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COUNTING CLIQUES IN A RANDOM GRAPH

TARO SAKURAI AND NORIHIDE TOKUSHIGE

Abstract. We show that the expected number of cliques in the Erdős–Rényi random

graph G(n, p) is n
1

−2 log p
(logn−2 log logn+O(1)).

1. Introduction

In this note we estimate the expected number of cliques in a random graph. We start
with some definitions. Let n be a positive integer, and let 0 < p < 1 be a real number.
Let G(n, p) denote the Erdős–Rényi random graph, that is, it has n vertices and each of
the

(

n

2

)

possible edges occurs independently with probability p. A clique is a maximal
complete subgraph of a graph. Let Xn,p be a random variable counting cliques in G(n, p).
Our main result is the following.

Theorem 1.

E[Xn,p] = n
1

−2 log p
(log n−2 log logn+O(1))

.

Using Markov’s inequality Theorem 1 has the following immediate consequence.

Corollary 1.

lim
n→∞

P[Xn,p < n
log n

−2 log p ] = 1.

A k-clique is a clique with k vertices. The expected number of k-cliques in G(n, p) is

Fn(k) :=

(

n

k

)

p(
k

2)(1− pk)n−k,

and so E[Xn,p] =
∑n

k=1 Fn(k). What is the most popular size k which maximizes Fn(k)?

If this is given by k = k̃, then Fn(k̃) ≤ E[Xn,p] ≤ nFn(k̃). We show that k̃ is around
logn
− log p

, and Fn(k̃) = n
1

−2 log p
(logn−2 log logn+O(1)).

Cliques (or independent sets) are one of the main objects in graph theory. Moon and
Moser [4] obtained the maximum number of cliques in a graph. Bollobás and Erdős [1]
studied the maximum size of cliques, and the number of different sizes of cliques in G(n, p).
Our result is motivated by a recent result due to the first author [6] concerning the number
of maximal complete bipartite subgraphs of a random bipartite graph, which comes from
a problem of counting formal concepts of random formal contexts in the theory of formal
concept analysis originated by Wille [7]. See also [2, 3] for some application related to the
number of cliques in G(n, p).
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The problem counting cliques in G(n, p) naturally extends to the hypergraph setting.
Let G(r)(n, p) denote the random r-uniform hypergraph with n vertices where each of the
(

n

r

)

possible hyperedge occurs independently with probability p. In this case a clique is

a maximal complete subhypergraph. Let X
(r)
n,p be a random variable counting cliques in

G(r)(n, p). Then we have

E[X(r)
n,p] =

n
∑

k=1

(

n

k

)

p(
k

r)(1− p(
k

r−1))n−k.(1)

Conjecture 1.

E[X(r)
n,p] = exp

(

(

log n

− log p

)
1

r−1
(

(1− 1
r!
) logn− 1

r−1
log log n+O(1)

)

)

.

By a routine computation of the term for k = ⌊ logn
− log p

⌋ in (1) one can verify that the

right hand side of the conjecture is indeed a lower bound for E[X
(r)
n,p]. Theorem 1 shows

that the conjecture is true for r = 2.

2. Proof

Let us define

fn(x) := logFn(x) = log
(

n

x

)

+
(

x

2

)

log p+ (n− x) log(1− px),(2)

and we will show that

max
1≤k≤n

fn(k) =
logn

−2 log p
(logn− 2 log log n+O(1)).

2.1. Lower bound.

Lemma 1. Let x = logn
− log p

+O(1). Then fn(x) =
logn

−2 log p
(log n− 2 log log n+O(1)).

Proof. Let c = 1
− log p

. Using Stirling’s formula we have
(

n

x

)

= (1 + o(1))

√

n

2πx(n− x)

nn

xx(n− x)n−x
.

By the Taylor expansion we get log(1− x
n
) = − c logn

n
+O( 1

n
). Thus it follows that

log
(

n

x

)

= 1
2
(log n− log 2π − log x− log(n− x))

+ n logn− x log x− (n− x) log(n− x) + o(1)

= x log n− x log x+O(logn)

= c(logn)2 − c logn log log n+O(logn).

We also have (n− x) log(1− px) = −1 +O( logn
n

). Finally we can rewrite (2) to obtain

fn(x) = c(logn)2 − c logn log log n+ 1
2
(c logn)2 log p+O(logn)

= logn
−2 log p

(logn− 2 log log n+O(1)) ,

as needed. �
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2.2. Upper bound. To give an upper bound for fn(x) from (2) we use
(

n

x

)

≤ nn

xx(n−x)n−x ,

or equivalently, log
(

n

x

)

≤ x log n − x log x − (n − x) log(1 − x
n
) for 0 < x < n. Then we

have fn(x) ≤ gn(x), where

gn(x) := x log n− x log x− (n− x) log(1− x
n
) + x(x−1)

2
log p.

Lemma 2. For 1 ≤ x ≤ n− 1 we have gn(x) ≤
logn

−2 log p
(log n− 2 log log n+O(1)).

We distinguish the cases x ≥ logn
− log p

and x < logn
− log p

.

Claim 1. Lemma 2 is true for x ≥ logn
− log p

.

Proof. Let an(x) := x log n + x(x−1)
2

log p. Since a′′n(x) = log p < 0 it follows that a′n(x) is

decreasing in x, and if a′n(x) = 0 then x = logn
− log p

+ 1
2
. Thus

an(x) ≤ an(
logn
− log p

+ 1
2
) = (2 logn−log p)2

−8 log p
= (logn)2

−2 log p
+O(logn).

Next let bn(x) := −x log x− (n− x) log(1− x
n
). Since b′n(x) = − log x+ log(1− x

n
) < 0

it follows that bn(x) is decreasing in x, and

bn(x) ≤ bn(
logn
− log p

)

= logn
− log p

(

− log log n+ log(− log p) + log(1 + logn
n log p

)
)

− n log(1 + logn
n log p

)

= logn
− log p

(− log log n+O(1)).

Then the result follows from gn(x) = an(x) + bn(x). �

Claim 2. Lemma 2 is true for x < logn
− log p

.

Proof. Let

hn(x) := x log n− x log x+ x(x−1)
2

log p.

Then we have gn(x) = hn(x) + O(logn) because |(n − x) log(1 − x
n
)| ≤ |n log(1 − x

n
)| =

O(logn) for x < logn
− log p

. To estimate hn(x) we have

h′
n(x) = log n− log x− 1 + x log p− 1

2
log p,

and

h′′
n(x) = − 1

x
+ log p < 0.

So h′
n(x) is decreasing in x. By solving h′

n(x) = 0 we get

x =
W (−n log p

e
√

p
)

− log p
= 1

− log p
(log n− log log n+O(1)) =: x̃,

where W is the Lambert W function [5]. Thus hn(x) is maximized at x = x̃ and the
corresponding maximum value is

hn(x̃) =
logn

−2 log p
(logn− 2 log log n+O(1)) ,

which gives the desired upper bound for gn(x). �
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2.3. Proof of Theorem 1.

Proof. By Lemmas 1 and 2 we have

f̃n := max
1≤k≤n

fn(k) =
logn

−2 log p
(log n− 2 log logn +O(1)),

and

E[Xn,p] = exp(f̃n +O(logn)) = n
1

−2 log p
(logn−2 log logn+O(1))

. �
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