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Abstract

In this paper, we study the order of the largest connected component of a random graph having two
sources of randomness: first, the graph is chosen randomly from all graphs with a given degree sequence,
and then bond percolation is applied. Far from being able to classify all such degree sequences, we
exhibit several new threshold phenomena for the order of the largest component in terms of both
sources of randomness. We also provide an example of a degree sequence for which the order of the
largest component undergoes an unbounded number of jumps in terms of the percolation parameter,
giving rise to a behavior that cannot be observed without percolation.

1 Introduction

Given n € N, a degree sequence D,, = (dgn), e ,d%")) is a sequence of non-negative integers such that

m(n) =>1", d,gn) is even. A degree sequence is feasible if there exists a simple graph G (that is, a graph
containing no loops or multiple edges) with vertex set [n] := {1,...,n} such that i has degree dl(n) for
all i € [n]. Given a sequence of feasible degree sequences (D,) = (Dy)n>1, we consider the sequence of

random graphs (G(Dy,))n>1 where G(D,,) is chosen uniformly at random among the all simple graphs on

[n] where vertex i has degree dl(»n) for all 7 € [n].

Random graphs with a given degree sequence is among the central topics of modern random graph
theory. The influential work of Molloy and Reed [I8] set a starting point for understanding the component
structure of G(D,,): in particular, they introduced a criterion for the existence of the so-called giant
component, that is, a component of order linear in n, under some technical conditions on D,,. The range
of applicability of this criterion has been extended in numerous subsequent works, also providing a more
detailed description of the components [2, O, [12] 15] [16] [19].

Given p € [0,1] and a graph G, we denote by G, the random subgraph of G in which each edge of G
appears in G, independently (from the other edges) with probability p. We call G), the p-(bond)-percolation
of G. In this paper we will focus on the component structure of G(Dy,),. In this setting there are two
levels of randomness: first, we choose a random graph G(D,,), and then we percolate it with probability
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p. We remark that the distribution of G(D,,), is not necessarily uniform among all graphs with the same
degree sequenceﬂ

The component structure of G(D,,), is well understood for regular degree sequences, that is, dl(n) = d for
all i € [n] and some integer d > 3. Goerdt [7] proved the existence of a critical probability p.(d) := 1/(d—1)
such that the existence of a giant component undergoes a sharp threshold phenomenon at p.(d). While
his result only applies for fixed d, the same conclusion holds for any 3 < d = d(n) < n — 1; see also [14]
where the number of vertices in the largest component within the critical window was also shown to be
typically of order ©(n%?). Bond percolation at criticality has been studied in more detail [14} 21} 23} 24].
Fountoulakis [4] and Janson [II] independently initiated the analysis of G(D,,),, proving that
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DPc = pc(Dn) =

is the threshold probability for the existence of a giant component under some conditions such as bounded
maximum degree or bounded degree variance. These results were extended by Bollobas and Riordan [2]
who proved the existence of a threshold provided that the degree distribution weakly converges (meaning
that the proportion of vertices of degree k rescaled by n has a limit for every k& > 1) and is uniformly
integrable (that is, the average degree has a limit). These conditions in particular imply that the random
graph is sparse, that is, m(n) = O(n). The approach of Bollobas and Riordan analyzes the configuration
model where a predetermined number of half-edges is attached to every vertex and these half-edges are
then matched uniformly at random, possibly leading to loops or multiple edges. An essential fact used
in their proof is that the configuration model produces a simple graph with small though still sufficiently
large probability when the average degree grows slowly to infinity. This can be widely used to analyze
random graphs with given degrees but unfortunately not in our more general setting. Fountoulakis, Joos
and the third author [5] studied bond percolation when the convergence and integrability conditions are
dropped but the degree sequence remains sparse. The random percolated graph at criticality has been
recently studied by Dhara, van der Hofstad and van Leeuwarden in [3].

Bollobéas and Riordan noted the interest for the dense case, characterized by the convergence of m(n)/n
to infinity (see Remark 24 in [2]). In the configuration model, their result can be applied to some almost
regular dense degree sequences to show that p., which now tends to 0 as n — o0, is a threshold for the
existence of a giant component. However, p. is not always the threshold in the dense case. For instance,
there exist dense degree sequences for which the threshold probability is bounded away from zero as
n — oo (see Section 12 in [5]). Therefore, a more general approach is needed to fully understand the
evolution of G(D,,), for dense sequences.

In this paper we provide a number of results on the sudden appearance of a large (but not necessarily
linear order) component, shedding light on the evolution of percolated dense random graphs. The spirit
behind most theorems below is guided by the following well-known intuition: if there exists a set of vertices
having in expectation large degree after percolation, this set, together with components attached to it,
will result in a large component. However, the source of randomness coming from percolation yields
new phenomena. Firstly and contrarily to the sparse case, percolated dense random graphs can exhibit
arbitrarily many linear jumps in the size of their largest component (see Section; Theorems and
and Corollary [I.§ establish different criteria to detect such jumps, while Theorem [I.5] provides a tool to
show that no such jump exists in a given probability interval. Secondly and most surprisingly, they might
experience arbitrarily many jumps in the asymptotic order of their largest component (see Theorem ;
Theorems [I.9] and establish criteria to determine the size of sublinear largest components. Finally,
the approach taken to study percolation on dense random graphs is completely different to the usual
techniques for sparse random graphs and has a more combinatorial flavor.

!For example, consider the set of graphs on four vertices and degree sequence (3,3,2,2). There is a unique such graph
satisfying that the two vertices of degree 2 do not form an edge. After percolation one obtains a 1-regular graph with some
non-zero probability depending on p but only two of the three possible perfect matchings appear with non-zero probability.



Notation and terminology. Given f,¢g : N — N, we say that f(n) < g(n) (or f(n) = o(g(n)), or
g(n) > f(n)) if, for any € > 0, there exists n. € N such that f(n) <eg(n) for all n > n..

In this paper all graphs are simple (that is, without loops and multiple edges) unless explicitly stated
otherwise. For a graph G = (V| E), we call |V| the order of G and we call |E| the size of G. For the sake
of convenience, below we will sometimes talk about oriented edges uv, that is, we assume that the edge is
oriented from u to v (although our graphs remain undirected). We also denote by Li(G) the order of a
largest component in G. For a vertex v € V', we denote by dg(v), or simply d(v), the degree of v in G.

Recall that m = m(n) = Zdl(-n). As already pointed out, we are particularly interested in the case
when the average degree m/n tends to infinity as n — oo. We adopt the convention that random graphs
with prescribed degrees are represented by bold symbols like G(D,,), or sometimes simply G or H, to
distinguish them from general graphs. For a graph G of order n and d € {0,...,n — 1}, let Sg(d) be the

set of vertices of G of degree at least d. From this point on, we abuse notation and write D,, = (dy,...,d,)
instead of D,, = (dgn), cee ELH)L and Sp(d) instead of Sg(p,)(d). Moreover, we assume throughout the

paper that for all i € [n], d; > 1 since isolated vertices in G(D,,) are irrelevant for our analysis. For a
set S C V(G(D,,)), we denote by A(S) the maximum degree (in G(D,,)) of a vertex in S, and we write
d(S) = > ,cg d(v). Moreover, for two disjoint sets U, W C V(G(D,,)), we denote by e(U, W) the number
of edges between U and W.

For a sequence of probability spaces (2, Fp,Pp)n>1 and a sequence of events (Ay)n>1 with 4,, € F,
for every n > 1, we say that (A,)n>1 happens asymptotically almost surely (a.a.s.) if lim, oo Pp(4,) = 1.

To simplify the notation, we omit the use of || and [-] whenever it is clear from the context and it
does not affect the proofs.

1.1 Our results.

For § € [0, 1], a graph is called d-large if it contains a component of order at least dn. Our first theorem is a
criterion for the existence of a d-large component in G(D,,). While it does not provide a sharp threshold, it
widely generalizes the existence of a threshold phenomenon for dense random regular graphs. Its statement
corroborates the following intuition: if there are dn vertices with expected degree > 1 after percolation,
then a.a.s. almost all of them must participate in the same component of order at least on + o(n).

Theorem 1.1 (Percolation threshold for §-large). Let D,, be a degree sequence such that there exist § > 0
and d = d(n) satisfying |S,(d)| = én + o(n). We have

(a) if p < 1/d, then
P[L1(G(Dyn)p) < 6n+ o(n)] = 1 —o(1).

(b) if p>1/d, then
P[Li(G(Dp)p) > dn —o(n)] =1 —o(1).

Moreover, a (1 — o(1))—proportion of the vertices in S, (d) belong to the same connected component
a.a.s.

Remark 1.2. Theorem can be used to describe the behavior of G(Dy), for p = ©(d~!) under
alternative conditions. For instance, if there exists d’ > d with |S,(d")] > d'n — o(n), then by applying
(b) to d’, we obtain that for any p = ©(d~1),

P[L1(G(Dy)p) > 8'n—o(n)] =1 —o(1).

Similarly, if there exists d” < d with |S,,(d")| < §"n — o(n), by applying (a) to d”, we obtain that for any
p=0(d™),

P[L1(G(Dy)y) < 6"n—o(n)] =1 —o(1).



Remark 1.3. In a general setting, Theorem is as precise as it can get (see Section . In particular,
if there exists a function w such that lim, . w(n) — oo and d = d(n) satisfying |S,(d)| = on + o(n) and
1Sy (w™td) \ Sn(wd)| = o(n), then a.a.s. L1(G(Dy),) = 6n — o(n). The linearity of |S,(d)] is also necessary
for the conclusion in Part (b). Intuitively, if [S,(d)| = o(n), then vertices of high degree could typically
connect to lower degree vertices and thus would fail to form a dense component between themselves. To
be more precise, consider the following example. Define a function w = w(n) slowly going to infinity, and
consider a degree sequence with |S,,(d)| = n/w® vertices of degree d > 1 and n — n/w® vertices of degree
d = d/w?. Also, set p = w/d. Then, an easy application of the switching method allows us to conclude
that a typical vertex of degree d has (1 + o(1))d - (d|S,(d)|/d'n) ~ d/w? < 1/p neighbors in S, (d)
before percolation. Thus, after percolation, a vertex in S, (d) typically has no neighbors in S, (d) and
(1+ 0(1))pd = w + o(w) neighbors of degree d’. At the same time, a set of w + o(w) vertices of degree d’
has (w + o(w))pd’ = o(1) expected neighbors after percolation. This shows that G(D,,), consists of small
connected components mostly given by stars of order w + o(w) with centers in S, (d) and isolated vertices,
and a comparison with a two-type branching process similar to the one from the proof of Theorem [1.11]is
sufficient to show that a.a.s. all components have order o(|S,(d)|).

Remark 1.4. It may be deduced from the proof of Theorem that the error bounds in both (a) and
(b) are exp(—w(n)n) where w is a function grows to infinity at speed o(1/(pd)) in (a) and o(pd) in (b).
Moreover, the following version of Theorem [I.IJ] may be shown with very minor modifications of our proof
strategy: for every € € (0, 1), there are constants ¢; = ¢1(d,¢) > 0 and ¢ = c2(d,e) > 0 such that, given
p > min(1,¢;/d), with probability at least 1 — exp(—can), there is a connected component in G(Dy),
containing an (1 — ¢)-proportion of the vertices in S, (d).

The next three theorems give a finer description of the threshold under stronger conditions focusing on
the existence of jumps in the order of the largest component (i.e., when small increments in the percolation
probability give rise to an increase of the order of the largest component by a factor ¢ > 1).

The first of these three results provides a sufficient condition for non-existence of jumps. Recall that
p1-percolation and ps-percolation with p; < pa may be naturally coupled via a percolation process on two
independent stages with parameters p; and (p2 — p1)/(1 — p1).

Theorem 1.5 (Sublinear size: no jump). Let D,, be a degree sequence such that there exist di = dy(n),
dy = da(n) < dy and w = w(n) = 0o as n — 0o satisfying

]Sn(w_ldg) \ Sp(wdy)| = o(n).

1 1
Let p1 = & and py = & Then,

P[L1(G(Dn)p,) = L1(G(Dn)p,) = o(n)] =1 = o(1).
Remark 1.6. By taking d} = wd; and d, = w™'dy, we can rephrase Theorem as follows: if
1Sn(d3) \ Sn(dy)| = o(n),
then for any pi1, pe satisfying 1/d] < p1 < p2 < 1/d}, we have
P[L1(G(Dn)p,) = L1(G(Dn)p,) = o(n)] = 1 = o(1).
This form of Theorem [I.5]is more suitable for comparison with the following Theorem[I.7]and Corollary [L.8]

The next two theorems, contrary to Theorem provide a sufficient condition for the existence of a
linear jump in the order of the largest component in G(Dy,),.

Theorem 1.7 (Linear size in wide interval: coarse threshold with linear jumps). Let D, be a degree
sequence such that there exist 0,8 > 0, di = di(n) and dy = da2(n) < dy with d1/da2 > ¢ for some constant
c > 1, and such that



i) |Sp(d2) \ Sp(dy)| > 6n, and

i) for some d > di, |Sp(d)| > §'n.

1 1
Let p1 = @ and py = & Then, there is a positive real number C = C(4,d,¢) > 0 such that

P [L1(G(Dn)p,) — L1(G(Dn)p,) = Cn] =1 = o(1).
A direct consequence of the previous theorem is the following;:

Corollary 1.8 (Linear size in narrow interval: sharp threshold with linear jumps). Let D,, be a degree
sequence such that there exist 8,8 > 0, dy = d1(n) and dy = da(n) < dy with dy/dy — 1 such that

i) |Sn(dz2) \ Sn(d1)| > én, and
i) for some d > dy, |S,(d)] > d'n.
1+e¢ 1+¢

~

do dq

1—
Fiz ¢ € (0,1) and let py = = ° and p2 =

1
C=C(5,0,¢) >0 such that

Then, there is a positive real number

P[L1(G(Dn)p,) — L1(G(Dn)p,) = Cn] =1 —o(1).

In both Theorem and Corollary the conditions §,d" > 0 are necessary, as Remarks and in
Section [£.3.] show.
We now focus on sublinear size thresholds.

Theorem 1.9 (Sublinear size thresholds). Let D,, be a degree sequence and let d = d(n).

(a) If | Sy (d)| — oo, for any p,

P L1<G<Dn>p>s<1+o<1>>(|sn<d>|+ 3 <1—<1—p>d<v>>)} —1-o(1).
U¢Sn(d)

(b) if d(Sp(d)) > d(V \ Sp(d)), for any p > 1/d, a.a.s. there is a connected component in G(Dy),
containing a (1 — o(1))-proportion of the edges of G(Dy,)p.

Observe that Part (b) of Theorem has a somehow different flavor from the other results since it
provides a component containing many edges. Although in general we cannot say directly how many
vertices this dense component has, in case a (1 — o(1))-proportion of all vertices have degrees of the same
order, it is equivalent to the existence of a component containing almost all vertices.

We complement the previous theorem with the following result that holds for any deterministic graph.

Theorem 1.10. Let D,, be a degree sequence and let d = d(n). Fiz any p < 1/d such that pd(Sy,(d)) > 1
and let w = min{(dp) =1, pd(S,(d))}. For any graph G with vertex set [n] and degree sequence Dy,

P[L1(Gp) < max{|S,(d)| + (1 + 2w ?)pd(Sn(d)), 21222} =1 — o(1).

log w

Our final result gives a rather surprising example that there exist degree sequences for which the order
of the largest component after p-percolation undergoes unboundedly many jumps (as a function of p).

Theorem 1.11. Fiz any k € N. There exist an increasing sequence of non-negative real numbers (o;)o<i<k
and two decreasing sequences of positive real numbers (B;)1<i<k and (0;)1<i<k such that the following holds:
Let DF be the degree sequence consisting of n® —n®-1 vertices of degree n® for everyi € [k], and n—n®* +1
vertices of degree 1, and let G = G(DF). For every i € [k], a.a.s.



(a) if p< n'=%=28 then L1(Gy) = O(n!—Fi=%),
(b) if p>>nt==20i then Li(G,) > n~P

The previous theorem shows that there exist sequences having unboundedly many jumps in the order
of the largest component. In fact, we also provide an example of sequences with unboundedly many jumps
in the leading constant, see Section[5.1] A similar phenomenon has been observed by Riordan and Warnke
in the context of the Achlioptas processes [25].

Main ideas and plan of the paper. Since the focus of this paper is on dense degree sequences,
classical methods based on the configuration model may not be applied in general, as a dense random
graph might have a superexponentially small probability (in terms of the number of vertices) to be simple.
Our main tool is the switching method; however, analysis of multi-type branching processes and several
large deviation inequalities from probability theory, such as Janson’s and Talagrand’s inequalities, are also
important in our arguments.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we introduce the switching method and other proba-
bilistic tools. In Section [3| we provide the proofs of the upper bounds in Part (a) of Theorems and
and in Theorem . The proofs of the lower bounds in Part (b) of Theorems and and results on
component jumps in Theorems [I.5] and Corollary are then presented in Section [l Since we reuse
parts of the proofs of different theorems, the order in which the theorems are proven is different from the
order in which they are stated above. Note that some proofs show slightly strengthened versions of the
results in this section. In Section [5] we present two examples of multi-jump behavior and, in particular,
prove Theorem [1.11

2 Preliminaries and tools

In this section we introduce the main technical tools used in our proofs.

2.1 The switching method

Our key technique to prove a.a.s. statements is a simple combinatorial switching argument. In this section
we describe the switchings that we will use.

For any graph G and four vertices a, b, c,d € V(G), provided that ab,cd € E(G) and ad,bc ¢ E(QG)
one may switch the edges ab and cd along the 4—cycle abed to obtain the graph G’ with the same vertex
set and with edge set E(G') = (E(G) U {ad, bc}) \ {ab, cd}. Note that switching operations are reversible:
if G’ is obtained from G by switching the edges ab and cd to get ad and be, then G is obtained from G’
by switching back the edges ad and bc.

Switchings were introduced by Petersen in [22]. The use of switchings to analyze graphs with prescribed
degrees was pioneered by McKay [I7]. For more information about the historical background see [26].

Let G(D,) be the set of simple graphs on V with degree sequence D,,. Recall that any switching
operation preserves the degree of each vertex, so any switching of a graph in G(D,,) yields a graph in
G(D,,). The switching method allows us to compare the sizes of two subsets £, F C G(D,,). Build an
auxiliary bipartite multigraph with partite sets £ and F, where we add an edge between G € £ and
G' € F for every switching that transforms G into G’, or equivalently G’ into G. Given a lower bound dg
on the degrees of any G € £ and an upper bound d} on the degrees of any G’ € F, a simple double-counting
argument implies that

dg |€| < d%|F).

Since G(D,,) is uniform in G(D,,), by abuse we may consider £ and F as events in the probability space



G(D,,). The previous inequality implies that

d+
P€) < L -P(F).
dé'
Our main object of interest is G(Dy,),. It is useful to imagine G(D,,), as the graph G(D,,) equipped with
a 2—coloring of its edges: edges in blue correspond to the ones that percolate and edges in red correspond
to the ones that do not percolate. The probability that we obtain any given edge-coloring of a graph
G € G(D,,) with ¢ blue edges is

L1 _ ,\ym/2—¢ o \m/2 4
p(1-p) _(1-p) <p)7 )

GOl 1G(Dn)] \1-p

with m being equal to the sum of all degrees. So, conditionally on the number of blue edges, we get a
uniform random graph with degree sequence D,, equipped with a uniform random 2-coloring with ¢ blue
edges.

Switchings can be extended to edge-colored graphs. To be able to analyze G(D,,), via swichings, we
only use switchings that preserve the number of blue edges. In such case, ensures that the probability
of an edge-colored graph and the one obtained by applying a switching to it is the same. In this paper it
will suffice to consider blue switchings, that is, we restrict the choice of ab and cd to the set of blue edges.
To prevent the appearance of multiedges, when switching ab and cd along abced, we will insist that ad and
be are not edges in our graph (that is, neither blue nor red).

We state a simple lemma on the number of pairs of oriented edges such that after switching them, one
obtains additional components.

Lemma 2.1. [15] The number of pairs of oriented edges uwv,zy in a graph G of order n such that, by
switching wv and xy, we obtain a graph with one more component than G, is at most 8n?.

2.2 Connection between average and minimum degree in graphs

In this subsection, we state a version of a classical result that holds for all deterministic graphs, and
provide a proof for completeness.

Lemma 2.2. Fiz an n-vertex graph G, d = d(n) satisfying |S,(d)| = Q(n) and fix dmin < d/2. Then, G
has a subgraph H containing at least

(n — [Sn(d)])dmin
d— 2dmin

[Sn(d)] —

vertices and minimum degree at least dyin. In fact, if dmin = o(d), then one may ensure that H contains
(1 —0(1))|Sn(d)| vertices and a (1 — o(1))-proportion of all edges of G.

Proof. We perform the following greedy algorithm. Let Gy = G, Ag = 0 and By = [n]. At step i > 1,
choose the smallest vertex with degree less than dpyi, in G;_1. If there is no such vertex, set H = G;_1,
which has minimum degree at least din, and terminate. Otherwise, let j; be the smallest vertex in V(G;_1)
of degree less than dp,. Delete j; from G;_; to obtain G;, update 4, = A;_1 U{j;}, Bi = B;—1 \ {Ji} and
go to step 7 + 1.

Let f + 1 be the step at which the algorithm terminates, i.e. H = Gy. At any step ¢ > 0, the number
of edges in the cut (A;, B;) increases by less than dpin, so the cut (Af, By) has at most |Af|dmin edges.
On the other hand, if at step i a vertex with degree (in G) at least d is chosen as j;, the number of edges
in the cut (A;, B;) decreases by at least (d — dpin) — dmin = d — 2dmin. Therefore, the number of steps at
which a vertex of degree at least d is deleted is at most

(n — [Sn(d)])dmin
d — 2dmin ’

7



which proves the first part. The second part follows from the fact that, if dyin, = o(d), then only o(n) =
0(]Sn(d)|) vertices and a negligible proportion of the edges can be deleted in the above procedure. O

Remark 2.3. We remark that, if the graph G in Lemma[2.2]is a random graph that is uniformly distributed
on its degree sequence, so is H. We prove this by induction (with the notation from the proof of Lemma
on i € [0, f]. For i = 0, the observation is trivial. Suppose that the induction hypothesis holds at step
i—1. Since G has a uniform distribution by the induction hypothesis, by conditioning on the edges (and
non-edges) incident to j;, the remaining graph must be uniformly distributed over the set of all graphs on
B;_1 and the degree sequence D;_1 of GG;_1 respecting the conditioning since each of them corresponds to
exactly one graph including j;, and each such graph is chosen with the same probability. Thus, deleting
the vertex j; leads to a uniform random graph G; on vertex set B; with the corresponding degree sequence,
as desired.

2.3 Stochastic comparison of the components of vertices with different degrees

In this section we show a general preliminary lemma saying that a vertex with higher degree will have a
higher probability to be in a larger component of G(Dy,)p.

Lemma 2.4. Fiz u,v € V with d(u) < d(v) and p € [0,1]. Let C, and C, be the components in G(Dy,)p
containing u and v, respectwely. Then, |V (Cy)| is stochastically dominated by |V (Cy)|.

Proof. We may assume that uv ¢ G(D,,); otherwise, the argument is analogous by assuming that uv ¢
E(G(Dy,)p) and reducing both degrees by 1 (clearly, if uv is an edge that percolates, C, = C,). Choose
S C V\{u,v} with S| € [d(v),d(u) + d(v)], and T' C S with |T| = d(u) + d(v) — |S|. Let Agr be the
event in G(D,,) that S = N(u) UN(v) and T'= N(u) N N(v). Conditionally on Ag 7, expose the graph
G(Dy,)p induced by V'\ {u,v}. Given G(Dy,), \ {u, v}, the order of the components of u and v in G(Dy,),
is determined by the state of the edges between S and w and between S and v, respectively. A simple
counting argument implies that, for every N C S and a degree sequence with d(u) < d(v), the probability
that N C N(u) in G(D,,) is at most the probability that N C N(v) in G(D,,). It follows that we can
couple C, and C, such that |V(C,)| < |V(Cy)|, as desired. O

2.4 Further probabilistic ingredients

In this subsection we gather several large deviation probabilistic inequalities.

Lemma 2.5 (Chernoff’s inequality, see e.g. [13]). Let (X;)!', be independent random variables taking
values in {0,1}, and define X = X1 + Xo + -+ + X, and p = E[X]. Then,

52
PX;+ 4+ X, <(1-9)u) <exp 5 for every 6 € [0,1], and

52

IP’(Xl—i—---—l—XnZ(l—i-(S),u)SGXP(— M) for every § > 0.

2496

n

Next, we say that a function f : R" — R is c-Lipschitz if for every i € [n] and any real numbers (z;)}7_;

and z] we have

lf(z1y ey Zigeoyzn) — f(21, 0oy Ziy ey 2)| < e
We say that a function f : R™ — R is r-certifiable if whenever f(z) > s, there exists a set I C [n] with
|I| < rs elements such that any Z € R™ agreeing with z on all coordinates in I satisfies f(2) > s.

Lemma 2.6 (Talagrand’s inequality for certifiable Lipschitz functions, see e.g. [20]). Let (Z;)], be
independent random variables and f : R™ — R be a c-Lipschitz and r-certifiable function. Denote
X = f(Z,...,Zy). Then, for everyt >0,

t2
P(|X — E[X]| > t 4 60c\/rE[X]) < 4exp (—W> _
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We will also use two inequalities for product measures on powersets. Let E be a finite set and 2% its
powerset. For ¢ € [0,1], let P, be the g-product measure on 28 that is, Py(A) = q‘A|(1 — q)B\ for all
A C E. A family A C 2F is called increasing if for every pair of sets A, B C E satisfying A C B and
A € A we also have B € A.

Lemma 2.7 (Harris’ inequality [8]). Let g € [0,1]. Any pair of increasing families A, B C 2% satisfies
Py(A)Py(B) < Py (ANDB).

Lemma 2.8 (A version of Janson’s inequality, see, e.g., [13]). Let E, be a Py-random subset of E and let
{Fi}tier be a collection of subsets of E. Fori € I, let X; = 1p,cr,, X = > ;c; Xi and p = E[X]. Define
also T ={(i,j) €I?> | FENF; # 0} and let A = > G.per E[XiX;]. Then, for every t € [0, ],

2
Py(X <p—t)<exp (—M) .

Finally, for an integrable probability distribution p on the set of non-negative integers with expectation
E[p], we recall that the Bienaimé-Galton- Watson tree with offspring distribution p is constructed as follows:
starting from a single vertex (the root), every vertex produces a number of children distributed according
to p and independent from the offspring of all other vertices. In particular, defining X} as the number of
vertices at graph distance k > 1 from the root, we get that E[Xy]| = E[E[ Xy | Xp_1]] = E[y] - E[X)—1] =
... =E[u]*.

3 Proofs of the main results: upper bounds

In this section we provide the proofs of Part (a) of Theorems and in Section and the proof of
Theorem [I.10] in Section [3.21

3.1 Proof of Part (a) in Theorems and

Fix d € [n — 1] and p € [0, 1]. Write S = S,,(d) and let X be the number of vertices in V' \ S that do not
remain isolated in G(D,,),. Then,

EX]= ) (1-(1-p)*)=MN(dp).
veV\S

Observe that Part (a) of Theorem is implied by Part (a) of Theorem since Ni(d,p) = o(n) for
p < 1/d. Therefore, it suffices to prove the latter. In fact, we will show that a.a.s. the number of non-
isolated vertices is dominated by the upper bound in Part (a) of Theorem To do so, it suffices to show
that typically X — E[X] = o(E[X]) conditionally on any realization of G € G(D,,).

Given G, X is a function f of the independent random variables that mark whether an edge has
percolated or not. The function f is 2-Lipschitz (changing the state of an edge may only change the fact
that its endvertices are isolated or not) and 1-certifiable (the fact that there are s > 1 non-isolated vertices
can be witnessed by s edges). Let w = w(n) be a function that tends to infinity sufficiently slowly. By
Talagrand’s inequality (Lemma [2.6) with ¢ = \/wE[X] > 1204/E[X], we obtain

w

P(X > Ni(d,p) +2y/wNi(d,p)) <P(|X — E[X]] > 2\/wE[X]]) < 4exp( 39

) — o(1). 2)
Since this bound holds for any choice of G € G(D,,), it also holds unconditionally.

Note that if Ny(d,p) — oo as n — oo, then implies that X < (1 + o(1))N1(d,p) a.a.s., whilst if
Ni(d,p) = O(1) = o(|S]), Markov’s inequality implies that X = o(|S|) as well. Since there are at most



|S| vertices of degree at least d, a.a.s. the total number of vertices in the largest component of G(D,,), is
at most

1S]+ X < (14 0(1)(|S] + Ni(d, p)),

thus proving Theorem [1.9| (a).

3.2 Proof of Theorem [1.10|

Let S = S,,(d) and recall the assumptions pd < 1 < pd(S). Denote by C the union of the components of
Gy, that intersect S. We will show that a.a.s.

L V(O] < |S]+ (1 + 2w~ /3)pd(S), and

2. L1(G,) < max {yV(C)| 21°g"}.

' “logw

Let H = G[V'\ S] be the subgraph induced by the vertices of degree less than d. For any v ¢ S, let H(v)
be the component of v in H,,.

Lemma 3.1. For any v ¢ S, we have E[|H(v)|] <1+ 2w™t. Moreover, for all u > 0,

P(1(0)] 2 5 2E") = o(n=0o0) )

— T logw

In particular, a.a.s. Ly(H,) < 218"

logw *

Proof. We consider a breadth first search (BFS) exploration process of H(v) starting at UE| Since d(v) < d,
we can couple the above BFS process with a Bienaymé-Galton-Watson tree with offspring distribution
Bin(d, p) in such a way that the latter stochastically dominates the former. For every k > 0, we denote
by X}, the size of the k-th generation of the Bienaymé-Galton-Watson tree and let T'= >, - X be the
total progeny of the tree. Then, |H(v)| < |T| holds on the probability space where H(v) and T have been
coupled.

By the choice of w, we have E[X}] < (dp)* < w™* for all k € N. It follows that

E[Hv)] <Y EXi] <1+2w7
k>0

In order to bound the probability that H(v) is large, we will use classical results for branching processes
with binomial offspring. Let I := A — 1 — log A denote the large deviation function for Poisson random
variables with mean A and note that I/, = (1+o(1)) logw. Since dp < 1/w, by Corollary 2.20 in [10] we
deduce that for any ¢ > 0,

P(|H(v)| > t) <P(T >t) < e thye,

Choosing t = ,u}ggg finishes the proof of the first statement. Moreover, by choosing p = 2 and taking a
union bound over all at most n vertices, we deduce that a.a.s. Li(H)) < 2%, as desired. O

2The formal description of the exploration process goes as follows: first, assign label 0 to the vertex v. Then, as a first
step, reveal the neighbors of v and assign them labels between 1 and d(v) in an arbitrary order. Suppose that just before
step ¢ one has revealed vertices with labels between 0 and ¢;. If ¢; < i, then finish the exploration process. Otherwise, reveal
all neighbors of i, and if exactly r; of them have not been labeled before, assign labels ¢; +1,...,¢; + r; to these new vertices
in an arbitrary order.
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Let Ng(S) be the set of vertices v ¢ S with at least one neighbor in S. For v € Ng(S), let (v, S)
denote the event that there exists at least one edge between v and S in G,. The number of vertices v for
which &,(v, S) holds, is stochastically dominated by Bin(d(S), p). Thus, |V (C)| is stochastically dominated
by the sum of |S| and two random variables: X ~ Bin(d(S),p) and

Y= Y Meeme)(H@) - 1).
e€E(S,V\S)
e=uv
Indeed, X dominates stochastically the number of vertices in Ng(S), and Y counts for the orders of the
components of the vertices v € Ng(S) in Hy, without counting v itself (since v is already “counted” by
X). By Lemma E[Y] < 2w 'E[X] < 2w 1pd(S), and hence Markov’s inequality yields a.a.s. ¥ <
w™3pd(8). Since pd(S) — oo, by Chernoff’s inequality a.a.s. | X — E[X]| = o(E[X]*?) = o(w™/3pd(S)),
and hence a.a.s.

V(C)| < |S|+ E[X] 4 2w~ 3pd(S) = |S| + (1 + 2w~ Y3)pd(S).

By Lemma the order of the components in G, that do not intersect S is a.a.s. at most 2%222, which
concludes the proof of Theorem [1.10

4 Proof of the main results: lower bounds

We continue by providing a proof of Part (b) in Theorems and in Sections and . We
then prove Theorem [I.7] and Corollary [1.§]in Section 4.3

4.1 Proof of Part (b) in Theorems and
First, we show Theorem [I.5] assuming Theorem

Proof of Theorem [1.5 assuming Theorem [1.1. 1f |S,(w™d2)| = o(n), then by Theorem (a) with d =
da/w and p = py < 1/d we get that Li(G(Dy)p,) = o(n) a.a.s. If not, suppose for contradiction that
there is € > 0 and an increasing subsequence (n;);>1 satisfying

]P)(Ll(G(Dm)m) - Ll(G(Dm)m) = gni) 2 €. (4)

By assumption, there is § > 0 for which one may further extract an increasing subsequence (n});>1 of
(ni)i>1 such that | S, (w™ldg)| = dnl+o(n;). Hence, by Theorem|1.1](a) with d = w™ldy and p = p» < 1/d
we get that P(L1(G(Dyy)p,) < dn; + o(n;)) = 1 — o(1), and by Theorem (b) with d = wd; and
p = p1 > 1/d we get that P(L;(G(D,/)p,) > on, —o(n;)) = 1 — o(1). Combining the above two
applications of Theorem leads to a contradiction of our assumption of . ]

Now, let dp = w? for some function w = w(n) — oo. By Lemma [2.2 we know that G(D,,) contains a
graph H with minimum degree at least d’ := d/w which contains almost all vertices of |.S,(d)| and is also
uniformly distributed on its degree sequence by Remark

To the end of the section, we show that a.a.s. the graph H,, contains a component of order (1 —o(1))h
where h := |V(H)|. To this end, we show that H has good expansion properties and all cuts (V7,V3) in
H,, with |Vi],|V2] > h/w contain at least one edge, which clearly implies Part (b) in Theorem To do
so, we show that a.a.s. every such cut in H contains many edges and at least one of these edges is retained
in H,.

Lemma 4.1. For every s € [h/w, h/2], with probability at least exp(—Q(d's)), every cut (V1,Va2) in H with
|Vi| = s contains at least d's(h — s)/(200h) edges.
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Proof. The proof relies on the first moment method. Fix a cut (Vi,V2) of H with |Vi| = s. Let ko :=
d's(h — s)/(100h) — 2. For any k < ko, denote by Fj the event e(V1,V2) = k. The number of switchings
from Fj4o to Fy is clearly at most 2 - (k+2)(k+1)/2.

Let us bound from below the number of switchings from Fj to Fi12. On the one hand, the subset of
Vo consisting of the vertices with at least s/3 neighbors in V; has size at most 3k/s < d’/30. Since each
such vertex has degree at most h — s inside V5, the graph induced by its complement (which we denote
by Wa C V3) contains at least d'(h —s)/2 —d'(h—s)/30 —k > d'(h — s)/3 edges. At the same time, since
the cut has k edges, there are at most (h — s)/25 vertices v € Vs satisfying e({v}, V1) > 25k/(h — s), or
alternatively, at least 24(h — s)/25 vertices in V5 have at most 25k/(h — s) < d’s/(4h) neighbors in V.
Call this set Uz and note that Us C Wo since d's/(4h) < s/3.

Fix one edge uw with u € Us, w € Ws. The number of switchings including ww and increasing
the cut is at least the number of edges with one endvertex in Vi \ (N(u) U N(w)) and one endvertex in
V1 \ (N(u) N N(w)). On the one hand, |N(u) N N(w)NVi| < |N(u)NVi| < d's/(4h), so there are at most
d's?/(4h) < d's/8 edges in H[V;] incident to N(u) N N(w) N Vi. Hence, the number of edges in H[V]
incident to a vertex in Vi \ (IV(u) U N(w)) but not to N(u) N N(w) N Vi is at least

IV - IN@UN@) _, ds _ d(s—25/3) ds _ds _ ds
2 8 = 2 100 8 — 50
Since the number of edges between Uy and Wh is at least d'|Us|/2 — (h — s)d’' /30 — k > 10d'(h — s) /25, we
get that

| Fk| < (k +2)? < s(h—s) <i

Frra| = (ds/50) - (10d'(h — 5)/25) = SO — 80°
As aresult, | Fo19)/2]/[Fko| < 80~*0/4. Since the number of cuts is at most 2", using that h—s > s > h/w
and d’ > w? (so ko = Q(d’s) > h) finishes the proof of the lemma. O

We are ready to finish the proof of Theorem [I.1]

Proof of Part (b) in Theorem[1.1. We condition on the event from Lemma Then, by a union bound,
there is a cut (7, V2) in H with |Vi| = s € [h/w, h/2] which is empty in H, with probability at most

h/2

> (’;) (1= p)? =@ = o - exp(—~Q(pd'h/w)) = exp(~Q(pd'h/w)),
s=h/w

where we used that (if) < 2" and h = o(pd's) for every s € [h/w,h/2]. Combining this with the error
bound from Lemma we get that, with probability 1 —exp(—Q(pd'h/w)) = 1 —exp(—Q(wn)), the graph
H,, contains a connected component of order (1 — 1/w)h and almost all vertices of S,(d) are present in
this component. 0

4.2 Proof of Part (b) in Theorem

We are ready to provide the proof of Part (b) in Theorem [1.9| without further preparation.

Proof of Part (b) in Theorem[1.9 Fix pd = w? for some function w(n) — oo, and set d’ = d/w. Again,
we construct a subgraph H with h = |[V(H)| from G(D,,) by iteratively deleting the vertices with degree
less than d'.

Otherwise said, H contains (1 — o(1))-proportion of all edges in G(D,,). Moreover, since d'p > 1 and
H has minimum degree d’, we conclude as in the proof of Part (b) in Theorem that a.a.s. all but at
most O(w™!h) vertices are in the same connected component of H,. Denote the set of vertices that do
not participate in this component by U.
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Now, by Lemma (applied with H instead of G(D,,) and p instead of ¢) implies that the expected
average degree (in Hj,) of the vertices in U is smaller than the expected average degree of H,. Hence, the
expected number of edges in H,, that are incident to a vertex in U is at most E[2|E(H,,)|- |U|/h] = o(mp),
and an application of Markov’s inequality finishes the proof. O

4.3 Proof of Theorem and Corollary

Recall the statements of Theorem and Corollary We note that di = o(n) since Sp(d) # 0 and
d > di. Moreover, we may (and do) assume that d; = O(da): for Corollary this assumption
obviously holds. For Theorem , otherwise, let d3 (dy4, respectively) be the smallest integer satisfying
|S(d2) \ S(d3)| > don/3 (]S(d2) \ S(dyg)| > 20n/3, respectively). In particular, do < d3 < d4 < dy. Then,
if either d3/dy, dy4/ds, or dy/dy, is of order O(1), we may prove the theorem with do and ds3, with d3 — 1
and dy4, or with d4 — 1 and dy respectively, instead of di; and do. Otherwise, do < d3 < d4 < dp, and one
may deduce Theorem [1.7| with C' = §/4 from a combination of Theorem (a), applied with d = d4 and
p =1/d; < 1/dy, and of Theorem [L.1] (b), applied with d = d3 and p = 1/dy > 1/ds.

To prove Theorem , we will perform a 2-stage exposure of the edges of Go = G(D,,)p,. First, we
percolate the edges with probability p;, thereby obtaining G1 = G(Dy,)p,. It is useful to think about G,
as a randomly colored copy of G(D,,), where we assign blue to the edges that percolated and red to the
other ones. We then give another chance to each red edge of G to appear with probability p = %.
An edge that failed to percolate in the first stage but did percolate in the second one updates its color to
green. Then, Gy is the subgraph containing all blue and green edges of the randomly colored G(D,,).

We will show that G has a largest (blue) component, called Cy, of linear order and that the set of
vertices, incident to “a lot of” red edges and no blue edges, is of linear size. Then, we will show that, after
the second percolation stage, a constant fraction of these vertices attach to C; via green paths of length
at most 2.

For i € {1,2} write S; = Sy(d;). Denote also Siso = {v € Sz \ S1 : dp, (v) = 0}, that is, the (random)
set of vertices of degrees between dp and d; that are isolated in G;. Theorem (b) implies that there
exists a component in Gy of order at least 6'n — o(n) a.a.s. Therefore, the largest component C; of Gy
has order at least 8'n — o(n).

For v € S;s0, we split the neighborhood of v in G(D,,) into 3 sets:

e N'(v) (type 1): neighbors of v in V(Cy);
e N2(v) (type 2): neighbors of v not in V(C;) which have at least v/dad neighbors in V(Cy);

e N3(v) (type 3): neighbors of v not in V(C;) which have less than \/dad neighbors in V' (Cy).

with |[N2(v)| > da/3, and let S3_ = Sis \ (Sk, U S2,), which in particular satisfies |N3(v)| > dg/3 for all

3 180 180 180
ve Sy,

The idea of the proof is to show first that |S;s| is linear in n. Next, we show that a.a.s. a constant

proportion of the vertices in Sl-lso U SiQSO attach to C; using green edges. Finally, we prove that SS’SO is small.

Therefore, the order of the largest component increases by a constant fraction between the first and the

Let SL, be the set of vertices v € Sjso with [N1(v)| > da/3. Also, let SZ-QSO be set of vertices v € SZ-SO\SZ-1

second stage, proving both theorems.
For this purpose, define the events

Ao = {ISiso| > 0n/8}, A1 ={|Sj| > |Sisol/3}, and Az = {|S7,] > |Sisol/3}-

Note that these events are measurable with respect to the o-algebra generated by G (i.e., the first
stage of the percolation).

Lemma 4.2. We have P(Ag) =1 — o(1).
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Proof. Let G € G(Dy,). We will bound P(Ag | G(D,,) = G) uniformly for all G using Janson’s inequality
(Lemma [2.8). For every v € V(G), we define the event A, = {dp, (v) = 0} and the random variables
X, =14, and X = Zve $o\ Sy X,. Note that the event A, is increasing with respect to the red percolation
process.

Independently of the choice of G, if v € Sy \ S, then (using that di > da +1 > 2)

P(A,) > (1 - ;)d =3 (5)

and, by hypothesis, u = E[X] > (1 — 0(1))%.
For any two vertices u,v € V(G), the random variables X,, and X, are not independent if and only if
wv € E(G). Thus, since di = o(n), we have

A= Z E[X.X,] < din = o(n?).
u,vGSQ\Sl;
weF(G)

By Lemma[2.8| applied with ¢ = p — dn/8 = (1 — o(1))p/2, we conclude that

which proves the lemma. O

Lemma 4.3. There exists ¢c; > 0 such that

P (Ll(Gg) —Li(Gy) > c10n

Ao N A1> =1-o(1).

Proof. Let us condition on a realization of the first stage of the percolation process that satisfies Ag N .Aj.
We will prove the lemma in this conditional space. The two events imply that |SL,| > én/24. For every

v E Silso, define the event B, as the event that at least one red edge in Gy between v and V(Cy) percolates
(i.e., becomes green) at the second stage. Since p = % is a decreasing function of p; and p; < py/c,

(1-1/c)p2 c—1
we have p > T=pajc = ody -

For v € S}

1807

c—1\%/?3
]P’(Bv)zl—(l—p)d2/3>1—<1— ) > ¢
Cd2

for some constant ¢y > 0. Conditionally on the first stage, the collection of events {B, : v € SL } is
independent since distinct events depend on disjoint sets of edges.
By Chernoff’s bound (Lemma [2.5)), the probability that at most codn/48 vertices of S. attach to

180

V(Cy1) in G is at most e~/192 = (1), so the lemma holds with ¢; = ¢o/48. O

Lemma 4.4. There exists co > 0 such that

P (Ll(Gg) — Ll(Gl) Z CQ&TL

Ao N A2> =1-o0(1).

Proof. Let us condition on a realization of the first stage of the percolation process that satisfies Ag N .As.
We will prove the lemma in this conditional space. The event Ay N Ay implies that |SZ | > én/24.

Let T be the set of vertices not in V(C1) with at least one neighbor in SZ_ and at least v/dad neighbors
inCy. If weTNSs, then w € Silso as \/dod > da/3. Similarly to the proof of Lemma we may show
that a.a.s. at least codn/48 vertices in S2,, are connected (by a green edge) to at least one element of T
after the second stage. We condition on this event.
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Moreover, the probability that w € T' is not connected (by a green edge) to C; after the second stage
is at most

(1 _p)\/de < e PVd2d _ o(1).

since p = Q(1/dz2) and da < d. The collection of these events for w € T is independent, and independent
of the existence of green edges between SZZSO and T

We conclude that the expected number of vertices v € S2 such that none of its neighbors in T are

adjacent to C; after the second phase is at most o(|SZ,|) = o(n). By Markov’s inequality it follows that

a.a.s. there are at least codn/96 vertices in Sl?w that connect to C; through a green path of length 2 in

G2, and the lemma holds with co = ¢(/96. O
The next statement follows directly from Lemmas [£.2] [£.3] and 4]

Corollary 4.5. There exists cg > 0 such that
P({Ll(Gg) — Ll(Gl) Z 035n} N (.Al U .AQ)) Z ]P)(.Al U ./42) — 0(1)

Proof. Let ¢s = min{cy, co}, where ¢; and ¢y are the constants appearing in Lemmas and , respec-
tively. Write A = {L1(Gz2) — L1(G1) > c30n}. Then, by Lemmas , and

P(AN (A1 UAg)) >P(AN AN (A UAg))
=P(ANAyNA)U(AN AN A2))
=PANANA)+PANA;NAy) —P(AN Ay N AN Ag)
> (1—0(1))P(AgNAy) + (1 —o(1))P(Ag N Az) — P(Ag N A N As)
=P(Ao N A1) +P(Ag N Az) — P((Ag N A1) N (Ag N A2)) — o(1)
=P((AoNA;)U(AgN.Az)) —o(1)
=P(AgN (A1 UAy)) —o(l) =P(A; U Ay) — o(1),

which proves the corollary. O

In the remainder of the section, we show that P(A; U A2) =1 —o(1). Recall that m denotes the sum
of the degrees of all vertices in G(D,,).

Lemma 4.6. Let Cy be the largest (blue) component of Gi after the first percolation stage. Then, a.a.s.
all but o(m) (blue, green or red) edges have two endvertices in V(Cy).

Proof. Recall that d; < d. Let A = A(n) be a function tending to infinity with n such that A\3d;/d — 0.
Define d’ = d/\. Since p1d’ > M2 and ' = |S,(d')| > |S,(d)] > &'n (so d(S,(d')) > §'dn > d'n), by
Part (b) in Theorem [1.1]applied with p; and d’, a.a.s. G has a component C; with at least (1 —O(A™%))s’
vertices. Moreover, using that the error bound in Part (b) in Theorem [1.1]is exp(—£2(n)) by Remark
the expected number of vertices of S, (d’) outside C; is at most O(A~*s’). As a consequence, for at least
(1 — A71)s’ vertices in S, (d’), the probability that they belong to C; has to be at least 1 — A™1: to see
this, note that the expected fraction of vertices of S, (d’) belonging to C; would otherwise be at most

A=AH- 14Xt a-2hH=1-172

which is a contradiction with our previous bounds.

Let d” = d"(n) be the smallest integer such that |S,(d” + 1)| < (1 — A7!)s’. By Lemma [2.4] one may
deduce that, for every v € S, (d"), the probability that v belongs to C; is at least 1 — A~!. In particular,
if an edge has both endpoints of degree at least d”’, the probability that at least one of its endpoints does
not belong to C; is at most 2A~1.

Let us show that most of the edges in G(D,,) have both endpoints of degree at least d”. First of all,
note that dn = O(m) since there are at least 6'n + o(n) vertices of degree at least d. On the one hand, the
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number of edges with at least one endpoint of degree at most d’ is at most d'n = A"'dn = O(A~'m). On
the other hand, the number of vertices of degree between d’ and d” is |S,,(d’) \ Sn(d")| = O(A"1s") = o(n),
so they make up for at most a A~ !-proportion of vertices in S,,(d’). Since these are the vertices of smallest
degree in S, (d’), the number of edges incident to them is at most O(A~'m). Hence, all but O(A\~1m)
edges are incident to two vertices of degree at least d”. Since any such edge belongs to C; with probability
at least 1 — 2A~1, Markov’s inequality implies that, with probability at least 1 — A~1/2, all but O()\*l/ 2m)
edges are contained in Cy, yielding the lemma. 0

Define A3 as the following event: for every set U C V(Cy) satisfying |U| < d; + v/dad, the number of
red edges of G(D,,) with both endpoints in V(C;) \ U is at least (1 —1/¢)m/4.

Corollary 4.7. We have P(A3) =1 —o(1).

Proof. On the one hand, Chernoff’s bound implies that there must be at least (1—p1)m/3 > (1—1/¢)m/3
red edges in total. On the other hand, by Lemma a.a.s. there are (1 — o(1))m/2 edges with both
endpoints in V(Cy). Since d2 = o(d) and d; = O(dz) (assumption made in the beginning of this subsection),
for every set U C V(Cy) satisfying |U| < dy + +/dad, there are at most |U|n < din+ +/dadn = o(m) edges,
incident to U. Since (1 —1/c)m/3 —o(m) > (1 — 1/c)m/4, the corollary follows. O

Lemma 4.8. We have P(A; U A2) = o(1).

Proof. For i € {1,2,3}, recall that N*(v) denotes the set of neighbors of v of type i, and consider the

random variables '
Xi= Y IN'(v)l.

veSiso

Let ko := d2dn /72 and define the event
B = {Xg > k‘o}.

Under Ag, we have A; U As C B: indeed, observe that under Ay, if A; U A5 holds, then there has to be
at least a third of the vertices v € Sjs, with |[N3(v)| > d2/3 which gives X3 > da|Siso|/9 > ko. We will
show that, under the event Ay N A3, the probability that B holds tends to 0. This completes the proof of

the lemma since Ay and As hold a.a.s.
For every t,k > 0, define F; j, as the event that Ag N A3 holds, X9 + X3 =t and X3 = k. We have

BnAnAs= | Fu (6)

t>k>ko

For t fixed, in the switching argument below, it will be convenient to split the events F; ;. into disjoint
families of size n. Consider G, , = U?;01Ft7ng+i. Letting ¢g = |ko/n ], it suffices to bound the probability of

BnAonAs= | Gue (7)

>0

>0y
Before going into the technical details, let us give an intuitive explanation of the proof. To estimate
the probability of BN.AygN A3, we bound from above the probabilities of G; ¢ in a recursive fashion by using
switchings. Roughly speaking, the events (G; ) could be seen as layers that are consecutively peeled
from the event BN .AgN.A3z. Note that, while F; j, seem to be natural candidates to define the layers (in a
simpler way), the possibility that the value of X3 can change significantly after a single switching makes the
recursive relations long and unpleasant. Instead, the probability of G; ¢ is dominated by using switchings
with a closely related event H;, defined as union of only six events preceding G;, in the lexicographic
order. To do this, we use switchings again. We first study “backward” switchings. Let G € G;, with
¢ > {y. Recall that C; is the largest (blue) component of G after the first percolation stage. We will
switch red edges of the form vz, where v € Sy, and z € N3(v), with red edges zy for which both endpoints
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<]

Figure 1: The switching of vz and zy with va and zy. First, v and z may move from 52-280 U Sf’so to Silso
(note that z may be outside Sjs, in general while v € S;5, by definition), and therefore for every vertex
w € Siso, the edges wv and wz may contribute to Na(w) instead of N3(w) after the switching. Apart from
that, z loses one edge towards S;s, and v loses at most one edge towards S;s,. Hence, X3 changes by at

most e(v, Siso \ V) + €(z, Siso \ 2) < 2|S;s0| but X2 + X3 changes by 1 or 2.

w

x and y belong to Ci, thus obtaining the edges vx and yz. Note that since the edge xy is red, x and y
still belong to C; after the switching. Now, observe that after this switching, Xo + X3 decreases by 1
or 2: indeed, z € N3(v), and therefore |N3(v)| decreases by 1. It might also happen that z € S;s, and
v € N%(z) U N3(z), in which case |[N?(z)| + |N3(z)| also decreases by 1. For any other vertex w in Sis,
being incident via (red) edges to either v or z, note that v or z might switch from N3(w) to N?(w) but
this does not affect X9 + X3. By the same argument, X3 alone might decrease by at most 2|S;s,| (this is
the case if v or z have exactly v/dad (red) neighbors in C; after the switching), see Figure |1l Thus, the
switched graph is in

Hip = Gi10UG10-1UGi102UGr 2, UG 20p 1UGi_ 24 0.

There are at least fn choices for vz. Since by definition G;y C A3, d(v) < dy and z has at most \/dad
neighbors in Cy1, by Corollary [4.7| applied with (N (v) UN(2)) NV (Cy) there are Q(m) choices for the (red)
edge zy, which ensures Q(¢nm) possible switchings from G; ¢ to Hy ¢.

We now look at “forward” switchings. Let G' € H; . To obtain a graph in G; , we need to switch two
edges, var and yz, such that v € Sis, 2 € V' \ C; with less than v/dad + 1 neighbors in C; and z,y € Cy, to
obtain the edges vz and xy. There are clearly at most n? choices for v and z, and, given v and z, there
are at most dl(\/cm + 1) ways to complete the switching (recall that vertices in S;s, have degree at most
d1). So the total number of switchings is at most n2dy(v/dad + 1).

For ¢ > {y, we double-count the number of switchings between G;, and H;y. Recall that m >
(8'n — o(n))d and d; = O(dz), which in particular implies d; = o(v/dad). It follows that

n2d1(\/ dgd + 1)

[Grel < Q(nm)

[Heel = o(|Hzel)-

Therefore, for every t € N,

‘ U Grel = Z |Geel = o(1) Z [Heel = o(1) Z |Gl

>0 >0 >0 >0
>0 >0 >0 0>05—2

since each of (G ¢)i>0,6>¢, appears in at most 6 terms of the sum » ;- 5, [Heel-
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We conclude that

P({J Gue) =o(®( U Groe)) = ol1),

t>0 t>0
£>4y 0>00—2

and the lemma holds. O

Proof of Theorem[I.7. Let A ={L1(G2) — L1(G1) > c36n}, where c3 is the constant appearing in Corol-
lary By Corollary and Lemma we have

P(A) > P(AN (A UAz)) > P(A; UAs) —o(1) = 1 — o(1).
O

Proof of Corollary[1.8 Corollaryis a direct application of Theorem with (14¢)~!dy and (1—¢)~'d;
instead of ds and di, respectively. ]

4.3.1 Remarks on Theorem and Corollary

In this section we show that the conditions 8’ > 0 and § > 0 in two of our main results, Theorem and
Corollary [I.8] are needed.

Remark 4.9. In both Theorem and Corollary the condition ¢’ > 0 is necessary. In the setting of
Corollary the next example shows the existence of degree sequences for which a linear size component
does not exist a.a.s. even for pa-percolation if &’ = 0. Fix £,d > 0, d2 = d2(n) = logn —loglogn and dy =
dy(n) = logn+loglogn. Let D, be the sequence formed by (1—49)n vertices of degree § logn and dn vertices
of degree log n. We will sketch the argument using the configuration model CM(D,,). For a degree sequence
D,,, define the p-thinned version of D,,, denoted by (D,,),, as the random degree sequence satisfying that
Vv € V,d(v), ~ Bin(d(v), p) where (d(v)p)vev are independent random variables conditioned on their sum
being even. It is well-known that for any degree sequence, CM(D,,), is distributed as CM(D,,), (see
e.g. [, Lemma 3.2|). As n grows, d(v),, converges to Po(d(v)pz) in distribution, and (D,,),, converges in
distribution to the random degree sequence D,, composed of (1 —&)n vertices u € V : d(u) ~ Po(6(1 +¢))
and 6n vertices u € V : d(u) ~ Po(1 + ¢) for some £ = e(n) = o(1), conditionally on Y ey d(u) being
even. It is easy to check that one may choose sufficiently small § > 0 so that a.s.

d d(v)(d(v) — 2
lim 72”6‘/ ) exists and lim 2vey Av)(d) )

n—o00 n n—o00 Z’UEV CZ(’U)

exists and is negative.

Then, by Theorem 2 in [2] the probability that there exists a component of linear order is at most
exp(—cn) for some ¢ > 0. Moreover, by choosing § sufficiently small one may conclude by Corollary 11.8
in [6] that the probability that CM(D,,) is simple is at least exp(—O(= 3" d(v)?)) > exp(—c'n) for some
0 < ¢ < ¢ (recall that m = ) d(v).) Therefore, the probability that Li(G(Dy)p,) = o(n) is at least
1—exp(—(c—¢)n) =1—0(1). A similar example may be constructed for Theorem [1.7] as well by choosing
dy = da(n) =logn, di = di(n) = 3logn, and D,, being the sequence formed by (1 — §)n vertices of degree
dlogn and dn vertices of degree 2logn for sufficiently small § > 0.

Remark 4.10. In Theorem and Corollary the condition & > 0 is also necessary. For example,
in the setup of Theorem let D,, be the constant degree sequence where d(v) =mn — 1 for any v € V.
Then, G(D,,) is the complete graph and G(D,,),, is an Erdgs-Rényi random graph with parameters n and
p. Let di(n) = logn and da(n) = 2logn, so § = 0. Since p1,p2 = ©(1/logn), both G(Dy,)p, and G(Dy,)p,
are a.a.s. connected, and in particular

P[L1(G(Dn)p,) = L1(G(Dn)p, )] = 1 — o(1).
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5 Degree sequences with multiple jumps

In this section, we show the existence of degree sequences such that the percolated random graph undergoes
an unbounded number of phase transitions in the order of the largest connected component. The two
examples below are of different nature. Firstly, we show that the proportion of vertices in a linear connected
component can experience many jumps. Secondly, we show that even the asymptotic order of the largest
component can abruptly change many times. This shows that determining the asymptotic size of the
largest component of percolated dense random graphs is a rich and complex problem.

5.1 Jumps in the leading constant

Consider the degree sequence D,, that has n/2 vertices of degree nt/2, n/4 vertices of degree n3/4, n/8

vertices of degree n”/®, and so on. In particular, the average degree of G(D,) is n'=°() and most of the
edges have both endpoints in vertices of degree n'=°). From an intuitive point of view, a typical graph
with degree sequence D,, looks like an onion: it contains many nested layers with different degree profiles,
the most external being the vertices of degree y/n and the most internal ones being the vertices of highest
degrees.

For any a € (0,1], set po, = pa(n) = n®~!. Using that the quantity |S,(d)| jumps at d = ni=1/2" for
all £ > 1, a direct application of Theorem shows that, for every k > 1,

e if @ >27% then a.a.s. L1(G(Dy),,) > n/28 1 —o(n), and
e if & < 27F then a.a.s. L1(G(Dy)p,) < n/2% + o(n).

As a result, the step function f : a € (0,1] — 2/1°g2()] ¢ (0, 1] depicted in Figurecaptures the evolution
of the largest component in the sense that, for every o € (0,1], L1(G(Dr)p,) = f(a)n + o(n).

Interestingly, there is no threshold for the property of having a linear order component: for any
a € (0,1], a.a.s. there is a linear order component in the graph percolated with probability p, but there
is a.a.s. no such component if p = n=1to),

1.0 1

0.8

0.6 1

0.4 1

0.2

0.0 1

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

Figure 2: The function f(«) for o € (0,1].
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5.2 Jumps in the order: the proof of Theorem [1.11

In this section we present a degree sequence for which there are many jumps in the asymptotic order of
the largest component. We start with the following proposition:

Proposition 5.1. Fiz d = d(n) and p = p(n) € [0,1) satisfying dp > 1. Let H = H(D,,) be a random
graph satisfying that the degrees of the vertices of the graphs H[Su(d)], H[V \ Su(d)] and H[Su(d),V \
Su(d)] are prescribed, and the three graphs are uniform with respect to the given degrees. Denote S(d) =
Su(d) for ease of writing and suppose that there is a function A : N — Rt with A\(n) tending to oo as
n — oo such that:

i) Asymptotically almost all vertices v € S(d) satisfy N /p < Xdps(ay(v) < du(v),
i) In H[S(d),V \ S(d)], all vertices in V' \ S(d) have degree at most (Ap)~!.
Then, the largest component in H,, has size at least (1 — o(1))pd|S(d)| a.a.s.

Proof. All subsequent claims in the proof hold only a.a.s. First, by assumption i) almost all vertices in
S(d) have degree at least A\/p in H[S(d)] (so in particular |S(d)| > A/p). Hence, by Theorem (b)
(applied with H[S(d)] instead of G(D,,) and [\/p| instead of d), the largest component of H[S(d)], has
size (1 — 0(1))|S(d)|; let Vo be the corresponding vertex set of this component. Let kg = [(Ap)~!]. For
k < ko, let ny be the number the vertices in V' \ S(d) that have exactly k neighbors in V4. Recall that for
every v € S(d) we have d(v) > d and, for most of them, e(v, S(d)) < d(v)/A = o(d(v)). Therefore

(1~ o(1)d|S(d)| < (V. V \ 5(d) ank

Denote by U the size of the set of vertices in V'\ S(d) adjacent to Vj after percolation. Then we have

E[lU]] = an 1-QQ-p pzimk> (1 —o(1))pd|S(d)],

where we used that (1 — (1 —p)*) ~ kp since kp < kop = o(1). As |S(d)| > \/p — 0o as n — oo, a simple
application of Chernoff’s inequality shows that |U| ~ E[|U]]. O

We will use the previous proposition to prove the following statement on the existence of a large
component.

Proposition 5.2. Let 0 < f<a<lwitha+ <1< a+2B. Let w=w(n), & =w(n) be two functions
tending to oo sufficiently slowly as n — oo and &(n) <€ w(n). Ford = n® and p = on'=*28 suppose that
the following conditions are satisfied:

i) [Su(d)] ~ n®,

i) d(Sp(d)) ~noth,
iii) AV \ Sn(d)) < (wp)~L,
) d(V \ Sp(d)) ~n,

v) A(S,(d)) < n?e=26,

Then, the largest component in G(Dy,), has size at least n*=.
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Before proving the proposition we will need two auxiliary lemmas. Let us define

A= {v e Su(d)\ Sn(2d) : e(v, Sp(d)) < Ln>+2F71},
B ={v € 8u(d) : e(v, Su(d) > 20+ 1d(v)}.

In the sequel, we denote G = G(D,,).
Lemma 5.3. A.a.s. A= 0.

Proof. Fix a vertex v of degree d(v) € [n®,2n°] and let v = a + 23 — 1. We use the switching method to
show the statement of the lemma. Denote by F; the event that e(v, S, (d) \ v) = 4. Suppose that i < In?.
The number of switchings from F; to F;_1 is bounded from above by 2i - d(V(G)) < (3 + o(1))n?"1, by
and . On the other hand, to construct a switching from F;_; to JF; it suffices to choose a vertex
u € Ng[v] \ Sn(d) and an edge zy with = € S,,(d) \ Ng[v] and y € V' \ Ngu| to obtain the edges vx and
uy after the switching. By (fij) and , and since 8 < «, the number of choices is at least

> d(Su(d)\ Nalv], V\ Nalul) > (d — (i — 1))|Sn(d) \ Na[v]|(d — AV \ Su(d)) — 1)
uENG [vV[\Sn(d)
~ T2 — L
We conclude that
[Fie1l < (5 +0(1))|Fi],
and
| Uz‘génw F[énv] ‘

Plve A) <

< (3 +o(1)s".

Thus, by a union bound, a.a.s. A = (). O
Lemma 5.4. A.a.s. B = (.

Proof. Fix a vertex v € Sy(d) of degree d(v) > n®. Denote by F; the event that e(v,S,(d)) = i.
Suppose that i > n®*#~1d(v). The number of switchings from F;_1 to F; is bounded from above by

d(v) - d(Sn(d)) ~ n>Pd(v), by ().

On the other hand, for each u € Ng(v) N S, (d) we may switch vu with any edge wz provided that
w,z € V\ (S,(d) U Ng[u] U Ng[v]). Thus, for a fixed u, by (i), (i), and the number of choices
for wz is at least

(1= o(1))n — (1 + (1)1 — 2A(Sy(d)AV\ Suld) ~ 1,

and, since each choice gives rise to two switchings, the total number of switchings from F; to F;_1 is at
least
2i- (1 —o(1))n > (2 — o(1))n*TPd(v).

We conclude that
| Fic1] = (2 = o(1)) |Fil,

and, as in the proof of the previous lemma,

_pot28-1

P(ve B) < (2—0(1))™™"" M < (2 - o(1))

Thus, by a union bound, a.a.s. B = (). ]
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Proof of Proposition[5.4 Fix A = &/8. We will show that the (random) degree sequences of the graphs
G[V \ Sp(d)], G[Sn(d),V \ S,(d)] and G[S,(d)] a.a.s. satisfy the two conditions of Proposition with
the given d and p. First, implies the second condition as A < w. To show that the first condition

holds, we use Lemmas and By (i) and (i) we have that a (1 — o(1))-proportion of the vertices of
S, (d) have degree (14 o(1))n”, and by Lemma a.a.s. all such vertices satisfy

A A2
Xe(v, S, (d)) > Spot2h-1 = 2
6(1}, ( )) — 8n p

Moreover, by Lemma every vertex v in Sy, (d) satisfies
Ae(v, Sp(d)) < 22~ 1d(v) < d(v).

since A increases sufficiently slowly to infinity, while o + 8 < 1.
By applying Proposition [5.1] we obtain the result. O

With the results previously developed, we are able to provide a proof of Theorem [1.11

Proof of Theorem[I.11. We choose ag = 0, and o; = 1 — 8.51% and §; = 9; = 51% for every i € [k]. Note
that (o), is increasing whereas (3;); is decreasing.

For Part (b), we apply Proposition with a = o4, 8 = B; and suitable chosen @. Let us check that
all conditions are satisfied. Condition (fi|) is trivial, is satisfied since

(nOéi _ nai_1)n,3i < d(Sn(d)) < Znaj-i-ﬁj ~ nari-ﬁi’

j=1

is satisfied since A(V '\ S,,(d)) = nfit1 < n®+28=1  (iv]) is satisfied since the total number of edges
incident to V' \ S,,(d) is at least n — n® + 1 ~ n, and at most n + Z?zl n®*tBi ~n, and is satisfied
since for all 4 € [k] one has 2 — 28 —a = 1— (857t > 39/40 > 1/25 = B; > 3. We conclude by
Proposition [5.1| that L1(G,) > n'=".

Let us now prove Part (a). Fix i € [2, k] and set d; = n”. By Lemma we may assume that B = ().
Let S* = S,(d;). For any v € V, we will show that the total order of the components of G, containing
S=1 U {v} is O(n'~P~%) with probability o(1/n). A union bound over all choices of v will allow us to
conclude.

To bound the order of the components, we will couple its exploration process with a subcritical 2-type
branching process that stochastically dominates it. The first type of offspring will correspond to vertices
in Ty = §°\ S*! (all having degree n in G), and the second type to vertices in T, = V'\ S (all having
degree at most n%+1). Note that the vertices in S?~! do not appear throughout the exploration process
(below, we show that the total number of edges incident to S*~! is “small” a.a.s., which will allow us to
ignore them).

Let v, = a; + 26, — 1 = 8~152' and w = (np)~!. Then, under the a.a.s. event that B = (), for any
vertex & € 17, the number of children of x in T} in the exploration process is stochastically dominated by
a Bin(2n, p).

Consider thus the following 2-type branching process (X;)i>0 = (X¢1, X¢2)¢>0 with types 1 and 2
having offspring distributions

511 ~ Bin(2n%7p)7 612 ~ Bln(dl)p)a 521 ~ Bin(di-‘rlup)? and 622 ~ Bin(di-i-l)p)'

Note that, if Xo; = 1 and X2 = 0, then (X;);>0 stochastically dominates the size of the exploration
process starting at a vertex in 77, whilst if X1 = 0 and X2 = 1, then it dominates the process starting
at a vertex in T5. By construction, the process (X;)i>0 = (X¢,1, X¢,2)¢>0 has mean matrix

3
2n7i d; 2/w n8-5t1
( p P > < _ /17 I V4 =: M.
dz+1p d2+1p n 40-5¢+1 n 40-5¢+1
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Both the trace and the determinant of M are o(1), and thus its largest eigenvalue is o(1). By standard
results in multi-type branching processes (see e.g. Theorem VIIL.3.2 in [I]), (X¢)>0 is subcritical.
We prove the following result on the total progeny of the branching process.

Claim 5.5. We have )~ o(Xt1 + Xt 2) = O((log n)4E[¢12]) with probability 1 — o(n~?).

Proof. We will show the claim for X1 =1 and Xp2 = 0. We may assume that this is the case since we
can always artificially add a parent of type 1 to the root.

We will bound the total progeny by the product of the total progenies of two one-type branching
processes (we will make this precise below). Consider first the one-type branching process (Y;)i>0 where
the root has offspring distribution &12 and all other elements have offspring distribution &22. Define the
events

A= {Y; < 2E[615]} and B = {ZYt < 2(log n)QE[&g]}.

t>1

By Chernoff’s inequality (Lemma ,
P(A) = P(Bin(d;,p) > 2d;p) = exp(—Q(d;p)) = o(n™?).

Writing Y; 4 for the number of descendants of the i-th child of the root at level ¢ > 1 (if the root has less
than ¢ children, set Y; ¢ = 0), by Lemma

2E[¢12]
P(B | A) < IP( S S Vi > 2(log n)QE[&gD < 2IE[§12]]P’(ZY1¢ > (log n)2> — o(n™%),
i=1 {>1 >1

and hence P(B) > 1 —-P(B| A) —P(A) =1 —o(n™3).
Consider now the one-type branching process (Z;);>0 having offspring distribution

2(logn)?E[¢12]

n=m+ >, W

=1

where 79 is distributed as &1 and (7;);>1 is a sequence of iid copies of £2;. Intuitively we may think of
(Zt)¢>0 as the original branching process (Xt)¢>o where all the vertices of type 2 have been suppressed,
connecting each type 1 vertex to its closest ancestor of type 1. We have

E[n] < %—i‘ 2(log n)E[¢12]E[éa1] < %,

Denote by Tx, Ty, Tz the total progenies of the processes (Xt)i>0, (Y2)t>0, (Z¢)t>0, respectively. First, by
Lemma P(Tz < (logn)?) =1 — o(n=2). Now, observe that

P(Tx > (logn)*E[¢12]) < P(Tz > (logn)?) +P(1S<HE Ty > (logn)’E[612]),

where ((Y;(Z))tzo)izl is a sequence of iid copies of (¥;)¢>0: indeed, if none of the two events on the right
hand side happens, then the total progeny of type 1 is less than (logn)?, and each such vertex has at most
(logn)%E[¢12] descendants of type 2, giving a total of less than (logn)*E[¢12]. Both events on the right
hand side happen with probability o(n~2), which finishes the proof. O

Suppose we start exploring from Sy = S~ U {v}. The number of edges between Sy and V' \ Sy is at

most
i—1

d(v) + Z din®i ~ poi-1thi
=0
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and, by Chernoff’s inequality, with probability 1 —o(n~2), at most O (pno‘i—ﬁﬁi—l) =0 (nl_ﬁi_m%) of
them percolate. Now, for each edge that percolates, we start an exploration process to bound the number
of vertices in the component containing that edge. Since all vertices in S*~! have already been explored,
each individual exploration process is stochastically dominated by (X¢)¢>0, and by Claim it has size

O ((log n)in 8-5?+1) with probability at least 1 — o(n~2). By a union bound over all choices of v and over

all edges between Sy and V' \ Sy, we obtain that a.a.s. any component has order
L 3 3 Y-S 9
S0l +0 (n' 735 - (log n)'n57T ) = O ((log m)'n' #5577 ).
which concludes the proof since 9; < &5%' O
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