [k],
T
y Qy b
f. i) = =q;i(yi — a + ,
W) =T =t o)+ e

where y differ from y* in the i-th component only and a = a(y*), b = b(y*). If b < 0 then
¢ii # 0 because f;(yS) = w(x) > 0. This implies that g; > 0 so the function y; — fi(y;) is
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strictly increasing. If b > 0 then the function y; — f;(y;) is strictly convex. In any case, the
maximum lies on the boundary {0, z;}. Repeating the same argument for the other components,
we get (b).

Before proceeding, we introduce an additional notation. For a positive integer £ and x € R |
let

wy(x) == min ZwQ(w(t)) (7.1)
@Neig 1=

4
subject to Zw(t) =z and ¥ € R for all t € [£].
t=1
A minimum system of ¢ vectors (w(t))te[g] in (T exists since S3'_, wo(x®) is a continuous

function on the compact set of all systems that Zle z® =g and z® e }Rﬁ. Using definitions

22) and ([24), we find that

w(x) =wi(x) > wi(x) > w(x) and w.(x)= 611>120 wy(x).

We will also use the following identity.

Lemma 7.1. For any y,z € ]Ri, we have

y Qy 2z Qz (y+2)'Qy+=)
[yl =] FIEREl

T
:IIyHIIZII<y_Z>Q<y_Z>
lyll =+ =1\l =]l lyll 1=/

where £ 9% is 0 if |lz|| =0 and the RHS is taken to be 0 if |ly|| =0 or ||z]| = 0.

[

T
Proof. This follows by expanding (ﬁ - ﬁ) Q (IITyII - ﬁ) and (y +2)7Q (y + z), using

linearity, and direct substitution. O

We proceed to part (c). Take any y € K, such that yﬁyéﬁy = w(x), which exists by part (b).
Using Lemma [T1] we find that

¢ T )t T
wl@) > wly) = wiy®) =Y (yH)y ‘ﬁy > 2 :fuy — w(z).
t=1 t=1

Taking the limit ¢ — oo, we prove (c).
The upper bound
w(@) < q(@)l|lzl =) wig
1€[k]
follows by definition (ZZ)) taking the system of k vectors (z®) )te[k], Where, for each t € [k], the t-th

component of *) equals z; while other components are 0. Also we have §(z)||z| < ¢*||z|. Next
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we prove the lower bound for w, () of part (d). Let (2®);c; be such that wy(z) = > tel w(z®)
and Zte[é} z(®) = . By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we find that

)2
(:B(t))TQm(t) . Zie[k] Qii($l(,t))2 N (Eie[k} Qi T; >
I TRl I T p oy

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality again, we obtain

e Giizy” i
3 =) Z< o) > (303 gual? S g | = (@) el

(®)
tefl te(l Hac H tell] ic(k] i€[k]
Therefore,

wil@) = 32 > IO g

telf] o Zze[k qii
Taking the limit £ — co and observing Zie[k] gii < kq*, we complete the proof of (d).

For (e), consider any two vector systems S € F(x) and &' € F(a'); see definition (24).
Then, the union system S US’ belongs to F(x + «). Thus,

Swy)+ DY wy)= Y. wy) = wdz+).
yeS yes’ YESUS’
Taking the infimum over S,8’, we get (e).

For (f), assume ¢ > k. Then, we can find real constants c® t=1,...,¢ such that

l
3 ) =
t=1

Next, we show that al) = (1 + ec)z® gives another optimal solution of (ZI). Observe that
Zle mg) = x. If |¢] is sufficiently small that a:g) € R% then

Z _

that is, f(e) is a linear function of . Since € = 0 gives the minimum value of f(¢), it should be a

(®)

constant function. Then, we can make at least one of @z’ to be trivial while others remain in ]Ri

without changing the value of the target function Zt 1w(:1:£ )) This implies wy(x) = wi—1(x).

(1 4+ ec®)w(x®),

¢
=1

t

Repeating these arguments several times we find that

wy(x) = wp—1(x) = -+ = wi(x).
Taking the limit £ — oo, we get (f).
Finally, we proceed to part (g). Using part (f), we can find a system (y(t))te[k] such that

k k

Zw(y(t)) = w,(x) and Zy(t) =

t=1 t=1
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In particular, by definition of w(-), we find that
wi(y") = w(y®). (7.2)
Define z® := |y®) |. Combining (Z.2) and parts (d), (e), we also find that for all ¢ € [k]
w(y?) = w.(y') < wo(@?) + w.(y® — V) <w.(@?) +¢*ly" — 2V <w.(x?) + kg,

Thus, we get that

k
> w@®) > (w(y?) — k") = w.(x) — kg

t=1 t=1
Now, we can increase some components of x® to ensure that Zte[k] x® = g. By part (a), this
would only increase the values of w(®). This completes the proof of part (g) and Theorem
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