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3 Introduction to graphs

The next three sections give a short introduction to grapbmhand graph algorithms. The
first one deals with the basic definitions and concepts, anddnces some graph problems.
The second one is dedicated to some fundamental graphtalgatiln the third one, we will
discuss random graphs, which will be of fundamental impuar¢sthroughout this course.

Let us begin by mentioning some books related to graph th&dhpf them go well beyond
everything we will need concerning graphs:

e Gary Chartrandntroductory graph theoryDover Publ. Inc., New York, 1985.
This little paperback contains a nice, easy-to-read inictidn to graph theory. Every
chapter is based on “real-world” examples, which are mappedaph problems. Itis a
good book for everyone who wishes to know more about graptiwi working through
a difficult mathematical book.

e Béla BollobasModern Graph TheorySpringer, New York 1998.
Written by one of the leading graph theorists, this book cetiee first and third section
(and much more). It is very good and complete, but matheuwgtiquite difficult.

o Robert Sedgewickilgorithms in C: Graph AlgorithmsAddison Wesley, Boston 2002.
This book collects many graph algorithms, including extemsescriptions and proofs
of their correctness.

3.1 Basic concepts and graph problems

3.1.1 The bridges of Koénigsberg and Eulerian graphs

The earliest use of graph theoretical methods probably baels to the 18th century. At this
time, there were seven bridges crossing the river Preghbinawn of Kénigsberg. The folks
had long amused themselves with the following problem: fgo#sible to walk through the
town using every bridge just once, and returning home at tiok’ eThe problem was solved
by Leonhardt Euler (1707-1783) in 1736 by mapping it to a grablem and solving it for
arbitrary graphs [1], i. e., for arbitrary towns, city map#;. In the case of Kénigsberg, he had
to draw the slightly disappointing consequence that no soghd-walk existed.
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26 3 Introduction to graphs

Figure 3.1 shows the river Pregel, Kénigsberg was situatdubth sides and both islands. The
seven bridges are also shown. The mapping to a graph is galewEvery river side, island
and bridge is assignedsartex drawn as a circle, two vertices are connected bgdge drawn
as a line, if they are also physically connected. To give aenpoecise description, we have
to introduce the basic graph-theoretical terminology Whgsummarized in the definitions
below.

Figure 3.1: The bridges of Kdnigsberg and its graph representationticésrare denoted by
circles, edges by lines.
Basic definitions:

e An (undirected) graphG = (V, E) is given by itsverticesi € V and its undirected
edges(i,j} € E c V(2. Note that both{i, j} and{j, i} denote the same edge.

Theorder N = |V| counts the number of vertices.

Thesize M = |E| counts the number of edges.

e Two vertices, j € V areadjacent/ neighboringf {i, j} € E.

The edg€(i, j} isincident to its end vertices andj.
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Thedegree deg(i) of vertexi equals the number of adjacent vertices. Vertices of zero
degree are calledolated

A graphG’ = (V' E') is asubgraphof G if V' C V, E' C E.

A graphG’ = (V', E') is aninduced subgraptof G if V' ¢ V andE’ = En (V')®,

i.e., E’ contains all edges fro® connecting two vertices ifr”.

A subgraphG’ = (V’,E’) is apath of G if it has the formV' = {ig,i1,...,4},

E' = {{io,i1},{i1,42},...,{é1-1,41}}. Thelength of the path isl = |E’|. ic and

1; are calledend points The path goes frony to ¢; and vice versa. One saygandi;

are connected by the patiNote that, within a path, each vertex (possibly exceptter t
end points) is “visited” only once.

A path withig = 4;, i. e., aclosed path is called acycle

A sequence of edgeSig, i1}, {i1,42},-..,{i—1,4} is called awalk. Within a walk
some vertices or edges may occur several times.

A walk with pairwise distinct edges is calledrail. Hence a trail is also a subgraph@f

A circuit is trail with coinciding end points, i. e.,@osedtrail. (NB: cycles are circuits,
but not vice versa, because a circuit may pass through deiraes through the same
vertex).

The graph is connectedif all pairs+, j of vertices are connected by paths.

The graphG’ = (V', E’) is aconnected componerdf G if it is a connected, induced
subgraph of7, and there are no edgeskhconnecting vertices df’ with those inV/\ V".

Thecomplement graptG® = (V, E€) has edge séi® = V\ E = {{i,j} | {i,j} ¢
E}. ltis thus obtained frondz by connecting all vertex pairs by an edge, which are not
adjacent inG and disconnecting all vertex pairs, which are adjaceit.in

A weighted graphG = (V, E,w) is a graph with edge weights: £ — R.

Example Graphs
We consider the graph shown in Fig. 3.1. It can be writteG'as (V, E) with

V - {A,B,C’,D,a,b,c,d,e,f,g}
E {{A’ a}? {A’ f}? {A’ d}’ {A7 f}’ {A7 9}7 {B’ a}? {B’ b}’ {B’ C},
{C,e}, {C, [1{C, 9} {D, ¢} {D,d}, {D,e}, }.

Hence, the graphs h4g| = 11 vertices andE| = 14 edges. SincéD,e} € E,
the verticesD andd are adjacent. Vertex has degree déd) = 2, while vertex4
has degree 5.
ForexampleG’ = (V/, E")with V' = {A,g4,C,e, D} andE’ = {{4, ¢}, {g,C},
{C,e},{e, D}, }isapathfromd to D. G is connected, because all vertices are con-
nected by paths to all other vertices. The sequence of €dges, {¢, D}, {D, ¢}
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is a walk, but it does not correspond to a path, because sortieegeare visited
twice. The sequence of edgésl, b}, {b, B}, {B,a}, {a, A}, {49}, {g,C}
{C, f},{f, A} is atrall, in particular it is a circuit.

Going back to the problem of the people from Koénigsberg, idated in graph-theoretical
language, they were confronted with the following question

EULERIAN CIRCUIT: Given a graph, is there a circuit using evedgeexactly once?

The amazing point about Euler’s proof is the following: Tixéseence of a Eulerian circuit —
which obviously is a global object — can be decided lookingueely local properties, in this
case to the vertex degrees.

Theorem: A connected graplir = (V, E) is Eulerian (has an Eulerian cycle) iff all vertex
degrees are even.

Proof:

(—) This direction is trivial. Following the Eulerian circuivery vertex which is entered is
also left, every time using previously unvisited edges.d&itjrees are consequently even.

(+) The other direction is a bit harder. We will proof it by indiget on the graph sizé/, for
arbitrary graphs having only even vertex degrees.

The theorem is obviously true fdi/ = 0 (one isolated vertex) antl/ = 3 (triangle) which
are the simplest graphs with even degrees.

Now we take any\/ > 0, and we assume the theorem to be true for all graphs of sizkesma
thanM . We will show that the theorem is also true for a connecteghyfaof size M having
only even degrees.

Because of/ > 0, the graplG is non-trivial, because of the even degrees it containgoesrt
of degree at least 2. The®r contains a cycle, which can be seen in the following way: tStar
in any vertex and walk along edges. Whenever you enter a neiexyehere is at least one
unused edge which you can use to exit the vertex again. Attaisenoment you enter a
vertex already seen (at most affdr steps), the part of the walk starting there is a cycle.

Every cycle is also a circuit. Consider now a cirafiit= (G’, E’) of maximal size|E’|. If

C'is a Eulerian circuit inG, everything is OK. If not, we havgE’| < |E|, and the subgraph
H = (V,E \ E’) has at least one non-trivial connected comporéht A circuit has even
degrees, thu#l and all its connected components have even degrees. Birtuas size< M,

it has an Eulerian circuit which can be addedtpviolating the maximality oiC. Thus,C

has to be an Eulerian circuit, and the proof is complete. QED

Going back to Kénigsberg, we see that there are verticesatledrees. No Eulerian circuit
can exist, and the inhabitants have either to skip bridgés oross some twice if they walk
through their town.
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In the above definitions for undirected graphs, edges hawgiaotation. This is different for
directedgraphs (also calledigraphg. Most definitions for directed graphs are the same as
for undirected graphs. Here we list some differences andtiaddl definitions.

e A directed graph G = (V, E) is similar to an undirected graph, except that the edges
(also calledhresin this case)i, j) C V x V are ordered pairs of vertices.

e Theoutdegreed,,; () is the number of outgoing edgés ;).
e Theindegreed;, (i) is the number of incoming edgés ).

e Adirectedpath is defined similarly to a path for undirected graphs, exdegt &ll edges
must have the same “forward” orientation along the path. nfadly, a path formi,
to 4; is a subgraplG’ = (V', E') with V' = {ig,i1,..., 01}, B = {(io,i1),(i1,92),
cos(ti—1,10) )

e Adirected graptG = (V, E) is calledstrongly connected for all pairs of vertices, j,
there exists a directed path@ fromi to j and a path fromj to <. A strongly connected
component{SCC) of a directed graph is a strongly connected subgraptagimal size,
i. e., it cannot be extended by adding vertices/edges wiilil&sing strongly connected.

3.1.2 Hamiltonian graphs

Imagine you have to organize a diplomatic dinner. The madblem is placing théV ambas-
sadors around a round table: There are some countries wiadtrang enemies, and during
the dinner there is a risk that the diplomats will not behaseydiplomatically. You therefore
prefer to place only those ambassadors in neighboring sd¢aidelong to countries which
have peaceful relations.

Figure 3.2: Left: The round table where the diplomats have to be placeightR Graph of
relations, only ambassadors with positive relations arseoted and can be neighbors at the
table.
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Again, this problem can be mapped to a graph-theoreticatoure The corresponding graph
is the “graph of good relations”. The vertices are identifigtth the ambassadors, and any two
having good relations, i. e., potential neighbors, are ected by an edge, see Fig. 3.2. The
problem now reduces to finding a cycle of length

HAMILTONIAN CYCLE: (HC) Is there a cycle through a given graph such that every
vertexis visited exactly once?

At first, this problem seems to be similar to the search for alefan circuit, but it is not.
It belongs to the NP-complete problems (see Chap. 4) and gerieral, not decidable from
local considerations. An exception is given in the case gifilyiconnected graphs:

Theorem: If G = (V, E) is a graph of orderN > 3 such thatdeg(:) > N/2 for all vertices
in V, thenG is Hamiltonian (i. e., it has a Hamiltonian cycle).

We do not give a proof, we just state that the theorem is ndicgerit to say anything about
our specific sample given in Fig. 3.2. There are vertices gfee2 and 3, which are smaller
thanN/2 = 4.

The search for Hamiltonian cycles is closely related to tmeaaly mentioned traveling-
salesman problem (TSP), which is defined oweightedgraph. Thetotal weight of a
subgraphs the sum of the weights of all its edges. In TSP we are loofanthe Hamiltonian
cycle of minimum weight.

3.1.3 Minimum spanning trees

Let us come to the next problem. This time you have to planlevaginetwork in a coun-
try having no trains but many towns which are to be connecldte country has financial
problems and asks you to design the cheapest possible tkeproviding you with the infor-
mation of which pairs of towns can be directly connected, aindhat cost —i. e. they give
you a weighted graph. You must find a connected subgraphioorgeeach town to enable
travel from one town to another. It is also clear that loopséase the total cost. The most
expensive edge in a loop can be deleted without disconmgestime towns from others. But
how can one find the globally optimal solution?

Before answering this, we have to go through some definitions

Definition: tree, forest

A treeis a connected cycle-free graph.
A forestis a graph which has only trees as connected componentg. seekig. 3.3.

Some easy-to-prove properties of trees are given here:

Theorem: A tree of orderN has sizeV = N — 1.

Proof:
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Y g

Figure 3.3: A forest is made of trees.

Start with one isolated vertex, add edges. Since there aoyaies, every edge adds a new
vertex. QED

Corollary: Every tree of orderV > 2 contains at least two vertices of degree 1 (leaves).

Proof:
Assume the opposite, i. e., that there are at I8ast 1 vertices of degree at least 2. We thus
find

> deg(i) > 2N — 1

icV

On the other hand, we have

Z deg(i) =2M
i€V
since every edge is counted twice. This produces a contiadlio the theorem. QED

To approach our railway-network problem, we need two furttedinitions.

Definition: (Minimum) spanning tree/forest

e LetG = (V, E) be a connected graph of orddT. A spanning treeis a cycle-free sub-
graph of ordetV having maximum sizéV — 1, i. e., the spanning tree is still connected.

o If G = (V, E,w) is weighted, a spanning tree of minimum weight is calledrdmimum
spanning tree(or economic spanning trg¢e

e Forageneral graph,(@inimum) spanning foress the union of all (minimum) spanning
trees for its different connected components.

Due to the maximum size condition of a spanning tree, the ectead components of a graph
and of its spanning forest are the same. Spanning trees ceonB&ucted using algorithms
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which calculate connected components, see Sec. 3.2.1.nMmispanning trees obviously
fulfil all requirements to our railway network, and they camdonstructed in a very simple
way using Prim’s algorithm, which is presented in Sec. 3.2.3

3.1.4 Edge covers and vertex covers

Now we introduce edge and vertex covers. Both problems argasito each other, but they
are fundamentally different with respect to how easily ticeyn be solved algorithmically.
This we have already seen for Eulerian circuits and Hanidtorcycles. The vertex-cover
problem will serve as the prototype example in this book calicepts, methods and analytical
techniques will be explained using the vertex-cover pnobl&Ve begin here with the basic
definitions, but additional definitions, related to vertm¥er algorithms, are given in Sec. 6.1.

For a graphG = (V, E), anedge coveris a subsef’ C E of edges such that each vertex is
contained in at least one edgec E’. Each graph which has no isolated vertices has an edge
cover, since in that casi itself is an edge cover. Aninimum edge coveis an edge cover of
minimum cardinality1E’|. In Fig. 3.4 a graph and a minimum edge cover are shown. A fast
algorithm which constructs a minimum edge cover can be fomfef. [2].

Figure 3.4: A graph and a minimum edge cover (left) and a minimum verteerc(right). The
edges/vertices belonging to the cover are shown in bold.

The definition of avertex coveiis very similar. It is a subsét’ C V of vertices such that
each edge = {i, j} € F contains at least one vertex outf, i.e.,i € V' orj € V’. Note
thatV itself is always a vertex cover. Rinimum vertex coveis an vertex cover of minimum
cardinality|V'|.

Vertex covers are closely related ittdependent setandcliques An independent set of a
graphG = (V, E) is a subsef C V of vertices, such that for all elementsi € I, there is no
edge{i,j} € E. Aclique is a subsef) C V of vertices, such that for all elements € @
there is an edgéi, j} € E.

Theorem: For a given graphz = (V, F) and a subset”’ C V the following three statements
are equivalent.

(A) V'is avertex cover ofs.
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(B) V' \ V'is anindependent set 6f.
(C) V' \ V'is aclique of the complement gragh’ (see definition on page 27).

Proof:

(A —B)

Let V' be a vertex cover, andj € V'\ V’. We assume that there is an edggj} € E. Since
1,7 € V', this is an edge with both vertices notliff, andV"’ is not a vertex cover. This is a
contradiction! Hence, there cannot be an efigg} € E, andV \ V' is an independent set.

(B—C)
LetV'\ V' be anindependent set, ang € V'\ V'. By definition, there is no eddg, j} € E,
and so there is an edde, j} € E¢. Therefore) \ V' is a clique ofGC.

(C—A)

LetV \ V' be a clique of5, and{i, j} € E. This meandi, j} ¢ E° by definition of GC.
Thus, we have ¢ V' \ V' orj ¢ V\ V' becaus& \ V' is a clique. Hence,e V' orj € V.
By definition of vertex coverl/’ is a vertex cover. QED

Theminimum vertex coves a vertex cover of minimum cardinality. From the theoreroad)
for a minimum vertex coveV”’, V' \ V' is a maximum independent set@fand a maximum
clique of GC. In Fig. 3.4, a graph together with its minimum vertex coveudisplayed.
Related to the minimization problem is the following deaisproblem, for given integek:

VERTEX COVER (VC): Does a given grapti have a vertex cover” with |V/| <K?

In Chap. 4 we will see that VC is a so-called NP-complete mahwhich means in particular
that no fast algorithm for solving this problem is known — anod even expected to be able to
be constructed. This proposition and its relation to siatisphysics will be the main subject
of this book.

3.1.5 The graph coloring problem

The last problem which we discuss in this section is a sclieglproblem. Imagine you have
to organize a conference with many sessions which, in grieccan take place in parallel.
Some people, however, want to participate in more than ossise We are looking for a
perfect schedule in the sense that every one can attenceatefsions he wants to, but the
total conference time is minimum.

The mapping to an undirected graph is the following: Theisassare considered as vertices.
Two of them are connected by an edge whenever there is a pgrspwants to attend both.
We now try tocolor the vertices in such a way that no adjacent vertices carrgdahee color.
Therefore we can organize all those sessions in paralléthitave the same color, since there
is nobody who wants to attend both corresponding sessiohs.optimal schedule requires
the minimum possible number of colors.
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The problem is an analog to the coloring of geographic mapsrecountries correspond to
vertices and common borders to edges. Again we do not wamido eeighboring countries

using the same color. The main difference is the structutieeo§raph. The “geographic” one
is two-dimensional, without crossing edges — the so-calladarity of the graph makes the

problem easy. The first graph is more general, and therefore complicated. Again, the

problem becomes NP-complete.

Let us be more precise:

Definition: ¢-coloring, chromatic numbeg-core

e A g-coloringof G = (V, E) isamapping: : V — {1,...,q} such that(i) # ¢(j) for
all edges{i, j} € E.

e The minimum number of needed colors is called¢heamatic numbeof G.

e The maximal subgraph, where the minimum degree over allcesrts at leass, is called
theg-core

The smallest graph which is ngicolorable is theomplete graphK,,, of orderg + 1 and
sizeq(q + 1)/2, i.e., all pairs of vertices are connected. Complete graphsalso called
cligues For K3 this is a triangle, for<, a tetrahedron.

Before analyzing thg-coloring problem, a linear-time algorithm for constructitheq-core
is introduced. The idea of the algorithm is easy, it removVlegestices of degree smaller than
q, together with their incident edges. The reduced graph naag mew vertices of degree
smaller thary, which are removed recursively, until a subgraph of mininiegree at least
¢ is obtained. For obvious reasons tjteore is obtained: No vertex out of tlyecore can be
removed by the algorithm, so the final state is at least as Esghey-core. By the maximality
of the latter, both have to be equal. The input to the algorigitesented below is the initial
graphG = (V, E), the output is itg-core:

algorithm core(V, E, q)
begin
if min{deg(i)|i € V} > ¢ then
return G = (V, E);

else do

begin
U = {ie V|deg(i) < q};
V.=V \U;
E:=EnvV®;
return core(V, E, q);

end

end

Theorem: A graph isq-colorable if and only if itsy-core isq-colorable.
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Proof:
(—) A coloring of the full graph is obviously a coloring of evesybgraph.

(+) Construct thej-core by the core-algorithm, but keep track of the order inclivertices
are removed. Now take amycoloring of the core. Reconstruct the full graph by addimg t
removed vertices in inverse order. Directly after addihg,\tertices have degree smaller than
q. Their neighbors use less tharcolors, i. e., the added vertex can be colored. In this way,
every coloring of thej-core can be recursively extended to a coloring of the fudpgr QED

Figure 3.5: The left graph is the tetrahedrdiis which is not 3-colorable, the letters indicate
the different colors of a 4-coloring. The right graph alss fized degree 3, but is colorable with
three colors.

This shows that the hard part gfcoloring a graph consists in coloring ifscore, i.e., the
existence of a non-trivial-core is necessary, but not sufficient feuncolorability, see, e.g.,
the examples given in Fig. 3.5. This also leads to

Corollary: Every graph having at mogtvertices of degree at leagtis g-colorable.

In the beginning of this section we have also considereddleiog of geographic maps — or
planar graphsi. e., graphs which can be drawn in a plane without crossitygs. For these
graphs, the chromatic number can be found easily, usingtlening famous theorem:

Theorem: Every planar graph is 4-colorable.

This had already been conjectured in 1852, but the finalisolutas only given in 1976 by
Appel and Haken [3]. Their proof is, however, quite unusugbpel and Haken “reduced”
the original question to more than 2000 cases accordinggtgtaph structure. These cases
were finally colored numerically, using about 1200 hoursarhputational time. Many math-
ematicians were quite dissatisfied by this proof, but up t&@ nobody has come up with a
“hand-written” one.

On the other hand, it is easy to see that 3 colors are in genetalfficient to color a planar
graph. The simplest example is the 4-cligkig, which is planar, as can be seen in Fig. 3.5.
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3.1.6 Matchings

Given a grapltz = (V, E), amatching/ C F is a subset of edges, such that no two edges in
M are incident to the same vertex [4,5], i. e., for all verticesV we havei € e for at most
one edge € M. An edge contained in a given matching is calfedtched other edges are
free A vertex belonging to an edgec M is covered(or matched others arévl-exposed(or
exposear free).If e = {4, j} is matched, thenand; are callednates

A matchingM of maximum cardinality is callethaximum-cardinality matchingA matching
is perfectif it leaves no exposed vertices, hence it is automaticaligaximum-cardinality
matching. On the other hand, not every maximum-cardinalayching is perfect.

The vertex set of &ipartite graphcan be subdivided into two disjoint sets of vertices, say
U andW, such that edges in the gragh j} only connect vertices i/ to vertices in\//,
with no edgeinternal toU or . Note that nearest-neighbor hypercubic lattices are tipar
while the triangular and face-centered-cubic latticesnatebipartite. Owing to the fact that
all cycles on bipartite graphs have an even number of edgahing on bipartite graphs
is considerably easier than matching on general graphsdditi@an, maximum-cardinality
matching on bipartite graphs can be easily related to themmaxr-flow problem [6-8], see
Sec. 11.5.

Example Matching

R A
40 OGS

Figure 3.6: Example graph for matching, see text.

In Fig. 3.6 a sample graph is shown. Please note that the ggdbartite with ver-
tex setsV = {1,2,3} andW = {4,5,6}. Edges contained in the matching are in-
dicated by thick lines. The matching shown in the left haliis= {{1,4},{2,5}}.
This means, e.g., eddd, 4} is matched, while edg€3, 4} is free. Vertices 1,2,4
and 5 are covered, while vertices 3 and 6 are exposed.

In the right half of the figure, a perfect matchidg = {{1,5},{2,6},{3,4}}is
shown, i. e., there are no exposed vertices. O
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Having a weighted grapty = (V, E,w), we consider alsaveighted matchingswith the
weight of a matching given by the sum of the weights of all hattedges)M is amaximum-
weight matchingf its total weight assumes a maximum with respect to all fidssnatchings.
For perfect matchings, there is a simple mapping betweernmmeamx-weight matchings and
minimum-weight matchings, namely: lét; = Wpax —w;;, wherew;; is the weight of edge
{i,7} andWhax > maxy; ;3 (w;i;). A maximum perfect matching om;; is then a minimum
perfect matching om;;;.

A good historical introduction to matching problems, thegmrs of which may be traced to
the beginnings of combinatorics, may be found in Lovasz daochBer [5]. Matching is di-
rectly related to statistical mechanics because the jpartitinction for the two-dimensional
Ising model on the square lattice can be found by courdintgr coveringg= perfect match-
ings) [5]. This is a grapknumeratiomproblem rather than apptimizationproblem as consid-
ered here. As a general rule, graph enumeration problentsederthan graph-optimization
problems.

' VG () )

NN NN

Figure 3.7: (Left): A bipartite graph with a matching. An alternatingtipgshaded) starts
and ends at exposed vertices, and alternates between teaatbin) and matched (thick)
edges. (Right): Interchanging matched and unmatched emlgag an alternating path in-
creases the cardinality of the matching by one. This is dalegmentatiorand is the basic
tool for maximum-matching algorithms. In this example, #ugmentation yields a maximum-
cardinality matching, even a perfect matching.

The ground state calculation of planar spin glasses is atant to the minimum-weight
perfect matching problem on a general graph, see Sec. 11aximddm/minimum (perfect)
matching problems on general graphs are algorithmicallgersomplicated than on bipartite
graphs, see, e.g., Refs [9, 10], but still they can be solwexdrunning time increasing only
polynomially with the system size. These matching algamnghrely on findingalternating
paths, which are paths along which the edges are alternately mdtahd unmatched, see
Fig. 3.7.

3.2 Basic graph algorithms

In this section, we present basic graph algorithms, whietralated to finding the connected
components of a graph. First, we explain two different sfyas, the depth-first search and
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the breadth-first search. In addition to yielding the cote@&components, they construct also
spanning tress. Then we explain how the strongly conneasgbonents of directed graphs
can be obtained by modifying the depth-first search. At thét\wa show, for the case of
weighted graphs, that minimum-weight spanning tress cdoural using a simple algorithm
by Prim. Another fundamental type of graph algorithm is thergest-path algorithm, which
we explain later onin Sec. 11.4.

3.2.1 Depth-first and breadth-first search

For a given graplt = (V, E'), we want to determine its connected components. There are
two basic search strategiegpth-first searchDFS) andoreadth-first searcBFS), which are
closely related.

The main work of the first algorithm is done within the followgi procedure depth-first(),
which starts at a given vertéxand visits all vertices which are connected.tdhe main idea
is to perform recursive calls of depth-first() for all neiginb of; which have not been visited
at that moment. The arrayomp] is used to keep track of the processcdimgi] = 0 vertex

¢ has not been visited yet. Otherwise it contains the numbdgt 6f the component currently
explored. The value dfis also passed as a parameter, while the azcayy] is passed as a
reference, i. e., it behaves like a global variable and ahdes performed tawmyp]] in a call
to the procedure persist after the call is finished.

procedure depth-first(z, ¢, [ref.] comp ¢)
begin
comyi]:=t;
for all neighborsj of i do
if comg; ] =0 then
depth-first(z, j, comp t);
end

To obtain all connected components, one has to call degtf}ffor all vertices which have
not been visited yet. This is done by the following algorithm

algorithm componentsg)
begin
initialize compi] := 0 forall i € V;
t:=1;
while there is a vertex with comg:|=0do
depth-first(z, i, compt); ¢t : =t + 1;
end

For any vertex, when the procedure calls itself recursively for a neighbdrfollows the edge
{4,7}. Since no vertex is visited twice, those edges form a spgnnée of each connected
component. We call those edgese edgesnd the other edges are knownlssck edges
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The algorithm tries to go as far as possible within a grapfgreevisiting further neighbors
of the vertex in which the search started. It is for this reatbat the procedure received its
name. Thus, the spanning tree is called depth-first spanning treand the collection of
the spanning trees of all connected components is a deptlsfianning forest. In the next
section, we will use the depth-first spanning trees to findstrengly connected components
in a directed graph.

Example Depth-first spanning tree

As an example, we consider the graph shown on the left of F8g.\8e assume that
the algorithm first calls depth-first() for vertex 1, hemoep[1] := 1 is set.

I

G—e—06 @ O»—06

F—0 O

Figure 3.8: A sample graph (left). The number close to the vertices até a
possible order in which the vertices are visited during atlidipst search. On the
right, the resulting depth-first spanning tree is shown.

We assume that vert@xs the first neighbor of vertex 1 encountered infitveloop.
Hence depth-first is called for vert@xwherecomp|2] := 1 is set. Here, in théor
loop, vertex 1 may be encountered first, but it has already biséted comp|1] =
1), hence nothing happens. In the next iteration the secomghiber, vertex4 is
encountered. Now depth-first() is called for vertexand therecomp[4] := 1 is
assigned. We assume that vertex 7 is the first vertex enaeakitethe loop over all
neighbors of vertex 4. Therefore, depth-fi€st(, comp, 1) is called next, leading
to two more recursive calls of depth-first(). The full redueshierarchy of calls
appears as follows (we show only the parameter for vejtex

depth-first()
depth-firstg)
depth-first{)
depth-first{)
depth-firstf)
depth-firstg)
depth-firstp)

The deepest pointin the recursion is reached for vertex3tsAleighbors, vertices
1, 4 and 6 have already been visited, hence the procedummsetere without
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further calls. At this point only vertex 5 has not been vidjtbence it is visited
when iterating over the other neighbors of vertex 4. The orderhich the vertices
are visited is indicated in Fig. 3.8 and the resulting ddpst-spanning tree is also
shown. i

During a run of the algorithm, for each vertex all neighbaesaccessed to test whether it has
already been visited. Thus each edge is touched twice, whaalits in a time complexity of
O(|E)).

The depth-first search can also be adapted for directed girapithis case, being at vertéx
one follows only edgesi(3), i.e., which point in a forward direction. This means tHaz t
resulting depth-first spanning trees may look differenterthe vertices contained in a tree
may differ, depending on the order in which the vertices aséed in the outer loop (as in
components() for the undirected case), as we will see inxtample below. This means that
components are not well defined for directed graphs, beddesedepend on the order in
which the vertices are treated. Instead, one is interestedlculating the strongly connected
components, which are well defined. The corresponding goris presented in the next
section. There we will need the tieverse topological orderlso calledoostorder This is
just the order in which the treatment of a veridinishesduring the calculation of the depth-
first spanning tree, i.e., the order in which the calls to thecedure, withi as argument,
terminate.

The algorithm reads as follows, it is only slightly modifiedlwrespect to the undirected case.
The postorder is stored in arrayst||, which is passed as reference, i. e., all modifications to
the values are also effective outside the procedure. Wenaled a countet, also passed by
reference, which is used to establish the postorder. Tl atee, passed also by reference,
keeps track of which vertices have already been visited tordsthe identification numbers
of the trees in which the vertices are contained, correspgrtd the arrayomp used for the
undirected case.

procedure depth-first-directedg, i, [ref.] tree, t, [ref.] post, [ref] c)
begin
treeli] := t;
for all j with (,7) € E do
if tredj] = 0 then
depth-first-directedt, j, tree, t, post, c);

post[i] := ¢;
c:=c+1;
end

The main subroutine, finding all connected depth-first spanirees and establishing the
reverse topological order, reads as follows.
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algorithm postorderG)
begin

initialize tre€fi] := 0 for all i € V;

t:=1;

c:=1;

while there is a vertex with tree[i|=0 do

depth-first-directedt, i, tree, t, post, ¢); t:=t+1;

end

The vertices, for which depth-first-directed() is calledid®e the loop in postorder(), i. e., the
vertices where the construction of a tree starts, are catlet$ of the depth-first spanning
trees. They are the vertices which receive the highest numbers for each tree. Vertices
of other trees, which are visited earlier receive lowest numbers, vertices of trees being
visited later will receive highepost numbers than all vertices of the current tree.

Example Depth-first spanning tree of a directed graph
We consider the graph shown in Fig. 3.9.

NN

Figure 3.9: A sample directed graph.

We assume that in postorder() vertex 1 is first consideredeX@ has one neighbor,
hence depth-first-directed() will be called for vertex 2which the procedure is
called for vertex 3. Vertex 3 has one neighbor in the forwardation, vertex 1,
which has already been visited, hence no call is performeel hEhis means that
the procedure finishes for vertex 3, angt[3] := 1 is assigned. Since all neighbors
of vertex 2 have been visited, this call also finishesand|2] = 2 is assigned. Next
the same thing happens for vertex 1, resultingdst[1] = 3. Hence, the algorithm
returns to the top level, to postorder().

Now, we assume that depth-first-directed is called for wett@nd that its neighbors
are processed in the order 3,5,6,8. Vertex 3 has already\isiged. The call of
depth-first-directed() for vertex 5 leads to a call of theqaaure for its unvisited
neighbor vertex 7. The call for vertex 8 itself calls the prdare for vertex 9. In
total the following calling hierarchy is obtained, only thassed values for the vertex
1 are shown.
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depth-first-directed()
depth-first-directed)
depth-first-directed)
depth-first-directedi)
depth-first-directed)
depth-first-directed()
depth-first-directed)
depth-first-directed)
depth-first-directed)

The resulting depth-first spanning forest is shown in Fij03ogether with th@ost
values for the reverse topological order. The roots of thedrare always shown at
the top.

Figure 3.10: On a possible depth-first spanning forest of the graph fram3B. The
numbers close to the vertices denote phet values of the reverse topological order.

If the vertices are treated in a different order, then thalteg depth-first spanning
forest might look different. When, e. g., vertex 4 is considkfirst, then all vertices
will be collected in one tree. The resulting tree, assumhag the neighbors of
vertex 4 are considered in the order 8,6,5,3, is shown inJFidL.. O

Now we turn back to undirected graphs. A similar algorithmatdepth-first search is an
algorithm, which first visits all neighbors of a vertex bef@roceeding with vertices further
away. This algorithm is called lareadth-first searchThis means that at first all neighbors of
the initial vertex are visited. This initial vertex is theotoof the breadth-first spanning tree
being built. These neighbors have distance one from the wdan measured in terms of the
number of edges along the shortest path from the root. Inréagqus example in Fig. 3.8, the
edge{1, 2} would be included in the spanning tree, if it is constructsohg a breadth-first
search, as we will see below. In the next step of the algoritdmeighbors of the vertices
treated in the first step are visited, and so on. Thus, a duswebe used to store the vertices

1A queue is a linear list, where one adds elements on one sitleeatoves them from the other side.
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Figure 3.11: Another possible depth-first spanning tree of the graph fiagn 3.9.
The numbers close to the vertices denotepbel values of the reverse topological

order.

which are to be processed. The neighbors of the currentwaréealways stored at the end of
the queue. Initially the queue contains only the root. Tigedihmic representation reads as
follows, level (i) denotes the distance of vertefkom the rootr andpred(i) is the predecessor
of 7 in a shortest path from, which defines the breadth-first spanning tree.

algorithm breadth-first search{; r, [ref.] comp, t)

begin

Initialize queuay := {r};
Initialize level[r] := 0; leveli] :=
complr] :=t;
Initialize pred|r] := —1;
while @ not empty
begin

Remove first vertex of Q;

for all neighborsj of i do

if level[j] = —1 then

begin
level[j] := level[i] + 1;
complj] :=t;
pred[j] := 1
addj at the end of;
end

end
end

—1 (undefined) for all other vertices;
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Also for a breadth-first search, for each vertex all neighlaoe visited. Thus each edge is
again touched twice, which results in a time complexityXfE£|). To obtain the breadth-first
spanning forest of a graph, one has to call the procedurdlfpetaunvisited vertices inside a
loop over all vertices, as in the algorithm components(}@néed above.

Example Breadth-first search

We consider the same graph as in the example above, shownmbig.i 3.12.
Initially the queue contains the source, here 1 again andhhleslevel[i] are “un-
defined” (-1), exceplevel[1] = 0.

Q = {0}, level[]1] =1

Figure 3.12: A sample graph (left). The number close to the vertices atdia
possible order in which the vertices are visited during adtie-first search. On the
right the resulting breadth-first spanning tree is shown.

While treating vertex 1, its neighbors, vertices 2 and 3, added to the queue,
thuspred[2] = pred[3] = 1. They have a distance 1 from the sourba¢l[2] =
level[3] = 1).

Q = {2,3}, level[l] = 0, level[2] = level[3] = 1.

Next vertex 2 is processed. It has two neighbors, verticesdl4a but vertex 1
has been visited alreadyevel[1] # —1), thus only vertex 4 is added @ with
pred[4] = 2, level[4] = level[2] + 1 = 2. After this iteration the situation is as
follows:

Q = {3,4}, level[l] = 0, level[2] = level[3] = 1, level[4] = 2.

The treatment of vertex 3 adds vertex 6 to the quéeie{[6] = level[3] + 1 = 2,
pred[6] = 3). At the beginning of the next iteration vertex 4 is taken. @y its
four neighbors, vertices 5 and 7 have not been visited. Thus[5] = level[7] = 3
andpred[5] = pred[7] = 4. Now all values of theyred andlevel arrays are set.
Finally, vertices 6,5 and 7 are processed, without any ohanthe variables.

The resulting breadth-first spanning tree is shown on thiet id Fig. 3.12. It
is also stored in the arrayred of shortest paths to the source, e.g., a shortest
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path from vertex 7 to vertex 1 is given by the iterated seqe@fcpredecessors:
pred[7] = 4, pred[4] = 2, pred[2] = 1. O

3.2.2 Strongly connected component

As we recall from Sec. 3.1.1, the strongly connected compisnef a directed graptr =
(V, E) are the maximal subsets of vertices in which, for eachfaira directed path from
to j and a directed path fromto 4, exists inG. As we will show here, they can be obtained
by two depth-first searches.

The basic idea is as follows. First one performs a depthgi#atch orG, obtaining the depth-
first spanning forest and the reverse topological ordereratinaypost. Next, once constructs
thereversegraph G, which is obtained by using the same vertices a8 end with all edges
from G reversed

G = (V,ER) Ef={(j,i)l3j) € E}. (3.1)

Then we compute the depth-first spanning forest'6f butwe treat the vertices in the main
loop in decreasing values of the reverse topological ordétained in the first computation
of the depth-first order of. In particular, we always start with the vertex having reedi
the highespost number. The trees of the depth-first spanning forest obdaméhis way are
the strongly connected components(af The reason is that, for each tree, the vertices with
highestpost number are those from where all vertices of a depth-first ¢erebe reached,
i. e., theroots of the trees. When starting the depth-first search at theteagfor the reverse
graph, graph one is able to visit the vertices, from which igsrable to reach the root in the
original graph. In total these are the vertices from which can reach the root and which can
be reached starting from the root, i. e., they compose tioagly connected components. A
detailed proof will be given below. The algorithm can be swamimed as follows:

algorithm scc(@)

begin
initialize treefi] := 0 for all i € V;
t:=1,¢c:=1,

while there is a vertex with treeli]=0do
depth-first-directedg, i, tree, t, postl, ¢); t:=t+1

calculate reverse gragh®;

initialize treefi] := 0 for all i € V;

t.=1;

c:=1;

for all i € V' in decreasing value gfost1[i] do
if treeli]=0do

depth-first-directedf”?, i, tree, t, post2, c); t:=t+1;
end
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Example Strongly connected component

As an example, we consider the graph from Fig. 3.9. We asshatdhe reverse
topological order is as obtained in the first example run Whies shown on page
42, hence the vertices ordered in decreaging numbers of the reverse topological
order are

4,8,9,6,5,7,1,2,3

In this order, the depth-first search is applied to the revgraphG’?, graph which
is shown in Fig. 3.13.

w@
D f—E__ O

Figure 3.13: The reverse graph of graph shown in Fig. 3.9.

Hence, when calling depth-first-directé#t,

4, tree, 1, post2, c), the vertices 7, 5, and 6 @ e @
are visited recursively in this order, before the
call with i = 4 terminates. Next, in the main
loop with ¢t = 2, the procedure is called for
vertexi = 8, which has the second highest 7 2
value inpostl, the vertices8 and9 are pro- <> e <>
cessed. For the third & 3) iteration, depth-
first-directed() is called for vertex 1, resulting
in the visits of also vertices 3 and 2. The re- <5> @
sulting depth-first spanning forest is shown on
the right.

This means that we have obtained three trees,
corresponding to the three strongly connected @
component€y = {1,2,3}, Cy, = {4,5,6,7}

andCs = {8,9}.

The algorithm consist of two loops over vertices, containialls to depth-first-directed().
Each loop takes tim&(|V| + |E|), see Sec. 3.2.1. Note that one can obtain the vertices
in decreasing reverse topological order, by writing eachexein an array after its call to
depth-first-directed() has finished. For brevity, we haveincuded this array in the above
algorithm. This means that one can perform theloop in scc() simply by going through
the array in reverse order, i. e., without additional timetc&ince also calculating the reverse
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graph graph can be done &(|V'| + |E|), the full algorithm has a running tim@(|V| +
|E|). There are variants of the algorithm, which require only caleulation of the depth-first
spanning forest instead of two, also no calculation of tivenge graph occurs there. Instead,
they require updating of additional data fields, hence thieyaait harder to understand. The
reader interested in these algorithms should consult érelatd literature [11-13].

We close this section by showing that the above algorithns dodeed yield the strongly
connected components of a directed graph. Note that thegijraonnected components of
the reverse graph graph are exactly the same as those ofhie itgelf.

Proof:

(=)

Assume that two verticeisand; are mutually reachable, i. e., are connected by paths. Hence
they are mutually reachable in the reverse graph. This nteabduring the second calculation

of the forest, they will be in the same tree.

(<)

Now we assume thatandj are in the same tree

of the depth-first forest calculation 6. Letr \
be the root of this tree, i. e., the vertex for which

depth-first-directed() has been called on the top

level in thefor loop. Since theor loop is per-
formed in decreasing order of thest values, this
means that has the highestost value of the tree.
This means in particulapostr] > post[i| and
post[r] > post[j] (*)-

We perform the proof by raising a contradiction. We assuraéitandj arenotin the same
strongly connected component.

Sincei andj are in the same tree with roofor G?, there must paths from the rooto i and
from r to j in the reverse graph grapt'”®, hence there must be paths fréno » and from
jtorin G. Sincei andj are assumed not to be in the same strongly connected cortponen
either there is no path fromto 7 in G or there is no path fromto j in G.

Without loss of generality, we consider the first casé . There are two possibilities:

a) 1 is visited beforer in the calculation of the depth-first forest 6f But then, because
there is a path fromto r in G, the call to depth-first-directed() ferwould finish before
the call fori, hence we would havgost[i] > post[r]. This is a contradiction to (*)!

b) r is visited before. Since there is no path fromto ¢, vertex: will still be unvisited,
when the call for has been finished, hence we will have agaigt[i] > post[r]. This
is a contradiction to (*)!

In the same way, we can raise a contradiction when assumangalhr — j does not exist in
G. This means in total thatandj must be in the same strongly-connected component. QED
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3.2.3 Minimum spanning tree

The algorithm used to construct a minimum spanning tree d¥@enggraph (see Sec. 3.1.3
for a definition) isgreedy This means that at every step the algorithm takes the lgast e
pensive decision. In contrast to the TSP-algorithm preskimt Chap. 2, a global minimum
is guaranteed to be found. The basic idea of Prim’s algoriththat one starts with the edge
of minimal weight, and goes on adding minimal edges conwkttt¢he already constructed
subtree, unless a cycle would result:

algorithm Prim(G)
begin
choose(s, j} : wi; := min{wym|{k,m} € E};
S:={i,jh
S:=V\{i,j}
T:={{s,r}};
X = Wijs
while |S| < |V do
begin
choose(i, j} 1i € S, j € S andw;; := min{wym |k € S,m € S, {k,m} € E};
S:=SU{j};
S = S\{j};
T:=TU{{ij}};
X=X+ wij;
end
return (S, 7T);
end

The action of Prim’s algorithm is illustrated in Fig. 3.14n©can easily verify that it produces
in fact a minimum spanning tree: Imagine, that this is notdase, i. e., in the algorithm you
have, for the first time, added a wrong edgat thekth step. Now imagine that you have a
minimum spanning tree coinciding with the tree construdéteBrim’s algorithm in the first
k — 1 selected edges, but not containihgf you add edge to the minimum spanning tree,
you introduce a cycle, which, by Prim’s algorithm, contaahkeast one edge of higher weight.
Deleting the latter thus gives a new spanning tree of smaigght, which is a contradiction
to the minimality of the initial spanning tree.

Since each edge is chosen at most one, the while loop is pegttP (| E|) times. In a simple
version, choosing the edge with minimum weight requiresap lover all edges®@(|E|)),
while a more refined version could us@ority queue [11-13], such that the choose opera-
tion takes onlyO(log | E|) time, leading to a total oD (| E| log | E|) running time.
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Figure 3.14: lllustration of Prim’s algorithm. The graph contains fiveatiees numbered from
1to 5. The numbers along the edges denote the edge weightscuftent edges contained
in the spanning tree are shown in bold. From (a), startingy Wie lowest cost edge, to (d),
successively new edges are added until a minimum spanmadgstreached.

3.3 Random graphs

3.3.1 Two ensembles

The basic idea of random-graph theory is to stetgemble®f graphs instead of single,
specific graph instances. Using probabilistic tools, ibimetimes easier to show the existence
of graphs with specific properties, or, vice versa, to look@w atypical graph with given
properties (e. g., order, size, degrees...) appears.

The simplest idea goes back to a seminal paper publisheddisEnd Rényi in 1960 [14].
They assumed all graphs of the same ord¥eand sizeM to be equiprobable. There are
mainly two slightly different ensembles used in the field:

The ensembl&/ (N, M) contains all graphs ofV vertices and)M edges. The measure is
flat, i.e., every graph has the same probability, see, eig.,315. Note that all graphs
obtained from a given graph by permuting the vertices aremift graphs, i.e., they are
counted individually.

The ensembl€ (N, p), with 0 < p < 1, contains graphs witlV vertices. For every vertex
pairi, j an edg€(s, j} is drawn independently with probabilipy Forp = 0, the graph has no
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O

Figure 3.15: These two graphs are equiprobabledty, 3), even if their structure is quite
different. Whereas the left graph is a connected tree, ¢ ane is not connected and contains
acycle.

edges, fop = 1, the graph is completd{y). On average, the number of edges for gipds

_ /Ny NI N(N-1
M_p<2>_p(N—2)!2!_p 2 (3.2

where the over-bar denotes the average G\{é¥, p). This ensemble is analytically easier to
handle, so we mainly work witG (N, p).

The specific casg (N, 1/2) can also be considered #® random ensemble of graphs: All
graphs ofN vertices are equiprobable, independently of their edgetmus

One important type of statement is tha§ @V, p)-graph fulfilsalmost surely(or with proba-
bility one) some conditiorC. This expression means that, f§r — oo, the probability that a
graph drawn fron; (V, p) fulfils this conditionC, converges to one.

3.3.2 Evolution of graphs

Sometimes, it is very instructive to imagine the ensergifli¥, p) via an evolutionary process
of graphs ofN vertices which, with time, get more and more edges. This eareblized in
the following way. We takéd” = {1,..., N}, and for alli,j € V, i < j, we independently
draw a random numbet;; being equally distributed ifD, 1). Initially the graph has no edges.
Now, we start to grow(t). Whenever it exceeds a numbey;, an edge between verticés
andj is added. Thus, at timg the graph belongs t6(V, p(¢)). There are some interesting
stages in this evolution:

p(t) ~ 1/N?: The firstisolated edges appear.

p(t) ~ 1/N3/2:. The first vertices have degree 2, i.e., the first edges haweranon
vertex.

p(t) ~1/N® anya > 1: The graph is almost surely a forest.

p(t) ~ 1/N: The average vertex degree stays finite #or— oo, first cycles appear, the
first macroscopic (i. e., of ord€?(N)) subgraph appears, macroscogicores appear.
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e p(t) ~In(N)/N: The graph becomes connected.
e p(t) ~ (In(N) + In(In(N))/N: The graph becomes Hamiltonian.

For the proof see the book by Bollobas mentioned on page 25.

3.3.3 Finite-connectivity graphs: The case = ¢/N

The most interesting case is given py= ¢/N, where the medium size of the graph
M = ¢(N — 1)/2 grows linearly with the graph orde¥. In this section, we first discuss
the fluctuations of the total edge numbiér, and some local properties like degrees and the
existence of small cycles. In the following two sections wally switch to global properties.
We discussandom-graph percolatiowhich describes a phase transition from graphs having
only small connected components, evenfor oo, to graphs also having one giant compo-
nent which unifies a finite fraction of all vertices, i. e., vegoorder also grows linearly with
the graph ordeN. The last subsection discusses the sudden emergengeafra.

The number of edges

For a graph frong;(V, ¢/N), every pair of vertices becomes connected by an edge wit pro
ability ¢/N, and remains unlinked with probability — ¢/N. In contrast to thej (N, M)-
ensemble, the total number of edges is a random variable actddtes from sample to sam-
ple. Let us therefore calculate the probability; of it having exactlyM edges. This is given

by

(NN -1)/2\ [eM ¢ IN(N=1)/2-M
The combinatorial prefactor describes the number of pessidections of thé/ edges out
of the N(N — 1)/2 distinct vertex pairs, the second factor gives the profighiat they are

in fact connected by edges, whereas the last factor guastitat there are no further edges.
In the limit of largeN, and forM ~ N, whereM < N(N — 1)/2, we use

(N(zv2—1)) (N(Jv2—1) _1)“.(N(]\72—1) —M+1) _

(M=) "o (wmn) (3.4

and(1 — ¢/N)*N =~ exp(—cZ), hence the above expression can be asymptotically approxi-
mated by

(NN = 1)/2)M

P]u ~ M

[%}Mexp(—c(]\/' ~1)/2). (3.5)
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Plugging inM = ¢(N — 1)/2, this asymptotically leads to Boissonian distributionwith
meanl/,
—M

— M
PMﬁeXp(—M)W .

The fluctuations of the edge numh@f can be estimated by ttetandard deviatiomof Py,

(3.6)

o(M) = \/(M—H)Q - \/W_MQ. (3.7)
We first calculate
M2 = M+MM-1)
= M+ Y M(M-1)Py
M=0
%) —M
_ — M
= M -M —_—
+exp (=) (M —2)!
M=2
. . 00 Mm
m=0
= M+, (3.8)

In the third line, we have eliminated the cases = 0,1 which vanish due to the factor
M(M — 1), in the fourth line we have introduced = M + 2 which runs from 0 tox. The
sum can be performed and gives(M ). Using Eq. (3.7) we thus find

o(M) =1 , (3.9)

which is a special case of troentral limit theorem The relative fluctuations (M)/M =

1/vV'M decay to zero fol = ¢(N — 1)/2 — oo, see Fig. 3.16. In this limit, the sample-
to-sample fluctuations of the edge number become less amthipsrtant, and the ensemble
G(N,¢/N) can be identified witlg (IV, M ) for most practical considerations.

The degree distribution

Let us now discuss the degrees of the graph. We are interestad probabilityp, that a
randomly chosen vertex has exactly degte€he set of alp, is called thedegree distribution
It can be easily calculated:

= (YT b o

The meaning of the terms on the right-hand side is the follgwiThe factor(Ngl) enumer-
ates all possible selections fdmpotential neighbors. Each of these vertices is connected to



3.3 Random graphs 53

15 T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
i M= 10| 1
I & “—~=M= 100 ]
10F <M =1000| ]
st _
(al - 4
= | ]
5 i
05~ —,

M/ M
Figure 3.16: The distribution of edge numbers faf = 10, 100, 1000, rescaled byM. The
distributions obviously sharpen for increasihg,

the central vertex with probability/ V', whereas the othe¥ — d — 1 vertices are not allowed
to be adjacent to the central one, i. e., they contribute@fdt — ¢/N) each. In the largeV
limit, where any fixed degregis small compared with the graph ord€r we can continue in
an analogous way to the last subsection and find

L (N=1)(N=2)-(N—d) ¢ N-d-1 ¢d
pa = | lim Nd [“N} d
Cd
= (3.11)

i.e., also the degrees are distributed according to a Ru@sdlistribution. It is obviously
normalized, and the average degree is

00 o'} . c
;dpd = D d— 1)

= (3.12)
This was clear since the expected number of neighbors to enigxisp(N — 1) — ¢. Note
also that the fluctuation of this value are again given by thadard deviatiom(c) = /c,
which, however, remains comparableddf ¢ = O(1). The degree fluctuations between
vertices thus also survive in the thermodynamic limit, ¢hes, e.g., a fractior ¢ of all
vertices which is completely isolated.
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If we randomly select an edge and ask for the degree of one efil-vertices, we obviously
find a different probability distribution,, e. g., degree zero cannot be reachgd 0). This
probability is obviously proportional tp; as well as tal, by normalization we thus find

~ dpa dpa . c
W Sy e ¢ @) G139

forall d > 0. The average degree of vertices selected in this way equalk it includes the
selected edge together with, on averagggdditionalexcess edgesThe numbet — 1 of these
additional edges will be denoted as #heess degreef the vertex under consideration.

Cycles and the locally tree-like structure

The degrees are the simplest local property. We may go Blipkiyond this and ask for the
average number of small subgraphs. Let us start with subtfe vertices which thus have
k — 1 edges. We concentrate on labeled subtrees (i. e., the orddnich the vertices appear
is important) which are not necessarily induced (i. e.,¢hany be additional edges joining
vertices of the tree which are not counted). Their expectadlyer is proportional to

c

N(N—=1)---(N—k+1) [N

k—1
} = N1+0(1), (3.14)
combinatorial factors specifying — 1 specific edges out of the(k — 1)/2 possible ones,
are omitted. This number thus grows linearly with the grapteoN. If, on the other hand,
we look to cycles of finite lengtlk, we have to findk edges. The above expression takes
an additional factor/N, the expected number of cycles is thus®(fl), i. e., the number of
triangles, squares, etc. stays finite even if the graph besanfinitely large! This becomes
more drastic if one looks to cliquds;, with & > 4, these become more and more likely to
be completely absent iV becomes large. Thus, if we look locally to induced subgraghs
any finite sizek, these are almost surely trees or forests. This propertgnsted asocally
tree-like

There are, however, loops, but these are of ler@tm N) [15]. In the statistical physics
approach, we will see that these loops are of fundamentabritapce, even if they are of
diverging length.

Another side remark concerns the dimensionality of thelgrape., the possibility of “draw-
ing” large graphs in a finite-dimensional space. If you loolahy D-dimensional lattice, the
number of neighbors up to distanéegrows ask”. On the other hand, in a tree of fixed
average degree, this number is growing exponentially! i; sknse, random graphs have to
be considered to be infinite dimensional. This sounds s&ramdjrst, but finally explains the
analytical tractability which will be observed later ingHiook.
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3.3.4 The phase transition: Emergence of a giant component

From Sec. 3.3.2 we know that random graphs with ¢/N are almost surely not connected.
What can we say about the components?

Having in mind the growth process described above, we magimeahat for smalk there
are many small components, almost all of them being treesintfreases, we add new edges
and some of the previously disconnected components nowieconnected. The number of
components decreases, the number of vertices (order) abthheonents grows. Concentrat-
ing on the largest componeht®) (G) of a graphG, the following theorem was demonstrated
in 1960 by Erds and Rényi [14]:

Theorem: Letc > 0 andG,. drawn fromG(N, ¢/N). Seta =c— 1 —Inec.
() If ¢ < 1 then we find almost surely

ILOG,)| = é InN + O(Ilnln N)

(i) If ¢ > 1 we almost surely have
ILO(Ge)| =N + O(N'7?)

with 0 < v = v(¢) < 1 being the unique solution of
l—y=e"7.

All smaller components are of ordél(In NV).

This theorem makes a very powerful statement: As long-asl, all components have order
up toO(In N). This changes markedlydf> 1. There appears ormggant componentonnect-

ing a finite fraction of all vertices, but all the other compois are still small compared to the
giant one, they have onk?(In V) vertices. This means that at= 1 the system undergoes

a phase transition In contrast to physical phase transitions, it is not indueg a change in
temperature, pressure or othtexternalcontrol parameters, but by the change of the average
vertex degree, i. e., by astructural parameter of the graph. Due to the obvious analogy to
percolation theory [16], this phase transition is alsoezithndom-graph percolatiom the
literature.

This theorem is one of the most fundamental results of randaph theory, but we do not
present a complete proof. There is, however, a simple argtitinat the component structure
changes at = 1. Itis based on the locally tree-like structure of all comeots, and is
presented in the limilv — oc.

If we select any vertex, on average it will haveneighbors. According to Eq. (3.13), each
of these will havec additional neighbors, the first vertex thus has, on averagsgcond
neighbors. Repeating this argument, we conclude that theoted number aofth neighbors
equalsc® (A vertexj is called akth neighbor of a vertex if the minimum path in the graph
G connecting both contains exactyedges).
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Now we can see the origin of the difference for< 1 andc¢ > 1. In the first case, the
prescribed process decreases exponentially, and it iy likalie out after a few steps. If, in
contrast, we have > 1, the expected number @th neighbors grows exponentially. Still,
there is a finite probability that the process dies out aftavasteps (e.g.¢—¢ if dying in
the first step, i.e., if there are no neighbors at all), butdtie also a finite probability of
proceeding for ever.

e IV W
D-e 6 ¥ O

Figure 3.17: Schematic representation of the iterative solution forgrabability that a vertex
does not belong to the giant component. The first line shoeséif-consistent equation for a
vertex reached by a random edge: The black square with thedigé represents the probability
that the vertex reached is not connected to the giant conmpdayeone of its excess edges. This
can happen because it has no further neighbors, or it is ctethéo one, two, etc., vertices
not connected with the giant component. The second line stibe resulting equation for a
randomly selected vertex, as represented by the shaderesqua

This argument can be made more rigorous by considering tlosviag iterative construction:
Fist we calculate the probability, that a randomly selected end-vertex of a randomly selected
link is not connected via other edges with the giant compbagthe graph. In Figure 3.17
this is represented by a black square connected to a hadf-eHgjs vertex can either have
degree one, i. e., it has no further incident edges which évbealable to connect it to the giant
component, or it is connected to other vertices which thérasare not connected to the giant
component by their excess edges. Having in mind that alnfiashall connected components
are trees, these neighbors are connected with each otheviarthe selected vertex, and the
probability thatd neighbors are not connected to the giant component equagiysi®. Using

the probability distributiony; Eq. (3.13) of degrees of vertices reached by random edges, we
thus find:

Q1+ @ + gz + @ 4.

s =
— —c cdil d—1 —c - (Cﬂ-)d/
= e — T =e
2 2 @y
= e et—m 3.15
(3.15)

This quantity can thus be determined self-consistentlyefa@ry value ofc, and allows us
to calculate the probability — ~ that a randomly selected vertex does not belong to the
giant component. Applying similar arguments to befores thértex can either be isolated, or
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connected only to other vertices which, via their excessgdare not connected to the giant
component, see the second line of Fig. 3.17. We thus find

l—y = po+pim+per? +pam +...
_ - —ccd d
- Yt
d=1
= e c-m (3.16)

From these equations we see first that, for our random gragh,l — . Plugging this into
the last line, we obtain the equation

l—y=e (3.17)

as given in the theorem.
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Figure 3.18: Fraction of vertices belonging to the largest component i@ralom graph, as a
function of the average degreeThe symbols are numerical data f§r= 100, 1000, averaged
always over 100 randomly generated graphs. The full linegjitie asymptotic analytical result:
Below ¢ = 1, the largest component is sub-extensive, above it is exgens

Let us shortly discuss the shapedt). Forc =1 + ¢, with 0 < ¢ < 1, we also expect to
be small, and expand the above equation to second order in

1—7:1—(1+8)7+%(1+€)272+(9(’y3). (3.18)
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The terml — ~ cancels on both sides. Dividing by and keeping only the first order inand
~, we thus find

y=2. (3.19)

The relative order of the giant component thus starts to diogarly in ¢ — 1 (we say the
critical exponent for the giant component equals one), amyerges exponentially fast to 1
for largerc. The full curve is given in Fig. 3.18, together with numetidata for finite random
graphs.

3.3.5 The emergence of a gianj-core

In Sec. 3.1.5, we have introduced theore of a graph as the maximal subgraph having
minimum vertex degree of at leagt Quite recently, the problem of the existence of-a
core in random graphs was solved in a beautiful paper by BelPit. Spencer and N. C.
Wormald [17] by analyzing exactly the linear-time algonitlyiven there. Here we will give
an easily accessible summary of their approach, not inotuttie technical details of the
mathematical proofs.

Let us first start with a numerical experiment: We have gerdnaedium-size random graphs
with N = 50000 vertices and various average degregcand we have applied thgecore
algorithm forq = 2 andg = 3. The results foy = 2 are not very astonishing: Up to= 1,
the 2-core is very small, whereas it starts to occupy a fim#tetion of all vertices for: > 1.
This is consistent with the results on the giant componetdioed in the last section: As
long as the latter does not exist, almost all vertices arkectald in finite trees, and thus do
not belong to the 2-core. A small difference in the emergearfdbe giant component can,
however, be seen looking in the vicinity of= 1. Whereas the giant component starts to grow
linearly with the distance from the critical point, see E}10), the 2-core emerges with zero
slope, see Fig. 3.19. This means that the critical expordtiteth processes appear to differ
from each other.

The situation changes dramatically fpe> 3. At the corresponding thresholdy), which is
monotonously increasing witly the g-core appeardiscontinuously- immediately unifying
a finite fraction of all vertices. Fay = 3, the threshold is found to b&3) ~ 3.35. Slightly
below this average degree, almost all graphs have no exéapisore at all. At the transition,
the order of the3-core jumps abruptly to aboWt27N, i.e., it contains about 27% of all
vertices!

Wormald’s method

The method of describing this behavior was presented mattiesily by Wormald [18], it is,
however, well-known and applied in physics under the nanratefequations|t analyzes a
slightly modified version of th@-core algorithm. In every algorithmic step, only one vertex
of degree smaller than is selected randomly and removed from the graph. The gyantit
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Figure 3.19: Fraction of vertices belonging to thecore forq = 2 (circles) andg = 3 (dia-
monds). The numerical data result from a single grapiNof 50 000 vertices. The vertical
line gives the theoretical value of the 3-core size at thesthwoldc = 3.35.

calculated in the analysis of Pittet al. is the degree distributiop,, as it changes under
the algorithmic decimation. This is obviously a perfectdidate for determining the halting
point of the algorithm. Ifp; = 0 for all d < ¢, the remaining subgraph is tiecore.

An important point in the analysis, which will not be justdienathematically here, is that
the graph dynamics iself-averagingn the thermodynamic limitv.— oo. After a certain
numberT = tN = O(N) of algorithmic steps almost all random graphs have the same
degree distribution, which is also almost surely indepand&the random order of decimated
vertices. Technically, this allows us to average over bat&of randomness and to determine
the average, or expected action of the algorithm.

In the last paragraph, we have already introduced a regcafithe number of algorithmic
steps by introducing théme ¢ = T'/N. This quantity remains finite even in the thermo-
dynamic limit, running initially from¢ = 0 to at mostt = 1, where the full graph would
have been removed. Further on, this quantity advancesps Ate= 1/N, and thus becomes
continuous in the largé¥ limit. The last observation will allow us to work with diffential
equations instead of discrete-time differences.

After these introductory remarks we can start the analygiirét noting that the total vertex
number evolves a& (T') = (1—t)- N, since we remove one vertex per step. Introducing later
on the number#/,(T) of vertices havingl neighbors at timé = 7'/, and the corresponding
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degree distributiop,(t) = Ny4(T)/N(T), we can write down thexpectedthange ofN, in
the (7" + 1)st step. It contains two different contributions:

e The first contribution concerns the removed vertex itsélppears only in the equations
for N4 with d < ¢, because no vertex of higher current degree is ever removed.

e The second contribution results from the neighbors of theoreed vertex. Their degree
decreases by one.

We thus find the equation below where we explain the meanitigeaierms in detail:

Nu(T +1) — No(T) = — Xeball) L X[ dpat) | (A Dpan () (3.20)

X X c(t) c(t)

which are valid for all degrees Here we have introduceg; as an indicator for vertices of
degree at most — 1, i.e., it equals one iffl < ¢ and zero else. The overbar denotes as before
the average over the graph, i.€.= >, xapa(t) anddy = Y, dxapa(t). Note that these
averages are now, even if not explicitly stated, time depahd/Ne keep the explicit notation
for c(t) = d = Y, dpa(t). All terms have the following form: they are products of how
often the corresponding process happens on average inemeastd of the probability that
the corresponding process affects a vertex of dedreghe first term of the right-hand side
of Eq. (3.20) describes the removal of the selected vertex, (ihis process happens exactly
once within each step), the indicatpg guarantees that only vertices of degiee ¢ can be
removed. The second term contains the neighbors: On avetege arely/x neighbors,
each of them having degreewith probability ¢;(¢t) = dpq(t)/c(t). A loss term stems from
vertices having degreébefore removing one of their incident edges, a gain term fitoose
having degred + 1.

In the thermodynamic limit, the difference on the left-haside of Eq. (3.20) becomes a
derivative:

(1=t + At)pa(t + At) — (1 — t)pa(t)
At

= A= 0pa0)} (321)

Ny(T +1) = Nog(T) =

The last two equations result in a closed set of equationthédegree distribution,

d ~ xapa(t) [ dx [ dpa(t) | (d+1)pasa(t)
2 (= tpa(t)} = = T Ty T C(t)“ , (3.22)

which will be solved in the following. First we derive som@ghl equations for averages over
pa(t). The simplest one can be obtained by summing Eqg. (3.22) diver ehich gives the
trivial consistency reIatiorft(l —t) = —1. A much more interesting equation results by first
multiplying Eq. (3.22) by, and then summing over all Introducing the short-hand notation
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m(t) = (1 —t)e(t), we find
) = o {(1 1) deda)}
d

_ x| @ dd-T)
- xll o " c@)]
ax

_ pdx (3.23)
X

The initial condition is herebyn(t = 0) = c.

The main problem in solving Egs (3.21) is, however, that tfteyn an infinite set of non-
linear differential equations. A direct solution is theredf far from obvious. Our salvation
lies in the fact that the algorithm never directly toucheseatex of degreel > ¢. These
vertices change their properties only via the random retnafvane of their incident edges.
Therefore they maintain their random connection structainel their Poissonian shape, only
the effective connectivity changes. This can be verifiedgiie ansatz, witl#(¢) being the
effective connectivity §(0) = ¢):

d
(1= t)patt) = B L s SOy (3.24)
N d!
This ansatz introduces a radical simplification. An infimtenber of probabilities is parame-
trized by one single parameté(t). The validity of this ansatz can be justified by plugging it

into Eq. (3.21) for arbitraryl. We obtain for the left-hand side

: “a BT s B
and for the right-hand side
_ [ s () s PO
rhs. = = { e CEDIENEO R t A1 — t)c(?) (3.26)

They have to be equal for all > ¢, and we can compare the components of the monomial of
the same order of both sides:

: B(t) dx
Bt) = -2 =2 3.27
=153 (3.27)
The equations thus become closed under ansatz (3.24), steddnof having an infinite num-
ber of equations for thg,(t), d = q,q + 1, ..., just one equation fof(¢) remains. Interest-

ingly, theg-dependence in this equation is dropped.

If we compare Eqs (3.23) and (3.27), we find

Bt) _ mit)
25 ~ m(0) (3.28)
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which, using the initial conditions, is solved by

2
m(t) = 50 (3.29)
C
The functionm(¢) can thus be replaced in Eq. (3.27), and we get
. ¢ dy
)y=——~—. 3.30
B = -5 3 (3.30)

As a further step, we still have to remoy@nddy from the last equation. This can be obtained
by using normalization, when applying Eq. (3.24)

1 = > palt)
d=0

%) (o) 1 B B(t)d

— B(t)

= > xapa(t) + dg ¢ i
=q

d=0

= X+ F(A0). (3:31)

In the same way, we obtain for the average deg(éee

g—1 ﬂd
Fy(B)i=1-)Y e = (3.32)

and

—_— t
= w2 0. (339)
Inserting this into Eq. (3.30), and using Eq. (3.29) to efiatec(t) = m(t)/(1 — t), the
equation forg(t) finally becomes:

- B(t) — cFy—1(B(t))
B(t) = — . 3.34
R S AEID) 439

We have thus succeeded in reducing the infinite set (3.22}tetsingle Eq. (3.34)! Still, this
equation is non-linear and thus not easily solvable forteatyi . The important information
about theg-core can, however, be obtained even without solving thisagqgn for all times,
but by determining only the halting point of the algorithm hieh is theg-core of the input
graph.




3.3 Random graphs 63

Assume that the graph has a gigntore. It containgV(¢y) = (1 — t;)N vertices, where
0 < ty < 1is the halting time of the algorithm. At this point, all remaig vertices have
degreel > ¢, we thus havey = dxy = 0 andj3; = B(t;) > 0. According to (3.31,3.33) we
therefore have

I—ty = Fq(Bf)

- piay e

The second equation fixgs, whereas ; itself and thus the order of the giag¥core follow
directly from the first equation. If there are two or more $iolus for 3; one has to choose the
largest one which is smaller than The initial condition for3(¢) is 5(0) = ¢, and Eq. (3.34)
results in a negative slope, i. e., in a decrease(of with time.

The caseq = 2

Let us first consider the case @f= 2 colors only. From numerical experiments we have seen
that the 2-core of a random graph seems to set in continuatislyerage degree= 1. Can
we confirm this, starting with Eqgs (3.35)?

The self-consistent equation f6 = 3(t;) becomes

ﬁ:1—6_61”
c

, (3.36)

as represented graphically in Fig. 3.20. The right-hanel sidrts in3 = 0 with slope one, and
asymptotically tends to one. The left-hand side is a sttdigh of slopel/c. Forc < 1 the
only solution of Eq. (3.36) is thus given I} = 0, which according to the first of Egs (3.35)
corresponds td — ¢y = 0, and the 2-core has vanishing size. At 1, the right-hand side
has a smaller slope in the origin, but still diverges for é&g8g The two curves therefore have a
second crossing poimt; > 0 which, according to the discussion at the end of the lasicsect
has to be selected as the relevant solution. A non{zgrbowever, implies a non-zeio- ¢,
and the 2-core unifies a finite fraction of all vertices of tardom graph.

Note that the non-zero solution of Eq. (3.36) sets in comtirsly atc(2) = 1. If we fix a
slightly largerc = 1 + e with 0 < ¢ <« 1, we find

Bi s, (3.37)

Expanding this equation ifiy ande we get

Br(1—e+0(e?) = By (1 - % +O(B§»)) (3.38)
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Figure 3.20: Graphical solution of Eq. (3.36): The full line shods(3), the straight lines have
slopesl /¢; with ¢1 < ¢2 = 1 < ¢3. The solution is given by the largest crossing point between
the curves. For < 1 the only crossing appears ih= 0. Forc > 1, a second, positive solution
exists. It is marked by the arrow.

and thus: = 3;/2. For the halting time, and thus for the size of the 2-core, aeeh
l—t; = 1—eP1(1+8)
= 5 +O(B7)
= 22+ 0(%) . (3.39)
The critical exponent for 2-core percolation is tlysvhich is in perfect agreement with the
numerical findings presented at the beginning of this sectio

The caseg = 3

Forgq = 3, the self-consistency equation féf = 3(t;) becomes

By

= 1—eP1(1+8y), (3.40)

see Fig. 3.21 for the graphical solution. The importantedéhce to the 2-core is that, for
g = 3, the right-hand side starts with slope zero. A non-zerosingspoint developing
continuously out of the solutioi = 0 is therefore impossible. In fact, up #3) ~ 3.35, no
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further crossing point exists, and the existence of a giantponent of the random graph is
obviously not sufficient for the existence of a giant 3-cakec(3) ~ 3.35, however, the two
curves touch each other at one pgint> 0, as marked by the full-line arrow in Fig. 3.21, and
two new solutions appear. The larger one is, as already distubsecorrect one.

Figure 3.21: Graphical solution of Eq. (3.40): The full line shows(3), the straight lines have
slopesl/c; with ¢1 < c2 = 3.35 < c3. The solution is given by the largest crossing point
between the curves. For< 3.35 the only crossing appears th= 0. Forc > 3.35, two other,
positive solutions exist. The correct one is marked by thevs.

The discontinuous emergence of a new solution in Eq. (3&€)Its also in a discontinuous
emergence of the 3-core. As observed in the experimentdattee jumps at(3) ~ 3.35
from zero size to about 27% of all vertices. This becomes evare pronounced if we look to
largerq, e.g., the 4-core appearsdtt) ~ 5.14 and include$).43N vertices, and the 5-core
emerges only at(5) ~ 6.81 and includes evef.55N vertices.

Results for random-graph coloring

As an immediate consequence we see that almost all graphs witc(¢) are colorable with

q colors, or, formulated differently, that the chromatic rhenfor a graph withe < ¢(q) is
almost surely bounded from above by It may, of course, be smaller. We know that the
existence of g-core is not sufficient to make a graph uncolorable wittolors, see Fig. 3.5.
As noted in the proof of the theorem on page 34, the reverdidhey-core algorithm can
be used to extend the coloring of theore to the full graph in linear time. So we see that,
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even if the problem is hard in the worst case, almost all gsayila < ¢(q) can be efficiently
colored with onlyg colors.

The analysis given by Pittel, Spencer, and Wormald is vanjlar to an analysis of a sim-
ple linear time algorithm that we give in Chap. 8. In genetla¢ probabilistic analysis of
algorithms is able to provide useful bounds on propertiedmbst all random graphs.
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