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Abstract

A classical theorem by Erdés, Kleitman and Rothschild on the structure of
triangle-free graphs states that with high probability such graphs are bipar-
tite. Our first main result refines this theorem by investigating the structure
of the 'few’ triangle-free graphs which are not bipartite. We prove that with
high probability these graphs are bipartite up to a few vertices. Similar re-
sults hold if we replace triangle-free by K, -free and bipartite by ¢(-partite.

In our second main result we examine the class of e-regular graphs in the
context of the famous Regularity Lemma by Szemerédi. Whereas the case of
dense graphs is well understood, the application of the Regularity Lemma
for sparse random graphs still lacks an important keystone. This led to a
conjecture by Kohayakawa, Luczak and Rodl, which is considered one of
the most important open problems in the theory of random graphs. The
conjecture states that a fixed subgraph H occurs with extremely high proba-
bility in sufficiently dense e-regular graphs. We prove this conjecture for the
subgraphs H = K, and H = K.
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Introduction

The importance of graphs in theoretical computer science and discrete
mathematics cannot probably be overrated. It is needless to count, for in-
stance, the numerous algorithmic applications, where graphs play an es-
sential role. Many real-world structures naturally map to graphs, which ex-
plains the outstanding practical impact of graph theoretical results. And, of
course, besides their influence on many fields of computer science, graphs
hold an eminent place in discrete mathematics. Their importance as fun-
damental combinatorial structure is highlighted by the beautiful and deep
results which the research in this field has produced in great number.

An important branch of graph theory studies the structure of random
graphs, e.g., the well-known models G,, , or G,, .. Since the pioneering work
by Erd6s and Renyi around 1960 a rich theory on this subject has been de-
veloped (for an account on the history of random graph theory we refer the
reader to the monographs [ ] and [ ). Random graph theory has
become an invaluable tool, e.g., in the construction of graphs with specific
properties, in average case analysis, and in the design of algorithms.

Already in the seminal paper [ ] the occurrence of fixed subgraphs has
been studied, and today this problem is well-understood for G, , and G, ,,,.
However, for certain applications these models do not suffice. Whereas clas-
sical random graph theory deals with the problem

What is the structure of a typical, i.e., random graph (with a given
density)?
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it might be necessary to focus on graphs with a given property P. Given
such a property P like, e.g., ‘the graph is planar’ or "the graph does not
contain a triangle’, we would like to answer the question

What is the structure of a typical graph (with a given density) that
satisfies property P?

Formally speaking, we draw a graph uniformly at random from the family
of all graphs which satisfy P. In the sequel we will refer to such random
graphs as structural random graphs. In comparison to the extensive literature
on G, , and G,, ,,, there are only few results on structural random graphs.
This might be due to the fact that many tools from probability theory, which
are so successful in G, , and G, ,,, cannot a priori be applied to structural
random graphs. Note that structural random graphs are not defined by a se-
quence of elementary random experiments like choosing the edges in G,, .
Thus the underlying probability space tends to be rather difficult to capture.

In this thesis we will discuss problems concerning structural random graphs
where the analysis is based on direct counting of the graphs under consider-
ation. For one of our results this even leads to an order of magnitude of
the probabilities which could not be achieved using classical probabilistic
bounds. In an impressive way this shows the power of direct counting.

Hence, from a technical point of view, direct counting represents the thread
which interweaves this thesis. Our specific results deal with the occurrence
of complete subgraphs K, in random graphs.

For a graph G = (V, E) the clique number w(G) := max{¢ € N | K, C G},
i.e., the size of the largest complete subgraph, is a frequently studied struc-
tural parameter. It is thus natural to ask for the typical structure of a graph,
given a bound on w(G). This subject will be treated in Chapter 3, where we
investigate random K ,-free graphs. A classical result by Erd6s, Kleitman and
Rothschild [ ] and its generalization by Kolaitis, Promel and Roth-
schild [ | state that random K, -free graphs are almost always /(-
partite. We further refine these results by looking at the family of K, -free
graphs which are not /-partite. It turns out that this family of graphs exhibits
a distinct hierarchical structure.

Via a conjecture by Kohayakawa, Luczak and Rodl [ ] the research on
the evolution of random H-free graphs (i.e., the characterization of their
structure depending on the number of edges in the graph) is closely in-
terconnected to the structure of random e-reqular graphs. Consider a fixed
graph H with chromatic number x(H). If H can be shown to occur with ex-
tremely small (so-called subexponentially small) probability as a subgraph
in a random e-regular graphs, this implies that random I -free graphs are
(x(H) — 1)-partite up to an arbitrarily small fraction of edges [ I



But the implications of the aforementioned conjecture extend far beyond
the evolution of H-free graphs. Generally speaking, this conjecture repre-
sents the missing keystone for applying the famous Regularity Lemma by
Szemerédi [ ] to sparse random graphs. In the monograph [ ] this
conjecture was therefore termed one of the most important open questions in the
theory of random graphs. In Chapter 4 we prove the two ‘smallest” open cases
of this conjecture, namely, H = K, and H = K.

Outline of this thesis In Chapter 2 we clarify some notation. Since we
mostly employ standard terminology, the reader may prefer to consult this
part of the thesis only on demand.

In the subsequent two chapters we discuss the results sketched above.
Chapter 3 deals with the structure of typical K,-free graphs. Then in Chap-
ter 4 our results on the conjecture by Kohayakawa, Luczak and Rodl are
presented. Both chapters contain a section on the background of our results
which is meant to provide the reader which is not familiar with the topic
with a brief, intuitive overview.






Preliminaries

Graphs Let G = (V. E) be a graph. We use the notation vz := |V| and
e = |E|. A graph with v¢ = n and e = m will be called an (n, m)-graph.

I'(v) denotes the neighborhood of vertex v € V. For sets of vertices S C V we
let T'(S) := U,cs T'(v) \ S. In general, IT''(S) denotes the ith neighborhood of a
set S CV,ie, '°(S)=Sand

S ={veV\[IS)uU...ur(9)] | Iz € T%(S), {x,v} € E}
fori > 0.

The density of the (bipartite) subgraph introduced between two disjoint ver-
tex sets A, B C V' is given by

e(4, B)
d(A,B) = ——,
W = T
where ¢(A, B) := |{{u,v} € E|u € A AN v € B}| denotes the number
of edges between A and B. We will also use the abbreviation E(A, B) :=
{{u,v} e E|lue A N veB}.

We introduce identifiers for certain types of graphs. The circle on n vertices
is given by C,,. The complete graph on n vertices is denoted by K,. The
complete (-partite graph K7 consists of ¢ partitions of p vertices such that all
edges between all pairs of partitions are present but there is no edge inside
the partitions.

For W C V let G[IV] denote the subgraph induced by W, i.e., G[W] consists
of the vertex set IV and the edge set (') ) N E. In contrast to that we say that
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H = (V' E') is a weak subgraph if V' C V and E’ C E. In this case write
H C G.If H¢Z G, wesay that G is H-free.

For a graph G we let x(G) denote the chromatic number of G.

By G, we denote, the binomial random graph on n vertices, where each
edge occurs independently with probability p. Furthermore, let G, ,,, be a
graph on n vertices and m edges drawn uniformly at random. We say that a
random graph satisfies a certain property asymptotically almost surely if this
property occurs with probability 1 — o(1).

Miscellaneous With logn = log, n we denote the logarithm to base 2. For
i > 1 the iterated logarithm log®™ (n) is recursively defined by log™(n) =
log(n) and log"™ (n) = log(log (n)).

Letnk :=n!l/(n—k)! =n(n—1)...(n—k+1) denote the k-th falling factorial.
A binomial coefficient (}) may then be written as (}) = n%/k!.

For binomial coefficients we will often use the following inequality which
follows immediately from Vandermonde’s convolution:

a) b\ _ (a + b),

r)\Yy) \r+y

which is immediately clear due to combinatorial arguments (Instead of
choosing = elements from a set of cardinality a and then y elements from
a set of cardinality b, we pick in total = + y from the union of both sets. This

leads to over-counting, since we do not have to choose exactly = elements
from « in this case.).

H (x) denotes the entropy function and is defined as
H(z) = —zxlogz — (1 — x)log(1l — x).

This function is used in the well known bound

n
()



Structure of K/-free graphs

3.1 Introduction

What is a random triangle-free graph? — In 1976 Erd&s, Kleitman and Roth-
schild [FKR76] showed that if one conditions a random graph G,, 1 on being
triangle-free, then such a graph is almost always bipartite, i.e.,

Pr[ G bipartite | G = G, is triangle-free | = 1 — o(1). (3.1)

Recall that the probability space of random graphs G,, 1 corresponds to the
uniform distribution on the set of all graphs with n vertices.

While (3.1) surely answers the question of what the structure of a random
triangle-free graph is, it is also in some sense unsatisfactory, as, clearly, a
bipartite graph does not capture many interesting properties a triangle-free
graph might have. Consider, for instance, the famous result of Erd6s [Frd59]
which shows that there exist graphs with high chromatic number and high
girth (size of the smallest cycle). Hence, in particular, triangle-free graphs
may have a high chromatic number instead of being bipartite.

In this chapter we thus investigate the structure of those triangle-free graphs
which are not bipartite. As it turns out, this class is surprisingly well-
structured. Let us call a graph G = (V, E) i-quasibipartite if and only if there
exist ¢ vertices vy,...,v; € V such that G[V \ {vy,...,v;}] is bipartite. Then
we prove

e almost all triangle-free graphs which are not bipartite are 1-quasibi-
partite,
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e almost all triangle-free graphs which are not bipartite or 1-quasibi-
partite are 2-quasibipartite,

and in general forall i > 1

e almost all triangle-free graphs which are not i’-quasibipartite for i’ <1
are i + 1-quasibipartite.

We also show that similar results hold for the class of all graphs which do
not contain a clique K. For these graphs a hierarchy of i-quasi-{-par-
tite graphs can be found, extending a result of Kolaitis, Promel and Roth-
schild [ I

The results presented in this chapter have appeared in [ ]and [ ].

Outline of this chapter In Section 3.2 we briefly state the main result of
this chapter. Section 3.3 introduces the Kleitman-Rothschild method which
is essential for the proof of our results. Thereafter we discuss related results
in Section 3.4. In particular, we review the current knowledge on the struc-
ture of typical H-free graphs (including their evolution) and point out al-
gorithmic applications of these results. Section 3.5 presents a self-contained
proof of our main result limited to triangle-free graphs. Due to its simplicity
we believe that it has an instructive value on its own. The proof of the main
result in full generality then follows in Section 3.6.

3.2 Main result

In order to state our result precisely we introduce some notation. Through-
out the rest of the chapter we assume that / is an arbitrary, but fixed integer
with ¢ > 2.

We consider graphs with labeled vertices. With F§(n) we denote the set of
all K, ,-free graphs on n vertices, and the set P§(n) contains all (-partite
graphs. Using these abbreviations the result from Kolaitis, Promel and Roth-
schild [ ] can be stated as follows.

Theorem 3.1 ([ D For ¢ > 2 almost all K, ,-free graphs are (-partite, i.e.,

[F5(n)| = (1 + o(1)|Pg(n)]-
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Note that the special case ¢ = 2 corresponds to the result of Erdds, Kleitman
and Rothschild [ ].

We extend this result as follows: Let Pf(n) denote the set of all K, -free
graphs G = (V, E) on n vertices which can be made /-partite by removing
i vertices but not by removing only i — 1 vertices, i.e., there exist vertices
vy, ...,v; € Vsuchthat G[V\{v....,v;}] € P{(n—1i), whereas for all choices
of vertices v},...,v,_; € V we have G[V \ {v],...,v/_1}] &€ P§(n — (i — 1)).

We call these K, -free graphs i-quasi-(-partite.

Additionally, we define the set F/(n) := F§(n) \ [P{(n) U...U P, (n)], ie.,
F{(n) contains all K,,,-free graphs which cannot be made (-partite by re-
moving at most ¢ — 1 vertices. For these graphs the following extension to
Theorem 3.1 can be shown.

Theorem 3.2 Foralli > 0and ¢ > 2,

|75 ()| = (1 + o(1)|P; ().

3.3 Background: Kleitman-Rothschild method

3.3.1 Motivation

For simplicity’s sake let us concentrate for the moment on the case i = 0
and ¢ = 2, i.e.,, we consider triangle-free and bipartite graphs. For brevity
of notation we let F;(n) := F?(n) and B;(n) := P?(n) for i > 0. With this
notation the famous result of | ] reads

Pr|G € Bo(n) | G =G, 1 € Fo(n)] =1 —o0(1), (3.2)

1
2

where G is a random graph G, 1.
Typical tools in probability theory are designed for probability spaces which
are defined as the product of several independent random experiments, or,
more generally, as random processes. Unfortunately, no step by step con-
struction of graphs in Fy(n) is known, and apparently such a construction
ought to have a rather intricate structure. This is due to the fact that the
condition G € Fy(n) introduces complicated dependencies between the
occurrences of different edges. A process that produces a random graph
G € Fo(n) would have to keep track of these dependencies, which seems to
be a quite difficult task.
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Moreover, if we were able to devise such a random construction of graphs
in Fy(n), this would presumably yield a proof for (3.2), too. Due to By(n) C
Fo(n) it suffices to show that

[Fo(n)| < (14 0(1)) - [Bo(n)]. (3.3)

The two abilities to randomly construct a combinatorial object and to count
the number of such objects usually go hand in hand. It is typically possible
to switch between these two sides of the medal by exchanging the random
choices with bounds on the number of possibilities.

Note that |B,(n)| is rather easy to determine. The upper bound |By(n)| <
2" . 2"*/4 immediately follows from the observation that there are 2" pos-
sibilities to choose a 2-coloring of V. Furthermore, the number of possible
choices for the edges between two color classes of size z and n—x is bounded
by 2¢(»=%) < 27°/4_ A rough lower bound on |By(n)| can also be obtained
without too much technical effort (cf. e.g. [ D.In[ ] the following
quite precise estimate for the number of arbitrary (-partite graphs |P§(n)|
has been given (see also [ D.

Theorem 3.3 [ | For ¢ > 2 we have

|77£(n)] _ @(2%n2+nloge—% logn).

Clearly, for bipartite graphs we obtain |By(n)| = ©(23""+7~2losn),

In brief, when we want to prove (3.3) and thus (3.2), we face the following
situation. We have to compare the cardinalities of the graph classes Fy(n)
and By(n), where we know precise bounds for |By(n)|. However, there is not
much hope to determine | Fy(n)]|.

In the sequel we will describe the Kleitman-Rothschild method, which uses
an approach that involves neither probabilistic tools nor counting of the ab-
solute value of |Fy(n)|. Instead, this method uses induction to compare the
rate of growth of |Fy(n) \ By(n)| and |By(n)|. If the former cardinality, inter-
preted as a function of n, can be shown to grow much slower than |B,(n)|,
this will suffice to prove (3.3).

3.3.2 Technique

In a sequence of two papers ([ ] and [ ]) Kleitman and Rothschild
succeeded in counting the number of different partial orders on a set of n
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(labeled) elements. The method they invented for proving this result, sub-
sequently also called the Kleitman-Rothschild method, is based on a clever in-
ductive counting argument. Even though the Kleitman-Rothschild method
was first used for partial orders, its highlights were within graph theory.
Here the starting paper was by Erd&s, Kleitman and Rothschild [ ]
who proved that almost all triangle-free graphs are bipartite (cf. (3.2) and
(3.3)). In the following years this result was generalized in many respects (cf.
e.g. [ 1l 11 11 ]). For further discussion of the method
and its history, we refer the interested reader to [ Jor [ ]

The Kleitman-Rothschild method is applicable in situations like the follow-
ing. Let two families of sets &,, and ), be given such that G € ), implies
G € X,. For the sake of concreteness we will think of these sets as families
of graphs, where the parameter n denotes the number of vertices.

We intend to show that

Assume that we have rather good estimates on |}, |, but we do not know
how to bound |X,,|. In classical applications of the Kleitman-Rothschild
method the actual goal is to estimate |X),|. To this aim one tries to guess
the structure of most graphs in X, and defines a corresponding family ),
such that |, |, hopefully, can then be counted more easily. Together with
(3.4) this yields the desired bound on |4A,|.

For (3.4) it suffices to prove that there exist only very few graphs in &, \ J,,
or, more precisely, |X, \ Vu|/|V.| = o(1). This is achieved by the following
two steps:

1. Define suitable bad sets B, ..., B* C X, for which it can be shown that

X A\V. CBLU...UBE
2. Prove that '
B! |/|Vn] =0(1) fori=1,... k

using inductive counting.

The inductive counting approach used in the second step represents the core
idea of the Kleitman-Rothschild method. In order to prove that |3 | is much
smaller than |}/, it is not necessary to estimate the absolute cardinalities of
the sets. Instead it suffices to obtain bounds on the growth rates

A 1B,
and n
Vs | Xz

A bound of the form

for suitable z € N.
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[Vnl
> g(n) (3.5)
| Vn—al
is usually straightforward, as we have assumed that |}, | is comparatively
easy to count.

In classical applications of the Kleitman-Rothschild method the graph fam-
ily &, is decreasing, i.e., G € X, implies that H € &, for all subgraphs H C G.
As a typical example for a decreasing family consider the set of triangle-free
graphs Fy(n).

Let G = (V, E) € X,. The definition of a bad set B, typically involves prop-
erties of a small part of G, e.g., a single vertex or a (small) set W C V. As &,
is decreasing, it follows that G’ := G[V \ W] € X,,_, for x := |[W|. Hence a
bound of the form 5|

Pl < )

2 <1 (36)
can be obtained by counting the number of possibilities to combine W and
G' € X,_, such that the resulting graph belongs to .. A clever definition of
B: implies severe restrictions on these possibilities and thus a small bound

f(n) can be shown. Combining (3.5) and (3.6) we conclude that

1B,,] < 1B, ) | Xn—sl ) Vo] < f(n) )
Vol 7 [Xe] | Va—el (Yl 7~ g(n)

where the bound on |&,,_,|/|V,—.| follows by induction. If f(n)/g(n) = o(1),
the claim is proved.

(14 0(1)),

Our application of the Kleitman-Rothschild method which will be presented
in the remainder of the chapter differs in one aspect from the ‘standard” ap-
proach described above. Observe that the set F;(n) with i > 1 is, in con-
trast to Fy(n), not decreasing. We cope with this problem using two differ-
ent techniques. Firstly, we derive a rough estimate on the ratio F;(n)/F(n).
Thus we can compare the size of the bad sets to | Fy(n)| as in the standard ap-
proach, which will suffice for certain parts of the proof. Secondly, for other
parts where higher accuracy is needed, we define the bad sets and the ver-
tices W which are removed for the inductive counting in such a way that
the remaining graph G[V \ W] still belongs to F;(n). This can be achieved
although F;(n) is not decreasing in general, i.e., for arbitrary subgraphs .

3.4 Related work

Typical H-free graphs As we have already mentioned, the structure of
triangle-free graphs was first investigated in the seminal paper [ I
Later this result was generalized in [ ] to K-free graphs for arbitrary
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¢ > 3 (cf. Theorem 3.1). Written in a probabilistic style the main result
of [ ] reads

Pr[G is (-partite | G = G,, 1 is K;;-free] =1 — o(1).

In addition to that, similar results have been proved for certain non-comple-
te subgraphs. In [ ] almost all Cy-free graphs are shown to be bipartite
for every odd integer /. Finally, in [ ] a characterization of graphs H is
given such that almost all H-free graphs are (-partite (see also [ ] fora
further refinement of this result).

For arbitrary graphs H the number of H-free graphs has been bounded

2
by (= x1) "7 (") iy [ ]. However, this bound is weaker than the
bounds for certain classes of H-free graphs which are implied by the results
mentioned above in combination with Theorem 3.3. For instance, the num-
ber of K,-free graphs for ¢/ > 3 is thus of order @(2;7_—22”2”10%“_1)_1_7210”),

whereas [ ] only yields the estimate 2272 +°("*) in this case.

In addition to this rich theory on H-free graphs in the classical sense, where
weak subgraphs H are forbidden, also graphs with forbidden induced sub-
graphs H have been studied. Interestingly, the results for such graphs closely
parallel the results for forbidden weak subgraphs (cf. [ 11 11 ]
[ D.-In| ] a survey and comparison of the results for forbidden in-
duced and weak subgraphs is given.

Algorithmic applications Techniques and results like the ones we have
listed above also gain influence which extends well beyond the field of
‘pure’ graph theory, focusing on structural insight. Random graphs have
had significant impact on the average case analysis of algorithms and on
the quest for hard instances, e.g., of N"P-complete problems.

In [ ] it has been shown that graph-coloring, a classical N'P-complete
problem, may be solved for random graphs in constant expected time. If we
wish to decide whether a graph is /-colorable, we simply search for cliques
K¢y For a typical random graph &, 1 such a clique can be found by looking
at just a few vertices. Of course, this suffices to show that the graph is not
(-colorable. For graphs which pass this test without a K,.; being found the
problem is solved by complete enumeration. Since there are very few such
graphs, this still leads to constant execution time on the average.

Although elegant and simple, this ‘solution” of the coloring problem is in
some sense unsatisfactory and leads to a natural question. How crucial is
the role of cliques, i.e., can we still achieve good performance on the average
if the graph is K, -free? In [ ] (cf. also [ ]) this question has been
answered in the affirmative by presenting an algorithm with expected run-
ning time O(n?) on random K,-free graphs. The proof of this result makes
substantial use of the Kleitman-Rothschild method.
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Evolution of H-free graphs Up to now we have discussed results on the
structure of a typical H-free graph, i.e., the structure of a graph randomly
chosen from the set of all H-free graphs. Hence note that such results do not
tell us much about the structure of sparse H-free graphs, i.e., graphs with
o(n?) edges, since such graphs are usually outnumbered by dense graphs
with ©(n?) edges.

Thus a natural direction of further research is to study the evolution of H-
free graphs. Here the number of edges m is introduced as a new parameter
(in addition to the number of vertices n), and the structure of H-free graphs
on n vertices with m edges is investigated. This follows the usual approach
in classical random graph theory, introduced in the seminal paper [ I
where the structure of random graphs G, ,,, depending on m is studied.

A first result for this line of research was given in [ ], where the evolu-
tion of triangle-free graphs was examined. However, the case that the order
of magnitude of m lies between n*? and n"/? remained open. Finally, this
problem was solved in [ ].

Theorem 3.4 [OP7] (Evolution of Ks-free graphs) Let t5 = “2n3/2\/logn.
For ¢ > 0 we have

1—o(1) ifm=o(n),
Pr[G,, ., is bipartite | G, ,, is Ks-free] = ¢ o(1) if5 <m < (1—e)ts,
1—ol) f(l+as<m o

Remark 3.5 The main result of [OPT] is actually stronger than the statement of
Theorem 3.4. Similar thresholds t, are shown for arbitrary odd cycles C,.

For the proof of Theorem 3.4 a result from [ ] is employed, which states
that all triangle-free graphs with m > Cn®/? edges are almost bipartite, i.e.,
they can be made bipartite by deleting |dm | edges. Here for any 6 > 0 we
can find a sufficiently large constant C' such that this claim holds.

This result of [ ] is actually much stronger, as it is formulated for arbi-
trary H-free graphs, given any fixed graph H. However, the proof is based
on a conjecture by Kohayakawa, Luczak and Rodl (cf. Conjecture 4.19 which
will be studied in Chapter 4), which has only been verified for the case that
H is a tree or a cycle (cf. Section 4.3.2).

For a formal statement of the result in [ ] we call a graph (6, ¢)-partite if
it can be made /(-partite by deleting at most dm edges. Furthermore, for an
arbitrary graph H let
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do(H) ::max{eF_1 |F§H,UF>2} (3.7)

UF—2

denote the 2-density of H. Observe that

¢ 2
B (2)—1_112 —(-2 1

and thus dy(K3) = 2. Now the resultin [ ] reads as follows.

Theorem 3.6 [ I Let H be a graph with x(H) = ¢ + 1 > 3 for which
Conjecture 4.19 holds. Then for every § > 0 there exists C' > 0 such that

Pr[G is (6, ¢)-partite | G = G, , is H-free] =1 — o(1),

provided that m > Cn* 1/dH), O

Theorem 3.6 shows that there is a strong connection between the structure
of H-free graphs treated in this chapter and the occurrence of subgraphs
H C G in so-called e-regular graphs treated in Conjecture 4.19 which we will
study in Chapter 4. Hence, progress in proving Conjecture 4.19 provides
new tools for attacking the evolution of H-free graphs. In Chapter 4 we
prove Conjecture 4.19 for H = K, and H = K.

There is also a second promising approach for studying the evolution of
H-free graphs. In [ ] an alternative proof is given (up to constants) for
the crucial part of Theorem 3.4, i.e, the second 1-statement (This statement
represents the actual breakthrough achieved by [ ], as the other parts of
Theorem 3.4 were essentially proved before.). This alternative proof uses the
Kleitman-Rothschild method, which will also represent our most important
tool in this chapter.

The survey [ ] summarizes the interrelations between counting com-
binatorial objects, analyzing their typical structure and studying their evo-
lution.

Typical structure of untypical K,-free graphs Among the above men-
tioned previous research the main result presented in this chapter takes
the following position. Primarily Theorem 3.2 generalizes Theorem 3.1 by
characterizing the typical structure of the untypical, i.e., rare graphs in

Fo(n) \ Po(n).

Furthermore, the notion ’i-quasi-/-partite’, which is defined in terms of
deleted vertices, bears some similarity with the notion (9, £)-partite” used
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in [ ], which is based on the deletion of edges. However, there is no
direct connection between [ ] and Theorem 3.2, as [ ] studies the
evolution of H-free graphs, whereas in this chapter we will not bound the
number of edges in the graph a priori.

3.5 Simple proof for bipartite graphs

In this section we give a proof of Theorem 3.2 for the case ¢ = 2 and i =
1, i.e., we show that almost all triangle-free graphs which are not bipartite
can be made bipartite by removing a single vertex. This corresponds to the
following special case of Theorem 3.2.

Theorem 3.7 Almost all triangle-free graphs which are not bipartite, are quasi-
bipartite, i.e.,
[Fi(n)] = (1+0(1)) - [Br(n)].

The following definition specifies some properties which we expect to hold
for a "typical’ bipartite graph. Based on the negation of these properties we
will later define sets of ‘strange’ graphs, i.e., graphs with unusual properties.
These sets will be used as bad sets in the Kleitman-Rothschild method, i.e.,
we will show that the cardinality of these sets is negligible in comparison to

B (n)]-

Definition 3.8 We introduce the following abbreviations for properties of a graph
G = (V,E) with |V| = n:

(P1) Minimum degree is not too small: |I'(v)|
(P2)  Large second neighborhood: |T'(Q)| > (3

Q| = logn.

> 2logn forallv e V.
— —2—)nforallQ CV and

loglogn

The following lemmas show some results on the structure of graphs for
which the specified properties hold. The proofs of these results, i.e., of
Lemma 3.9 and Lemma 3.11, are implicit in [ ]and [ ] but we also
briefly include them here for clarity and completeness.

Lemma 3.9 Let G = (V, E) be a graph on n vertices, where n is sufficiently large,
and C C V be a cycle with |C| < 9. If it holds that [T%(v)| > (3 — —=2—)n for

2 loglogn
allv € C and that |T?(x) NT?(y)| < 557 for all edges {x,y} of C, then the cycle
cannot be odd.
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Proof For simplicity we will only show that there is no cycle Cs. The proof
for C5, C; and Cy is similar.

Let G = (V, E) denote a graph and let C' = (vy, v5, v3) be a cycle in G which
satisfies the conditions of the lemma. In the sequel we write R; := I'*(v;) and

= e, 1= 15 for short. We directly obtain the following estimates:

[BiURy| = [Ra] +[Rof = [Ri N Re| = (1 =20 = f)n

[RiN Ryl = n—[RiURy| < (200 + B)n.
Hence,

|Rs| < |Ry N Ryl + |Rs N Ry| + |Rs N Ry| < (2 + 38)n,
contradicting the assumption on the minimum size of R3. O

Now we define a property for sets of edges. If this property and also the
properties from Definition 3.8 hold for a graph, then this graph must be
bipartite.

Definition 3.10 Given a graph G = (V, E) with |V | = n we define the following
property for a set of edges F' C E:

(P3) Few cycles Cs: |T*(x) NT?(y)| < qg5n for all {z,y} € F.

Lemma 3.11 If a graph G = (V, E) satisfies the properties (P1), (P2) and (P3)
for all edges and |V'| = n is sufficiently large, then G is bipartite.

Proof We construct a 2-coloring of G as follows: By Lemma 3.9 G contains
neither a Cs nor a Cs nor a C; nor a Cy.

Now choose an arbitrary edge {z,y} € E. For brevity let @, := I'(z), Q, :=
['(y), R, := T'*(z) and R, := I'*(y). R, and R, are stable because otherwise
we could find a Cs. Similarly we conclude that R, N R, = 0.

We denote all other vertices by S := V' \ [Q, U Q, U R, U R,] and partition
them in two classes:

S;={veS|R,NR, #0} and S,={veS|R,NR,#0}.

Observe that 5, US, = S, since R, and R, cover almost the whole graph and
R, is big for all v. Hence, for every vertex v the intersection R, N (R, U R,)
cannot be empty. Moreover, R, U S, and R, U S, are stable and S, NS, = ()
because there are no cycles C; and Cy (see Figure 3.1).
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Figure 3.1: Finding color classes in Lemma 3.11

Hence, we have found a 2-coloring with the color classes R, U S, U ), and
R,US,UQ,. O

Consider a graph G which satisfies properties (P1) and (P2). Furthermore,
assume that the graph is composed of a bipartite subgraph on n — 2 vertices
and two additional vertices. The following lemma shows how to find two
short vertex disjoint odd cycles in G. Later in the paper we will apply the
lemma in order to exploit the fact that a graph with two such cycles remains
non-bipartite even if an edge of a cycle is removed.

Lemma 3.12 Let G = (V, E) be a graph with two vertices vy, vy € V such that
G’ = G[V \ {v1,v2}] € By(n). Consider an arbitrary 2-coloring of G’ with color

classes Sy, Sy and assume that for j € {1, 2} there are vertices wj(»l) € (S1NI(v)))

and w](?) € (S2 NI (v;)) such that wgl), w?, wgl), w§2) are pairwise different.
If G' satisfies the properties (P1) and (P2) and n is sufficiently large we can find
two vertex disjoint cycles C7 in G.

Proof We look for vertex disjoint paths P; in G’ of length five that connect
wj(-l) and w](?) for j € {1,2}: By (P1) we can find sets Q§1) - F(wj(-l)) N Sy and
ng) - F(w]@)) N S of size at least log n. Since F(Q§l)) and F(Q§2)) are almost
as large as one partition of I they are obviously connected by an edge and
a path can be found.
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Assume that the cycle at v, is fixed first. By (P1) the degrees of w](l) and w](?)

are large and, hence, we are able to choose the set le) and Qf) in such a
way that the resulting cycle at v, is vertex disjoint from the cycle at v;. [

We also need a few results on the growth of |By(n)| and |B;(n)|. Later we
will use them to show that the size of the 'bad sets’ grows asymptotically
slower than |B;(n)| and, thus, these sets contain only a negligible number of
graphs.

Lemma 3.13 For i € {0, 1} and all sufficiently large n

10g|l§’i(n—1)|<_n—i—1
Bi(n)|  — 2

Proof We construct pairwise different graphs in B;(n) as follows. First we
choose a graph G € B;(n — 1) for the first n — 1 vertices. By definition, this
graph G contains a stable set of size at least »=.=*. The n-th vertex can be

n—i—
2

connected to this stable set in at least 22 many ways. This shows that

n—i—1

|Bi(n)| =272 - |Bi(n — 1),

which is equivalent to the claimed inequality. O

Note that Theorem 3.3 implies the case ¢ = 0 of Lemma 3.13, but the above
rough estimate already suits our needs. However, we will use Theorem 3.3
to obtain a short proof for the following rather obvious technical lemma.

Lemma 3.14 There is a constant p > 0 such that for all sufficiently large n

|Bo(n — 1)

1 L S
B =7

Proof The following procedure yields pairwise different graphs in B;(n):
We construct a cycle C' = (vy, ..., v5) on the first five vertices and choose a
graph G’ € By(n — 5) for the remaining n — 5 vertices. Let S, S, denote an
arbitrary 2-coloring of G'. We connect v; and v3 to Sy and v, and vy to Ss.
There are 221511+21%21 = 92(n=5) pogsibilities for this. Note that the resulting
graph contains no triangles because the neighbors in G’ of adjacent vertices
on the cycle are disjoint. Hence, we conclude that

[By(n)| > |Bo(n - 5)] - 279
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Using Theorem 3.3 one easily checks that

1n2 1y 10 1-Yioe(n—
\Bo(n—1>!:@<24 e ”>:@(22n>.

|Bo(7’L — 5)| Qin2—2n+i—5+n—5—%log(n—5)

Then the lemma follows immediately. O

Remark 3.15 Note that |By(n — 1)|/|B1(n)| is actually much smaller than the
bound in Lemma 3.14. Comparing Lemma 3.14 to Lemma 3.13 one would expect
an exponentially small expression. But since a rough estimate suffices for our proofs
we only state this almost trivial bound.

For the application of the Kleitman-Rothschild method we partition F;(n)
into B;(n) and several ‘bad’ sets of graphs with "unlikely” properties based
on (P1) up to (P3). Then we show that the cardinality of those bad sets is
negligible.

X(n) The set of all graphs in F;(n) \ B;1(n) which contain a vertex v such
that |I'(v)| < 3logn,

Y(n) The set of all graphs in F;(n) \ [Bi(n) U X'(n)] which contain a set
Q of size log n such that [['(Q)| < (3 L_\p,

loglogn

Z(n) The set of all graphs G in Fi(n) \ [Bi(n) U X(n) U Y(n)] which
contain an edge {z,y} and sets @), C I'(x) and @, C I'(y) of size
Q2| = |Qy| =logn such that G — {z,y} € Fi(n —2) and [I'(Q,) N
F(Qy)’ > Wlonr

First we have to show that B;(n) and the 'bad’ sets cover Fi(n).

Lemma 3.16 [t holds that
Fi(n) € Bi(n) UX(n)UY(n)U Z(n)

for all sufficiently large n.

Proof Consider a graph G = (V, E) in Fi(n) \ [Bi(n) U X (n) U Y(n) U Z(n)].
Then the properties (P1) and (P2) hold for G by the definitions of X'(n) and
Y(n), and are still satisfied if one or two vertices are deleted from G.

Assume that there is an edge {z,y} such that G’ := G — {z,y} & Fi(n — 2).
Since G' € Fo(n — 2) = Fi(n — 2) U By(n — 2) we may conclude that G’ €
BQ(TL — 2)
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Consider an arbitrary 2-coloring of G’. Note that I'(x) N I'(y) = () because
G is triangle-free. Furthermore, z and y must have neighbors in both color
classes S; and S, since they are part of odd cycles in G. Otherwise we could
deduce that G € By(n) U Bi(n) which contradicts our choice of G.

Assume that there is one color class, say S;, and a vertex w such that I'(z) N
I'(y) NSy = {w}. Then the vertices z, y, w would form a triangle and we get
a contradiction. Thus,  and y have at least two disjoint neighbors in both
color classes and we can find two vertex disjoint odd cycles C; and C; with
|C1|, |C2| < 7 using Lemma 3.12. It follows by the definition of Z(n) that
(P3) holds for all edges of C; and (5. Lemma 3.9 then shows that C; and C,
cannot be odd and we obtain a contradiction. Therefore, we may conclude
that G — {z,y} € Fi(n — 2) for all edges {z, y}.

Hence, by the definition of Z(n) it holds for all {z,y} € F that [T*(z) N

I'*(y)| < 755n and Lemma 3.11 proves that G is bipartite, which once again

yields a contradiction. O

The following lemmas help us to estimate the cardinality of the bad sets.

Lemma 3.17 For all sufficiently large n

EAwW) < 4(logn)?.

1 N
BlARO-1)

Proof Consider a graph G = (V, E) € X(n) and a vertex x € V. By definition
of X (n) we know that G[V\{z}] & Byo(n—1). Hence, all graphs in X'(n) can be
constructed as follows. First choose the vertex v and a graph G € Fi(n — 1)
on V' \ {v} (in at most n- |F;(n—1)| ways). Then choose the set I'(v). As there

are at most
3logn
5 (1) <
J

Jj=0

ways to do this, it follows that
X < |Fi(n— )] - ntoEn,

The lemma is an immediate consequence of this. O

Lemma 3.18 For all sufficiently large n

Y (n) 1 1
1 <|z—=———F|nl .
o8 |Fo(n —logn)] — \2 2loglogn UL
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Proof Construct all graphs in Y(n) as follows. First choose the set ) and a
triangle-free graph G on V' \ (). This can be done in at most (bgn) | Fo(n —
log n)| ways. Then, we have less than 2" possibilities to fix the set R = I'(Q).
Additionally, there are at most 2/¢M%l < 9108 7(5 ~ Togiogs )" possible choices for
the edges between Q and R and less than 2(°2™)” possibilities for the edges

inside ). All in all we get

Y(n)] 2 1 1
1 < 2(1 - — 1
©8 |Fo(n —logn)| — (logn)” +n + 2 loglogn niosn
S S P
2 2loglogn niosn
for n sufficiently large. O

Lemma 3.19 For all sufficiently large n

1Z2(n)] 1
s 1= (1 )"

Proof Construct all graphs in Z(n) as follows. First choose two vertices z
and y, a triangle-free graph G’ € F;(n—2) on V' \ {z, y}, and appropriate sets
Qq, Q, inless than n?-|F;(n—2)|-n?'°8™ ways. Let for conciseness of notation
R, =T1(Q,) and R, = I'(Q,) and observe that R, and R, are determined by
the choice of @, and @,,. Finally, connect  and y to V' \ {z, y}. As no vertex
in R, (R,) may be connected to z (y) and no vertex in V' \ (R, U R,) may be
connected to both x and y there are at most

9lRa\Ry|+|Ry\Rz| | gn—|RzURy|

9| Ra|+|Ry| 2| ReNRy |+ (n—|Ra| Ry |+ |RaNRy))

IA A

9fn=$(1R: 4Ry~ 4IRNRy| < gn—1ign

ways to do this. Recall that by definition of Y(n) we have |R,|,|R,| >

(3 - s llogn)n and that by assumption |R, N R,| > isn. Furthermore, one

immediately checks that log 3 < I. Putting everything together we obtain

|Z(n)] 2 1 1
log ————-—— < 21 2(1 - n<(1——
BTEmog) = 2lgn+2ogn)+n—qren < 2000 ) "
for n sufficiently large. O

Now that we have estimated the cardinality of all bad sets, we are in a posi-
tion to prove Theorem 3.7.
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Proof of Theorem 3.7 Set v := 2m00. We will show that there exists a con-
stant ¢ > 1 such that

[Fi(n)] < (1+cy™")[Bi(n)] (3.8)

for all n € N. Choose n large enough so that all lemmas above and all
asymptotic estimates below hold for n > n,. Subsequently, choose ¢ > 1
such that (3.8) is satisfied for all n < ny.

We conclude the proof by induction on n. So assume that (3.8) is satisfied
for all graphs on n' vertices with n’ < n. By Lemma 3.16 we deduce that

[Fa(n)] < [Bi(n)] + [X(n)] + [Y(n)] + | Z(n)].

Hence, it suffices to show that the ratio of |X(n)|, |V (n)| and |Z(n)| to |Bi(n)|

1 C.—Nn
1s at most 577",

By Lemma 3.17, Lemma 3.13 and the induction hypothesis we conclude that

(Xl X)) Al -D] [Biln — 1)

Bi(n)] = [Fln =1 [Biln=1)]  |Bi(n)]
< 24(logn)2 . (1 + C’}/_n+1) _2—%(71—2) < E,y—n‘
B —— — 3
<2c

Similarly, using Lemma 3.18, Lemma 3.13, Lemma 3.14 and Theorem 3.1

(resp. the result from [ ] which suffices here) we obtain
Yol _ Yl |Foln—logn)|
Bi(n)| —  [Fo(n —logn)|[ |Bo(n —logn)|
logn—2

[Bo(n —logn)| Bi(n —j—1)]
|Bi(n —logn +1)| 11 By (n = j)]

logn—2

95~ Tiogiogw )P log ™ 9. p- 2550 [Fa(n=i=2)

J=0

2(%7210g110gn)n10gn . 20 . p . 2—%(logn—1)(n—logn—4)

C N S
— . 2 2loglogn

3

IN A IA

-nlogn+n <

—n

f)/

Wl o

Finally, we use Lemma 3.19, Lemma 3.13 and the induction hypothesis to
show that

Zm) _ 120 FE@-2)] [Bin-2)| |Bun—1)

Bi(n)| — |Fi(n=2)] [Biln=2)] |Bi(n—1)| [Bi(n)|
< 2(1—ﬁ)n . (1 + Cv—n—i—?) . 2—%(71—3)—%(71—2) < g,y—n

This completes the proof. O
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3.6 Proof of the general case

This section contains the proof of Theorem 3.2 for arbitrary values of / and
i, and is organized as follows. In Section 3.6.1 we collect a few lemmas on
the growth rate of |[P{(n)|. In Section 3.6.2 the bad sets are defined and their
sizes are examined. The results of these two sections are then combined in
Section 3.6.3 and Theorem 3.2 is proved.

For our asymptotic estimates in this section we will often assume that n is
sufficiently large. This will not always be explicitly mentioned.

3.6.1 Growth rates of /-partite graphs

In this section we show some estimates on the growth rate of | P{(n)| consid-
ered as a function of n and i. Later we will compare these growth rates to the
growth rates of the bad sets and it will turn out that these sets grow asymp-
totically slower than |P/(n)|. Hence, for n sufficiently large the cardinality
of the bad sets is tiny in comparison to |P(n)|.

Lemma 3.20 For all i > 0 and n sufficiently large,

tip—1 (-1
Piln=1] . _£=1 ..

1
BRI 4

Proof We construct pairwise different graphs G in P{(n) as follows: We
choose a graph G’ = (V' E’) € P{(n — 1) for the first n — 1 vertices. Con-
sider i vertices vy, ...,v; € V' such that G := G'[V'\ {v1, ..., v;}] is (-partite
and fix an arbitrary /-coloring of G". Clearly, this coloring contains a color
class S with at most “==* vertices. If we don’t connect the n-th vertex v to
S'U{vi,...,v;} one easily verifies that the resulting graph G cannot contain
a K.

n—1—1

Hence, there are at least 2"~~~ "7 possibilities to connect v to G’. There-
fore,

[PL)| = [Phn — 1)]- 2070t

and the claim follows. O

From this lemma we easily deduce a corollary which will later come in
handy.
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Corollary 3.21 For i > 0 and all integral positive functions g(n) € O(logn),

[Pin—g(m)| _ £-1

log 7P| == 0 g(n) + O(g(n)?).

Proof We repeatedly apply Lemma 3.20 and obtain

g(n)—1

Pl =gl _ S~ P = gn) )
log P = Zl P n—g(n) +j +1)]
(n) 1
S (—“71<n—g<n>—j+1>+i+1)
/1 g(n)—1
_ (_7n+z+1> jz j
= () + O,

O

Finally, we will need a lemma on the relation between the number of ¢-
partite graphs and the number of i-quasi-/-partite graphs.

Lemma 3.22 For all i > 0 and n sufficiently large,

|PE(n —i(2¢ 4+ 1))
P

Proof For the proof of this lemma we need a small K,,-free graph H with
chromatic number ¢ 4 1. H will serve as a witness that a graph G which
contains I as a subgraph is not /-colorable.

Let H = (S, F) be a graph on 2¢ + 1 vertices with
S =A{v,v1,...,00,0],...,0,}.

F'is assumed to be a minimal set of edges such that

1. v is connected to all vertices vy, . .., v,.

G[{v},...,v;}] is a complete graph K.
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3. For every i € {1,...,0}: G[{vs,vy,...,vj_1, Vi 4,..., vy} is a complete
graph K;.

It is easy to see that such a graph H is K, -free (Observe that there is no
edge between v; and v]. Furthermore, v clearly does not belong to a sub-
graph K,.,.). Moreover, at least ¢/ + 1 colors are necessary to color it: As-
sume that there is a legal /-coloring. Then v1, ..., v, must be colored with
all ¢ different colors. Hence, v; and v, must receive the same color for all
i € {1,...,¢}. Since v is connected to all vertices vy, ..., v, we obtain a con-
tradiction.

We construct pairwise different graphs G = (V, E) in P{(n) as follows: On
the first i(2¢ + 1) vertices ¢ disjoint copies of H are fixed. Then we choose a
graph G’ € P§(n — i(2¢ + 1)) for the remaining vertices. O

3.6.2 Bad sets

In order to exploit the fact that we consider only K, -free graphs we want
to identify dense subgraphs and parts of the graph with many edges inci-
dent to such a dense subgraph. If we have found a dense subgraph, we can
conclude that it may be connected to the rest of the graph only in a quite
restricted way, since otherwise a K,;; would be constructed.

We assume that
!
1, €A, ED,EDKEE, and ER

are positive constants. Later we will explain how these constants have to be
chosen.

Definition 3.23 A ¢(k)-set Q = Ule Qjinagraph G = (V,E) onn = |V|
vertices consists of k pairwise disjoint vertex sets )1, ..., Qr C V such that || =
= 1Qk] = fu(n) == Nog®* D (n)] and {x,y} € E forall z € Qu,y € Q;
withl1 < h < j <k

Given a q(k)-set Q = Ule Q); we denote by R(Q)) the set

R(Q) ={veV\Q||I'(v)NQ;| > er|Qy| forallj=1,... k}.

For ease of notation we assume that a q(0)-set denotes the empty set and that
R(0) = V. We also use the term q-set as short hand for a q(¢ — 1)-set.

In the sequel we assume without loss of generality that the constants ¢y, € 4,
£p, €p, £¢, and e are chosen such that they satisfy the following inequalities
for all sufficiently large n and arbitrary £ and w with 1 < k£ < £and §; <
w < n:
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Figure 3.3: Structure of R((Q)) for ¢-set ()

L k€7afk(”)(sg}%1)) < 2icafu(m) 6. e < ﬁ

2. 3ea < 195 7. ey < ok

3. T - 8. eq <

4. %5D§5/D 9. e < %—(6—1)5,4
5. H(%) <l-¢ 10. 2e4 + dlee + Peg < 1

In order to see that this set of inequalities has a solution consider the order-

mg

e /
g .= (51), 5’D, 517 857 6./47 6R>’

If the constants are fixed according to o it is quite straightforward to check
that the inequalities can be satisfied by choosing values that are sufficiently

small.
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How to construct bad sets Using these constants we will now define a
family of bad sets. For every bad set two things will be done: First, the
cardinality of the bad set is compared to the cardinality of (quasi-)/-partite
graphs. In Section 3.6.3 it will turn out that these bounds are strong enough.
Additionally, structural results are shown for the graphs in F}(n)\P{(n) that
don’t belong to the bad sets defined so far. As we define more and more bad
sets we obtain more and more knowledge about the structure of the remain-
ing graphs. In the end we will derive contradictory results on this structure
and, thus, no such graphs remain. This means that we have covered the set
of graphs in F{(n) \ P{(n) with the bad sets.

Before going into details we will explain the intuition behind the bad sets:
Assume that Theorem 3.2 holds. Hence, most graphs in F/(n) look like a
typical graph in P{(n). Without a formal proof we claim that the structure
of a typical i-quasi-/-partite graph is similar to the structure of a random /-
partite graph with 7 additional vertices (connected to the rest of the graphs
in a suitable way). Note that the partitions of random ¢-partite graphs have
approximately equal cardinality, i.e., they contain about 7 vertices, and
edges between the partitions occur independently with probability about 3.

The bad sets are characterized by properties which violate this intuition.
Hence, we expect that these graphs occur very “unlikely’. The lemmas on
the cardinality of the bad sets verify this intuitive argument.

Now we define the first two types of bad sets: Consider a typical graph in
Fi(n) and a set X of vertices that belongs to k color classes. Assume that
| X| is not too small and that there are many vertices of each of the k colors.
We expect for every vertex v € V' \ X which does not belong to one of the k&
color classes of X that |I'(v) N X| ~ 1|X|, because this is the typical situation
we would encounter in a random graph. We call this intuitive argument the
neighborhood assumption.

A q(k)-set Q belongs to k color classes. Hence, most of the about £n ver-
tices in the other ¢ — k color classes should have approximately 1|Q| neigh-

bors in Q and, thus, |R(Q)| ~ “%n, ie., R(Q) contains almost all the other

¢ — k color classes. This intuition is violated by the definition of the sets
Af(n, k). The intuition behind B¢(n, k) is similar.

Definition 3.24 For k € {1,...,¢ — 1} and i > 0 we define the following sets of
graphs

Ai(n,k) = {Ge F(n)\P;(n) | 3q(k)set Q: |R(Q)| < (F* —ca)n},
and for k € {0,...,0 — 2} let
Bi(n,k) = {GeF/(n)\Pi(n)|IveV, Jgk)setQ : QCT(v),
|R(Q)| = (FF — e)n, [R(Q) NT(v)] < fi(n)}.
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Lemma 3.25 For k € {1,...,¢ — 1}, i > 0 and n sufficiently large it holds that

A (n, k)

| (-1 EA
o8 k] < (T~ 3¢) )

Proof Figure 3.4 visualizes how the bad set Af(n, k) is counted.

Figure 3.4: Bad set Af(n, k)

We construct all graphs G = (V, E) € A%(n, k) as follows: First we choose
k sets Q1,...,Qr € V which form a ¢g(k)-set Q = @1 U ... U @ (at most
( fk?n))k < n*+( possibilities) and the edges inside Q (at most 2(*/+(")* pos-
sibilities). Then we fix a graph on the remaining n — k f;(n) verticesin V' \ ¢
(at most | Fi(n — kfi.(n))| possibilities) and a suitable set R(Q) C V' \ Q (at
most 2" possibilities). Finally, we connect Q to R(Q) (at most 2¢/+m1E(Q)l
possibilities) and @ to V'\ [Q U R(Q)]: To this aim we choose for every vertex
r e V\[QURQ) aset Q;, with |Q;, NT'(z)| < ex|Q;,|- Then we fix these
neighbors and connect z in an arbitrary way to all other sets (). Hence, for
the edges from @ to V' \ [Q U R(Q)] there are at most

er fr(n) fk (n)
k. ( . ) . 9k 1)x(m))
2\

possibilities. By Inequality 1 this expression is less than

] (n—|R(Q)|—=kfk(n))

o(heafiu(n)+(k=1) () (| RQ))

Thus, we deduce that

AL (n, k)|

T frty S Mo (B 4 ot kfu(n) - [RQ)

IN

log
# (Geafitn) + (b= Dt ) (0~ [RIQ))
< (= DA + Jealen)) 0+ RQ) - el
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o
/ A fu(n)-n

In the next proofs we will repeatedly use the following observation: Let
G = (V,E) be a graph with G € Ff(n) \ Pf{(n). Now delete an arbitrary
vertex v € V and consider the graph G’ := G[V {v}] Then G’ € Ff(n —1).
This follows directly from the fact that G ¢ Pg(n) .U PEL(n) UPL(n) by
definition and, thus, G’ = G[V \ {v}] € P{(n —1)U... U Pﬁ ((n—1).

1 -k
< (k;—1+—5A+——5A)-fk(n)-n

IN

O

Lemma 3.26 For k € {0,...,¢ — 2}, i > 0 and n sufficiently large it holds that

ot 1y < (7 1)

Proof Figure 3.5 visualizes how the bad set B{(n, k) is counted.

Figure 3.5: Bad set B{(n, k)

We construct all graphs G = (V, E) € Bf(n, k) as follows: First we choose a
vertex v € V and a graph G’ € F/(n — 1) on V \ {v} (at most n|fz(n — 1)
possibilities). Then we fix a suitable ¢(k)-set @ C V'\ {v} (at most nkf () pos-
sibilities) and connect v to R(Q) (at most fi(n)- (‘]{i((n%') < nfk(®) possibilities).

Finally, we connect v to V' \ [{v} U R(Q)] (at most 2" 1E(@ possibilities).

All in all, we obtain

g BB _
Fn—D] =

< 64_2 < E__l_
= 7 €A n = 7 EA n

logn + (k+1)fx(n) -logn +n — |R(Q)|
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The exclusion of the sets Af(n, k) and Bf(n, k) already enables us to obtain
our first structural corollary.

Corollary 3.27 Let Al(n) = U\_} A(n, k) and B'(n) = ;> B:(n, k). For n
sufficiently large, all graphs G = (V, E) € Fi(n) \ [Pf(n) U Af(n) U Bf(n)] have
the property that for every vertex v € V there exists a g-set Q,, with Q,, C I'(v).

The proof of Corollary 3.27 is completely analogous to the corresponding

result (Lemma 1.7) in [ ]. In particular, we also employ the follow-
ing lemma from |[ ] which generalizes a result of Bollobas and Erdés
[BE73]:

Lemma 3.28 ([ D Let 0 < e < land k > 0. Then for all N > Ny(e, k)

the following holds. If G is a graph with vertex set Ay U ... U Ay, where A; are
pairwise disjoint sets of size |A;| = N and |I'(u) N A;| > eN forall u € A
and all j = 1,...,k, then there exist subsets A, C Ao,..., A} C Ay such that
|AY| = [log®® (N)] for all j = 0, ..., k and such that A} is completely connected
toall A%, i.e., we have I'(u) 2 U?;l A’ forall u € Ay,

Figure 3.6: Construction of cliques using Lemma 3.28

We include a proof of Corollary 3.27 for sake of completeness and as we will
also reuse the proof idea later on in the proof of Corollary 3.33.

Proof of Corollary 3.27 Consider an arbitrary graph G = (V, E) € Ff(n) \

[Pf(n)UAL(n)UB!(n)] and an arbitrary vertex v € V. We will show that I'(v)
contains a ¢-set.
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Because of G' ¢ Bf(n,0) we conclude that [T'(v)| > fo(n) > fi(n) and, thus,
I'(v) contains a ¢(1)-set Q) of size f;(n). We finish the proof by induction on k.
Hence, assume that we have already found a ¢(k)-set Q = U?:l Q; in I'(v)
foracertain kwith1 <k </ — 2.

Since G ¢ Af(n, k) it holds that |R(Q)| > (£ —ea)n and due to G ¢ B! (n, k)
we deduce that |[I'(v)NR(Q)| > fr(n). Thus, let Ay denote an arbitrary subset
of I'(v) N R(Q) with |A¢| = fr(n). By applying Lemma 3.28 on A; and A; =
Q;,1 < i@ < k we obtain sets Q, ..., Q;,; € I'(v) which form a ¢(k + 1)-set
since

[og™ (fu(n))] = [log®([log® 2 (n)])] > [log!*+1* =02 ()]
= frir1(n).

0

Up to now we have only excluded graphs which contain a ¢-set ) for which
R(Q) is too small. The next definition also excludes graphs for which R(Q)
is too large.

Definition 3.29 Let C/(n) denote the set of all graphs G = (V, E) in Ff(n) \
[Pf(n)UAL(n)UBE(n)] that contain a vertex v and a q-set Q) = Uf;i Q; CT(v),
such that |[R(Q)| > (7 +ea)n.

Lemma 3.30 For all i > 0 and n sufficiently large,

e JCEOI (=1 1y
PEw-D -\ )"

Proof Figure 3.7 visualizes how the bad set C{(n) is counted.

Figure 3.7: Bad set Cf(n)
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We construct all graphs G = (V, E) € Cf(n) as follows: First we choose a

vertex v € V and a graph G’ € F/(n — 1) on V \ {v} (at most n|F}(n —
1)] possibilities) Then we choose an appropriate set @ in V' \ {v} (at most
n{=Df1() possibilities).

Note that v cannot be connected to any vertex in R(()), as otherwise G
would contain a K. Therefore, if |R(Q)| > (3 + €4)n then there are at

most 207 —=a)n possibilities to connect v to V' \ {v}. It follows that

Ciml

(-1
|Fi(n—1)| logn + (£ — 1) fr1(n) -logn + ——n — e

14
< (-1 1
< 7 peA) - m

Before we derive our next structural corollary we first introduce another bad
set. The bad set D! (n) is once again based on the neighborhood assumption.

log

O

Definition 3.31 Let D!(n) denote the set of all graphs G = (V, E) in F{(n) \
[Pf(n) U AL(n) U Bf(n) U Cf(n)] that contain three vertices u,v,w and g-sets
Qu C I'(u), @, C I'(v), Qu C I'(w) such that the following conditions are
satisfied for W := R(Qu) \ [R(Qu) U R(Qy)]. |[W| > 5;n and

@) IDw)nW| < —cpn or

(i) |T(u) NT(w) W] <P crn,

Lemma 3.32 For all i > 0 and n sufficiently large,
4 —
ot e oy < (o)

Proof Figure 3.8 visualizes how the bad set D{(n) is counted.

We construct all graphs in D¢(n) as follows: First we choose the vertex u and
a graph G’ € F{(n — 1) for the remaining vertices. Then we fix the vertices v
and w and the g-sets @, @, and @,,. There are at most

n3. " 3, tin — nilogn |l
<(€—1>f“(n)) [Fi(n =1 < | Ff(n—1)|

possibilities for that.
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<w/4—epn

w 2 n/(40)

Figure 3.8: Bad set D;(n)

Assume that Condition (i) of Definition 3.31 holds. Note that |R(Q.)| > (7 —
ea)n since G ¢ Af(n). This implies that the number of choices for the edges
from u to V' \ [R(Q,) U W] is bounded from above by

on=IRQuI-IW| < g(l—F+ea)n—|W]

Furthermore, there are at most

LW |-epn

|W|) < W] ) W—
) < <p-2Wl-en
2 <j WA W] = 2o

J=0

possibilities for the edges from u to W, where the last estimate follows by
Inequality 3. All in all, we obtain the following upper bound on the number
of choices:

n410gn X |}"f(n _ 1)| . 2(1—%4—5,4—51)71.

If, on the other hand, Condition (ii) of Definition 3.31 holds we may safely
assume that Condition (i) does not hold for any choice of the vertices u, v
and w and their g-sets. Hence, it follows that [['(v) N\W| =: £ > 1|[W|—epn >
(3 — ep)n. First we fix the edges from u to V' \ [R(Q,) U (I'(v) N W)]. The
number of choices is bounded from above by

9n=IRQu)I=N@)NW| < g(1=t+ean—¢

For the edges from u to I'(v) N W there are at most

i|W|—a’Dn

> (5) <n. <1 3 ) < . 95 H((GIW|—epn)/6)
J) Z|W\—€’Dn -

j=0

possibilities. For e, > 1ep (cf. Inequality 4) one easily checks that
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LW —cpn _ HW]—cpn _ (A - _1
3 _§|W|—8Dn_(1—€p)n_2
Thus,
1 1
(At ¢y (s
é (1—€D>n

by Inequality 5. The total number of choices is therefore bounded from
above by

n410gn . |f~f(n . 1)| i 2(1—%-{—5,4)71—51{

< n4logn . ’]_—f(n . 1)| . 2(17%+5A751($fsp))n

< n4logn . ’ff(n - 1)| . 2(1—%+5A—51%M)n

(2 Y

applying Inequality 6. Using Inequality 2 we can combine the two cases and
obtain

[Di(n)]
Fin— 1)

IA

1 1
log 1+4(10gn)2+n'(1——+6A—61—>

l 164

2 1 1
< 5(10gn) +n- 1_E+€A_36A <n- l—z—gA .

O

Now we are in a position to prove our next structural corollary. It shows
that all graphs which have not yet been excluded remain i-quasi-/-partite
after the deletion of at most /¢ vertices.

Corollary 3.33 For all graphs G € F(n) \ [Pf(n) U A(n) U B(n) UCt(n) U
Di(n)] and arbitrary vertices V! C V with |V'| =: k < (it holds that G’ =
GIV\ V'l € Ff(n—k).

Proof Consider a graph G' € F{(n) \ [P (n) U A{(n) U B;(n) UC{(n) UDi(n)].
It suffices to show that G ¢ Ufz 1 Pi(n) because if this condition holds at
least ¢ + i + 1 vertices must be deleted in order to make the graph (-partite.

Assume that G = (V, E) € Pi(n) for some j € {i +1,...,{ 4 i}. Then we
can find vertices vy,...,v; such that G' = (V', E') := G[V \ {v1,...,v;}] €
Ps(n —j). Let Sy, ..., S, be avalid ¢-coloring of G'. Figure 3.9 visualizes this
situation.

Consider an arbitrary vertex x € S; with g-set Q, C I'(z). It is easy to see
that R(Q,) € S1 U{v1,...,v;}. Hence, |S1| > (3 — 2e4)n since G & Af(n). By
symmetry this also holds for S, ..., S;.
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v TG a5 s

z \‘/\/ S2

Figure 3.9: Situation in proof of Corollary 3.33

For brevity let v, =: v. By Q, we denote a g-set with @, C I'(v) which exists
due to Corollary 3.27. Without loss of generality we assume that S; is a color
class where the cardinality of the intersection with R(Q,) is maximum. By
G & C{(n) it follows that |R(Q,) N Sk| < 3(3 +ea)nfork=1,....0—1.

v must have a neighbor u in S,. Otherwise, G could be made /(-partite by

removing just v, ..., v;. Let @, C I'(u) be a g-set. As we have already seen,
R(Qu) € SeU{vy, ..., v}
For the color classes S, ..., S,_; we fix vertices z1, ..., z._1 with 2z, € S}, and

g-sets @, CI'(z) for k =1,...,¢ — 1. Note that R(Q,,) C S, U {v1,...,v,}.
Furthermore, we define W), := R(Q.,) \ [R(Q.) U R(Q,)]. Since R(Q,) N

R(Qu) C {v1,...,v;} and R(Q,) N R(Q.,) C (R(Qy) NSk) U{vy,...,v;}, we
have

Wil

IV

RQI =i = 1RSI 2 (§-2a)n—s =5 (G +ea)

> (Lo )n>—

= \ae ) m
where the last inequality is a consequence of Inequality 7. Since G & D (n)
and because of Inequality 6 it follows that

1

1
> — — ¢ > .
IT(u) NT(v) N Wy| > (16£ 5D>n_32€ n

Using the same approach as in the proof of Corollary 3.27 we construct a

Ky inT'(u) NI['(v): By induction on k£ we show that I'(u) NI'(v) N (S; U. ..U
Sk) =: Nj contains a q(k)-set. The base case k = 0 is trivial.

Now assume that we have already found a ¢(k)-set @ with ) C Nj. Con-
sider the set L := [I'(u) N T'(v) N Sk41] \ R(Q). |L] is small because, clearly,
R(Q)N(S1U...USk) = 0 and, therefore,
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Vi=n > |Si|+...4 S|+ |RQ)| + |L]

1 {—k
(Z_QgA) -k~n+(7—aA)n+|L|

= (1—2]€€A—EA)TL+|L|

v

and, thus, |L| < 2(k + 1)eqn < 2len < o - n by Inequality 7. This implies

that |[T'(u) NT'(v) NSk NR(Q)| = |T'(u) NT(v) N Skia| — |L] > 5 - n. Hence,

as in the proof of Corollary 3.27 we can construct a ¢(k)-set within Nj.

This yields a contradiction because we can easily find a K,;; composed of
the vertices u, v and an arbitrary K, ; taken from the ¢(¢ — 1)-set within
Noe—y CT(u) NT(v). O

Finally, we define our last type of bad sets and derive a bound on their
cardinality.

Definition 3.34 For k € {1,...,1} let & (n, k) denote the set of all graphs G =
(V, E) € Fi(n)\ [Pf(n)U AL (n) UBE(n)UCEH(n) UDE(n)] that contain a k-clique
Sy = {v1,..., v} such that G' .= G[V \ Si] € Ff(n — k) with

Sy, is not contained in a k + 1-clique, (3.1)
and for each vertex v; there exists a q-set (); C I'(v;) such that |[R(Q;)| > 7 —can
and

k
U:=V\ (Sk ulJ R(Qj))
j=1
satisfies

Lemma 3.35 For k € {1,...,1}, i > 0and n sufficiently large,

|gz<n7 k)| < b= 1nk €g

1 - .
BFm—R = "

Proof Figure 3.10 visualizes how the bad set &;(n, k) is counted.

We construct all graphs G = (V, E) in &;(n, k) as follows: First we choose
Sk = {v1,..., v} and a suitable graph G’ € F{(n — k) on the vertices V' \ S},
(at most n” - | Ff(n — k)| possibilities).

Now we choose the g-sets @), ...,Qr € V such that the corresponding sets
R(Q);) satisfy the conditions of Definition 3.34 (at most n(~V*/-1(") possibil-
ities).



38 CHAPTER 3. STRUCTURE OF K,-FREE GRAPHS

oo FHn—k)

e e e e e e N — — — — —

Figure 3.10: Bad set &;(n, k)

Finally, we connect S; to V' \ Si. For every 1 < h < k and every h-tupel
1<ip<...< z’h < k we define the set 75, i = (R(Qi) N N R(th)) \

77777

The number of possibilities to connect Sy, to 7}, . ;, is at most k=

.....

To see this, observe that v; and R(();) cannot be connected.

By assumption (3.1) of Definition 3.34 there are at most (2" — 1)lVl <

2(k=2"") Ul possibilities to connect Sy to U. Putting all this together we ob-

tain at most
2(k 2= k) |U| 2Zh 127,1 ..... ‘ D] 5eees zhl(k_h)

possible choices for the connections from S, to V' \ Si. It holds that

< k\V\U|—Z|R(Qj)I
j=1
n
< _ _ —
< kn— kU] k(l 6An)
-1
= Tnk:—k:|U|—|—k6An.

Now the lemma follows by Inequality 8:

oy I8k

gm < klogn+ (I —1Dkfri(n)logn+ (k—27%)|U]
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[—1
—1 —1
< lTnk—Q_k|U| + 2kean < lTnk— Z—in—l—stAn
[—1 1
S Tnk‘—%a?gn.

0

Corollary 3.36 Let £'(n) = \U._, & (n, k). For all sufficiently large n, the
graphs G € Ff(n) \ [Pf(n) U Af(n) U Bf(n) U Cl(n) U Di(n) U E(n)] have
the following property:

For 1 < k < ¢, every clique of size k is contained in a clique of size (.

Proof Consider an arbitrary graph G € Ff(n) \ [Pf(n) U Af(n) U Bf(n) U
Ci(n) U DL (n) U Ef(n)]. Assume that S = {vy, ..., v} is a maximal clique in
G of size 1 < k < (. For every vertex v; € S there is a g-set ); C I'(v;). Since
G ¢ Ct(n), it follows that Zle |R(Q;)| < k(3 + €4)n, i.e., we obtain for the
set U of Lemma 3.35 that

k 1
|U| > (1—z—/€5,4)712 (z—(ﬁ—l)aA)nZSgn,
where the last inequality is a consequence of Inequality 9. This contradicts

the assumption that G & &/ (n). O

Now we have defined enough bad sets in order to cover all graphs in F/(n)\
P{(n). This is shown in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.37 For all sufficiently large n, FEn)\[Pf(n)UAL(n)UBE(n)UC (n)U
Di(n) U EL(n)] is empty.

Proof Assume there exists a graph G = (V, E) € Ff(n) \ [P{(n) U A(n) U
Bi(n) UCE(n) UDE(n) UEL(n)]. We will show that G has to be (-partite, which
contradicts the definition of the set F(n).

Recall that due to Corollary 3.27 there exists a g-set @, C I'(v) for every ver-
tex v € V. The corresponding sets R((),) are denoted by R(v) for brevity. In
the sequel we collect some auxiliary results on the structure of the graph G:

(1) Forallv € Vitholds that (; —c4) - n < |R(v)| < (§ +€4) - n.
This is an immediate consequence of the fact that G ¢ Af(n, (—1)UC!(n).
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()

©)

For v,v" € V with {v,v'} € E it holds that |R(v) N R(v)| < 2e¢n.

This can be seen as follows: By Corollary 3.36 we deduce that v and ¢/
belong to an /-clique S = {vy,...,v}. Since this clique cannot be con-
tained in an (¢ + 1)-clique it follows by Definition 3.34 that

l

U R(v))

j=1

> n —egn.

As |R(v;)| < (7 +ea)n forall1 < i < by (1), we conclude that (cf.
Inequality 8)

|R(v) N R(V')| < (leq+ ce)n < 2een.
Forallv € V and z € R(v) it holds that |R(v) N R(z)| > 15;n.

Since = € R(v) we conclude by the definition of R(v) that there are ver-
tices vy, ..., vy_1 in @, such that vq,..., v,_1,x as well as vy, ..., v_1,v
form an /-clique. Set T' := Uf: R(vj). By (1) and (2) we deduce using
Inequality 8 that

e (1m0 -(3) )

> (6_71 = 1)ea— (- 1)&;5) n> (67 - e%g> n

and that
|R(z) NT| < 2legn, |R(v) NT| < 2legn.

This implies that

IR(z)UR(v)| < |R(z)NT|+ |Rw)NT|+ (V\T) < (4&;5 + % + 5258) n.

Due to |R(v)|, |[R(x)| > (7 — ea)n it follows that
[R(z) N R(v)| = |R(z)|+ [R(v)] = [R(z) U R(v)]
(% — 25A) n— (4655 + % + 6255) n

1 5 9
Z_ _ _ > 7
(£ 2e 4 — Meg — L 55) n > 10€n

v

by Inequality 10.

After these preliminary observations we are in a position to prove the
lemma: Let S = {vy,...,v,} be an (-clique which exists due to Corollary 3.36.
Forj=1,..., ¢ weset
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S(v;) = {u eV ] |R(v) N R(v;)| > %%} |

Consider two vertices z, y that belong both to S(v;) and which are connected
by an edge. As |R(v;)| < (7 + c4)n by (1) it follows that |R(z) N R(y)] is at
least, say, fzn. This contradicts (2) (cf. Inequality 7) and we conclude that the
sets S(v;) are stable.

On the other hand, observe that (1) together with | Uf.:l R(v;)] > n —egn
implies that for every vertex + € V there must be an index j € {1,...,(}
such that R(z) N R(v;) # (. Consider an arbitrary vertex y € R(z) N R(v;).

By (3) it follows that |R(x) N R(y)| > tn and |R(v;) N R(y)| > 3;n. Since

|R(y)| < (3 + ea)n we conclude that |R(z) N R(v;)| > 3%. From that we

deduce that Ule S(vj) =V,ie., Gis {-colorable. O

3.6.3 Inductive counting

Finally, we are in a position to show our main result of this chapter.

Proof of Theorem 3.2 We will show the slightly stronger statement that
[Fi () =1 +e-27)|Pi(n)].
for appropriate constants ¢; > 1 (where ¢y < ¢; for i > 1) and v > 0.

By Lemma 3.37 it follows that
()] < [Pi(n)] + AL ()] + [Bi(n)] + [ (n)] + [Di(n)] + |€/(n)].

Thus, it suffices to show that | X (n)|/|P{(n)| = 527" for all bad sets X(n),
ie.,

X(n) € {An,1),..., Aln, 0 —1),Bi(n,0),...,Bi(n,{—2),
Ci(n),Di(n), E (n, 1), ..., E(n,0)}.

We proceed by induction on n. Note that we may assume without loss of
generality that the claim is true for all n < ng for an arbitrarily large con-
stant n. This is due to the fact that we can simply choose ¢; > 1 sufficiently
large. For the induction step we note that for all bad sets X(n) apart from
Al(n,1),..., A%(n,l — 1) one easily checks by Lemma 3.26, Lemma 3.30,
Lemma 3.32 and Lemma 3.35 that for v > 0 sufficiently small we have

X (n)] (-1
1 < -3 k
BlFm—k =\ )"

for a suitable constant £ > 1 and n sufficiently large.

Furthermore, it holds that
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(X)X [Fr-—k)| |[Pi(n—k)
[Pim)l |F (=K [Pin=Fk)] [Pin)]

By the induction hypothesis and Corollary 3.21 we deduce that

x| (- -
— = log(1 - — 1
0g Pln) = 7 3y | nk +log(1+ ¢;) 7 nk + O(1)

< log(c;) — 2yn

and, consequently, | X (n)|/|Pf(n)] < &2,

For the bad sets X' (n) € {Af(n,1),..., A%(n,¢ — 1)} we proceed similarly by
observing that

o X0 < (1

|mwww—_fﬂomm

for g(n) = kfr(n) = O(logn) due to Lemma 3.25. Moreover, it holds that

(X _ X)) [ F(n—g®)] [P(n — g(n))| ,
[Pi(n)] [F5(n =g [P5(n—g(n)] [Pi(n—g(n)+i(2¢+ 1))
[Pi(n—g(n) +i(20+1))]
[P (n)] '

Applying the induction hypothesis, Corollary 3.21 and Lemma 3.22 we con-
clude that

log ";;((Z))“ < (6_71 — 3’y> ng(n)+log(l+cy) +0

< log(ci) — 2yn.

Once again, it follows that |X'(n)|/|P{(n)| < £277" and the induction step is
completed. M
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Complete subgraphs of c-regular graphs

4.1 Introduction

Szemerédi’s Regularity Lemma [ ] represents one of the most impor-
tant tools in modern combinatorics. In graph theory this lemma and its vari-
ants have been applied to numerous problems but its application is mainly
restricted to dense graphs, i.e., graphs with ©(n?) edges.

Independently, Kohayakawa and Rodl | ] have devised versions of the
Regularity Lemma which can be used for sparse graphs, too. However, the
power of the sparse Regularity Lemma is yet limited by the fact that an
additional lemma, which plays a crucial role in many applications and is
rather easy to prove in the dense case, does not immediately carry over to
sparse graphs.

It has been shown that this so-called embedding lemma does not hold for
all sparse graphs, but there is strong evidence that it should hold in a proba-
bilistic sense, i.e., for ‘most” graphs. Kohayakawa, Luczak and Rodl | ]
have formulated a conjecture what such a sparse embedding lemma should
look like. Due to the importance of this conjecture for the applicability of
the Regularity Lemma to sparse random graphs, it is sometimes regarded
to be one of the most important open questions in the theory of random graphs (cf.
[ ). However, only a few special cases have been verified so far.

The main difficulty in proving the conjecture stems from the fact that the
statement involves extremely small probabilities. These probabilities are
too small to attack them with standard tools from probability theory. Thus
custom-tailored counting methods must be devised.
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In this chapter we prove the two ’smallest” open cases of the conjecture
by Kohayakawa, Luczak and Rodl. This also has immediate implications
for a conjecture related to extremal H-free subgraphs of random graphs. It
yields a conceptually simple proof of the case H = K4, previously verified
in| ], and solves the the case H = K5, which has been open up to now.

The results discussed in this chapter have been presented in January 2002 at
workshops in Oberwolfach and Ziirich but have not yet been published in
written form. A manuscript [ ] for the case H = K, has been submit-
ted for publication.

Outline of this chapter In Section 4.2 we briefly state our main result. Sec-
tion 4.3 is meant as a gentle introduction to the conjecture by Kohayakawa,
Luczak and Rodl and its context. We briefly review Szemerédi’s Regularity
Lemma, its algorithmic variants, and its application in extremal graph the-
ory (cf. Section 4.3.1). Then we introduce a sparse variant and the initially
mentioned conjecture (cf. Section 4.3.2). Section 4.4 discusses related work.

The following sections contain the proof of our results and are organized as
follows. In general, the proofs for the two cases H = K, and H = Kj are
intertwined as they are based on the same tools. Therefore, most parts of the
proof are equally important for both cases. However, certain sections which
refer only to one of the cases are marked with (K}) resp. (k) in the heading.
A reader who is only interested in one of the two cases may safely skip parts
of the proof which deal with the other case. We prefer repeating certain parts
of the proof for the two cases rather than introducing cross-references in
order to render the sections for the different cases self-contained.

Section 4.5 contains an outline of the proof. Section 4.6 then introduces
some notation and comparatively simple but necessary technical results.
Section 4.7 presents a tool for proving that a certain set of graphs is small.
Finally, the rather lengthy Section 4.8 contains the main part of the proof for
both cases H = K, and H = K.

4.2 Main result

The conjecture by Kohayakawa et al. and thus also our main result deal with
(-partite graphs of the following structure.
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Definition 4.1 ((¢,n, m)-regular) A bipartite graph B = (UUW, E) with
\U| = |[W| = nand |E| = m is called (¢,n,m)-regular if for all U'" C U
and W' C W with |U'| > en and |W'| > en,

B i BT 8 ]

B, W) < .

n2

Definition 4.2 (Regular /-partite graphs) Consider a fixed graph H on ( ver-
tices. An (-partite graph G = (Vi U...UVj, E) is called (H, n, m)-graph if

o |Vi|=...=|Vi)| =n,and
o |[E(V;,V;)|=mforall {i,j} € E(H), and E(V;,V;) = () otherwise.

A (H,n,m)-graph is said to be (H,n,m;e)-regular if G[V;,V;] is (e,n,m)-
reqular for all {i,j} € E(H).

Let S(H, n, m;e) denote the set of all (H, n, m;e)-regular graphs and let
F(H,n,m;e) :={G e S(H,n,m;e) | HZ G}.
Since in this chapter we concentrate on the case, when H is a complete

graph, we set Sy(n, m;e) := S(Ky,n,m;e) and Fy(n,m;e) = F(Kp,n,m;e).
Using this notation we now state the main result of this chapter.

Theorem 4.3 For any 3 > 0and ¢ € {4,5} there exist constants ey > 0,C >
0,ng > 0 such that

m

|Fo(n, m;e)| < 8™ (nz) (2)

forall m > Cn*2/H0) n > ngand 0 < e < .

Theorem 4.3 directly corresponds to the cases H = K, and H = Kj of the
previously mentioned conjecture by Kohayakawa, Luczak and Rddl. For a
formal statement we refer the reader to Conjecture 4.19 on page 56.
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4.3 Background: Regularity and sparse graphs

This section is intended to give a gentle introduction to the background of
the conjecture which we are going to (partially) prove in the remainder of
this chapter. However, this is not meant to attain the level neither of a com-
prehensive survey nor of a detailed text book. Instead, we will often appeal
to the intuition of the reader and skip lengthy and rather technical proofs.

For more details and applications we refer the reader to the excellent sur-
vey articles on the Regularity Lemma [ ]and [ ] which deal with
dense resp. sparse graphs. Meanwhile the Regularity Lemma is also treated
in many text books on graph theory and random graphs in particular (cf.

eg [ 11 11 D

4.3.1 Szemerédi's Regularity Lemma for dense graphs

When proving a conjecture of Erd6s and Turan [ ] on arithmetic pro-
gressions, Szemerédi showed an auxiliary lemma [ 11 ] which

since then has experienced a remarkable success story. This lemma, which
is nowadays known as Szemerédi’s Regqularity Lemma, became a particularly
important tool in modern combinatorics and especially in graph theory. For
a comprehensive survey on applications of the Regularity Lemma we refer
the reader to [ I

Informally speaking, the Regularity Lemma states that the vertex set /' of
any graph G = (V, E) can be partitioned into vertex sets Vo, Vi,...,V} for a
(controllable) constant k& such that most bipartite graphs induced by pairs
(V;,V;) have a pseudorandom structure.

This pseudorandomness is expressed by the notion of e-regularity, which
means that the edges are very uniformly distributed in the graph, as it is the
case, e.g., for random graphs G,, ,. This leads to the following definition.

Definition 4.4 (c-regularity) Let ¢ > 0 and consider a graph G = (V, E) with
two disjoint vertex sets A, B C V. The pair (A, B) is called e-regular if

1d(X,Y) —d(A, B)| < e.

forall X C AandY C B with | X| > ¢|A| and |Y| > ¢|B].

Recall that d(X,Y) := e(X,Y)/(|X||Y]) denotes the density of the pair X, Y.
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Definition 4.4 can be interpreted as follows. Let the pair (A, B) be e-regular.
Then in every pair of subsets (X,Y), where X and Y contain at least a linear
number of vertices, we can find approximately as many edges e(X,Y’) as we
expect by the density d(A, B). More precisely we have

(d(A,B) —¢e) - (IX|-[Y]) <e(X)Y) < (d(A, B) +¢) - (IX]- [Y]).  (41)

For a random graph G, , we expect E[e(X,Y)] = p-|X]|-|Y| and by standard
concentration bounds from probability theory we easily obtain

(X, Y) = E[e(X, Y)]] = o(1) - E[e(X, V)] = [d(X,Y) —p| = o(1)

with high probability. Thus, as far as the number of edges between "large’,
i.e., linear, subsets is concerned, an e-regular pair behaves as a random
graph G, , for p = d(A, B).

The Regularity Lemma shows that every graph may be decomposed into
such pseudorandom e-regular structures. It can be stated as follows.

Definition 4.5 (Regular partitions) Let a graph G = (V, E) be given. A parti-
tion Vo UViU--- UV, = V is called (¢, k)-regular if

o [Vl ==Vl
o |Vo| < en = e|V| (exceptional vertices),

e all but at most k?* of the pairs (V;, V;) are e-regular (exceptional pairs).

Lemma 4.6 [ | (Regularity Lemma) For every ¢ > 0 and ko > 1 there
exist No(e, ko) > 1 and Ko(e, ko) > ko such that for every G = (V, E) with
\V| > N there is a (e, k)-reqular partition with ko < k < K,.

Obviously, such a decomposition can be extremely helpful for proving re-
sults on the structure of a graph. As we will see soon, it is quite straight-
forward to see that e-regularity implies strong bounds, e.g., on the degree
of individual vertices and the overlap of neighborhoods. Hence standard
arguments often suffice to find certain structures first in the e-regular pairs
and then in the original graph. This sometimes turns the proof of rather
deep results into a routine task. Due to its power the Regularity Lemma has
become an extremely valuable and widely used tool.

Note that there exist quite a few versions of Regularity Lemmas. In partic-
ular there are important variants which deal with multiple graphs sharing
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the same set of vertices or which extend to hypergraphs (cf. [ 11 ]
[ ]). However, for brevity we will refer to Lemma 4.6 as "the” Regularity
Lemma.

The original proof of the Regularity Lemma is non-constructive, but later
algorithms for finding (e, k)-regular partitions have been developed (cf.
[ ]). In particular, this led to new insight in the approximability of
well-known optimization problems, like, e.g., MAXCUT or QUADRATICAS-
SIGNMENT (cf. e.g. [ ). We refer the reader to [ ] for a survey on
algorithmic variants and applications of the Regularity Lemma.

Structure of e-regular pairs

In order to understand the importance of the Regularity Lemma it is neces-
sary to study the structure of e-regular pairs. In the sequel we collect a few
well-known facts about this structure. For a more complete exposition we
refer the reader to the survey [ ] or the books [ 110 11 ].

Although the Regularity Lemma only concerns subsets of linear size, it is
easy to obtain the following rather strong result on the degree of individual
vertices.

Lemma 4.7 (Degrees in e-regular pairs) Consider an e-reqular pair (A, B).
For any subset Y C B with |Y'| > ¢|B| and dy (v) := |I'(v) N'Y| we have

{ve Aldy(v) > (1+¢e)d(A, B) - Y[} <elA],

and
Hve A|dy(v) < (1—¢)d(A,B)-|Y|} <celA|

Proof For the proof of the first claim let
X ={veAldy(v) > (1+¢)d(A B)-|Y]}

and check Definition 4.4 for the sets X~ and B. For | X~| > ¢|A| this imme-
diately yields a contradiction. The proof of the second claim is analogous.
O

Lemma 4.7 shows that almost all vertices approximately have the 'right’
degree, i.e., the degree which we would expect in a random graph, into a
set Y of linear size. We can even strengthen this result without much effort.
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Lemma 4.8 (Intersection property) Consider an e-regular pair (A, B) and let
¢ > 1. For d = d(A, B) and any subset Y C B with (d — &)*"'|Y| > ¢|B| we
have

{{vr, ..., 0} CA|Y AT()N...AT(w)| < (d — )Y} < te| A

Proof Similar to the proof of Lemma 4.7. Use induction on /. O

Applications of the Regularity Lemma usually aim at finding certain sub-
structures, i.e., subgraphs with a certain property. By means of Lemma 4.8
this is rather easily achieved. We are going to demonstrate this by a small
example (cf. Figure 4.1).

Figure 4.1: A simple example for an embedding lemma

Consider a tripartite graph G = (V,E) with V = V;UV,UV5 and |V;| =
|Va| = |V5| = n. For all pairs {7, j} C {1,2,3} we assume that (V;,V) is e-
regular and that e(V;, V;) = m > dn? resp. d(V;,V;) > d. We aim at finding a
subgraph K3 C G.

By Lemma 4.7 there exist at most 2en vertices v € V; such that d;(v) < (1 —
e)dn for j € {2,3}. Take one such vertex v and consider the neighborhoods
Q; := I';(v). Provided that, say, d > 10c we obtain |Q;| > (1 — €)dn > ben.
Thus we can apply Lemma 4.7 one more time to show that there exist at
most en vertices v € ), such that dg,(v) < (1 — £)d|Q3]. Consequently, we
can find a vertex w € @y with dg,(w) > (1 — €)d|Qs| > (1 — €)?d*n, and the
vertices v, w clearly belong to many triangles K3 C G.

Based on the ideas sketched in the preceding example the following lemma
can be proved. Embedding lemmas of that kind are common in applications
of the Regularity Lemma.
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Lemma 4.9 (An embedding lemma) For every d > 0, there exist ¢ > 0 and
Ny > 1 such that the following holds. Let H = (Vy, Ey) be a graph with Vi =
{1,...,k}. Consider a graph G = (Vg, E¢) and k disjoint subsets Vi, ..., Vj, C
Ve with [Vi| = ... = |Vi| = N > Ny such that all pairs (V;,V;) with {i,j} € Ey
are e-reqular and have density d(V;,V;) > d. Then G contains H as a subgraph.

U

For a proof of Lemma 4.9 we refer the reader to the literature, e.g., [ ].

Extremal graph theory and the Regularity Lemma

In extremal graph theory questions like "What is the structure of a K,-free
graph with a maximum number of edges?’ are studied. Generally speaking,
we investigate the structure of graphs which are extremal for the occurrence
of certain substructures. If we put it the other way round, this means that we
are interested in properties which imply the existence of such substructures.

A quantity which plays a central role in many classical results of extremal
graph theory is given by

ex(F,G) :==max{e(H) |GZ HC F}

for graphs F' and G, i.e., ex(F, G) denotes the maximum number of edges a
G-free subgraph of F' may have. Using this notation we state Turan’s The-
orem [ ], which is generally considered the starting point of extremal
graph theory.

Theorem 4.10 [ ] (Turan’s Theorem)

1\ n?
eX(Kn, Kg) = (]_ — 6_—1) ? =g tg_l(n).

Theorem 4.10 states that every graph with more that ¢,_;(n) edges contains
a subgraph G = K. The following famous theorem by Erdés, Stone and
Simonovits generalizes this result to arbitrary subgraphs G. Theorem 4.11
basically says that the maximum number of edges which a G-free graph
may have is a function of the chromatic number x(G).
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Theorem 4.11 [ Il | (Erd6s-Stone-Simonovits-Theorem) For every
graph G with x(G) > 3 we have

ex(K, G) = (1 - ﬁ + 0(1)) (Z)

The Regularity Lemma can be used to obtain a rather simple proof of The-
orem 4.11. We briefly sketch this proof here because it demonstrates the
fundamental strategy which recurs in many applications of the Regularity
Lemma.

Proof of Theorem 4.11 (Sketch) It is easy to show that it suffices to prove
Theorem 4.11 for graphs K7 (recall that K7 denotes the complete (-partite
graph where every partition consists of p vertices) and p € N sufficiently
large. For a detailed discussion of this observation and of the remaining
proof see, e.g., [ I

Let G = (V, E) be a graph with more than (1 — ;15 + 3)(}) edges for some
(> 0. Observe that x(K}) = ¢. Hence it remains to show that G’ contains a
subgraph K7, provided that |V| is sufficiently large.

Applications of the Regularity Lemma usually consist of the following three
steps:

1. Obtain an (¢, k)-regular partition VoUV;U...UV, = V by the Reg-
ularity Lemma (cf. Lemma 4.6), choosing ¢ sufficiently small and &
sufficiently large (We will see later what “sufficiently’ means.).

2. Consider a graph R = (Vg, Er) on the vertex set Vx = {1,...,k},
where {i,j} € Eg if and only if the pair (V;,V;) is e-regular and con-
tains a non-negligible number of edges. R is often referred to as the
reduced graph.

If the constants for this non-negligible’ number and for the ’suffi-
ciently” small resp. large values in the previous step are suitably cho-
sen, the graph R must contain many edges. Note that most edges in G
belong to pairs E(V;, V;) such that {7, j} € R, since only the following
groups of edges are "lost”:

(i) Edges inside a partition V;. This can be controlled by choosing k
sufficiently large and thus |V;| < n/k, sufficiently small.

(ii) Edges incident to V4. As |Vp| < en only few edges can belong to
this group if € is small.
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(iii) Edges between pairs (V;,V;) such that e(V;,V;) is 'negligible’.
Only few pairs (V;, V;) may belong to this group, since otherwise
not enough space remains for the (many) edges in G which do
not belong to the first two groups.

Based on these arguments and by choosing ¢ and k in a suitable way,
one can show that |Eg| > (1 — ﬁ)% = ty_1. By Turdn’s Theorem (cf.
Theorem 4.10) it follows that 2 contains a subgraph K.

3. By Lemma 4.9 it follows that G contains a subgraph K,. Using a
strengthened version of Lemma 4.9 one can even show that K] C G,
and Theorem 4.11 is proved.

Since this sketch of the proof strategy suffices for our purposes, we conclude
our exposition at this point and refer the reader to the literature for more
details. 0

The above steps (construct an (¢, k)-regular partition using the Regularity
Lemma, find a suitable subgraph of the reduced graph R, go back to the
graph G using an embedding lemma) occur in many proofs which apply
the Regularity Lemma.

4.3.2 KLR-Conjecture for sparse graphs

Regularity Lemmas for sparse graphs

Note that the statement of the Regularity Lemma is only useful for dense
graphs. In the sequel we will call a graph G = (V,E) dense if it has
O(n?) edges. Otherwise G is called sparse. For sparse pairs A, B C V with
e(A, B) = o(n?) it follows that d(A, B) = o(1). In this case (4.1) obviously
becomes meaningless.

However, by suitable modifications of the definition of regularity it is possi-
ble to derive Regularity Lemmas for sparse graphs. This was independently
observed by Kohayakawa and Rodl (cf. [ ]). In the sequel we present a
rather simple version of a sparse Regularity Lemma, which will suffice for
our introductory exposition.

Let a graph G = (V, E) be given. For a disjoint pair of sets A, B C V the
normalized density is defined by

. e(A, B) (3)

. _ (%)
A(A,B) i= Tme 3 = d(A.B) - 20

For the sake of completeness we set d(A, B) = 0 if |E| = 0.
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The scaling factor (4 ) /| E| ensures that d(A, B) does not necessarily become
small for sparse graphs, ie., for |[E| = o(|V|?). By replacing the density
d(A, B) with the normalized density d(A, B) we get a new notion of reg-
ularity which is useful also for sparse graphs.

Definition 4.12 (Strong s-regularity) Let € > 0 and consider a graph G =
(V, E) with two disjoint sets A,B C V. The pair A, B is called strongly e-
regular if

|d(X,Y)—d(A,B)| <e

forall X C Aand Y C B with | X| > ¢|A|and |Y| > ¢|B|.

The goal of a sparse Regularity Lemma is to find strongly e-regular parti-
tions, which are identical to e-regular partitions up to the fact that strong
e-regularity must hold for most pairs (V;, V;).

Definition 4.13 (Strongly regular partitions) Let a graph G = (V,E) be
given. A partition VoU Vi U---UV;, = V is called strongly (e, k)-regular if

o Vi|=---=|Vil
o |Vo| < en = ¢|V| (exceptional vertices),

e all but at most €k* of the pairs (V;, V) are strongly e-regular (exceptional
pairs).

For reusing the idea of the proof of the original Regularity Lemma an ad-
ditional assumption has to be made. The graph G that shall be regularly
partitioned must satisfy certain bounds which show that the density of lin-
ear subgraphs is not too big. The concept of y-boundedness stated below
represents one way to formalize that.

Definition 4.14 ((b,y)-boundedness) Let b > 1 and 3 > 0. A graph G =
(V, E) is (b,v)-bounded if for every pair of disjoint subsets A, B C V with
|A|, |B| > 7|V | we have d(A, B) <b.

Now we are in a position to state a sparse version of the Regularity Lemma.
As in the dense case several versions of sparse Regularity Lemmas have
been devised. Lemma 4.15 is a rather simple and weak variant, but it should
suffice to point out the basic concepts. Our notation follows [ I
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Lemma 4.15 [ ] (Sparse Regularity Lemma) For every ¢ > 0 and ky,b >
1 there exist v = (e, b, ko) > 0, and Ky(e, ko,b) > ko such that for every (b, y)-
bounded graph G = (V, E) with |V'| > ko there is a strongly (e, k)-reqular parti-
tion. O

Applying the sparse Regularity Lemmato G, ,,

The restriction to (b,7)-bounded graphs does not severely limit the appli-
cability of Lemma 4.15. In the sequel we will apply the Regularity Lemma
to sparse random graphs G,, ,,, where m = o(n?). To this aim we will firstly
show that such random graphs are indeed (b, v)-bounded.

Definition 4.16 (y-uniformity) A graph G = (V, E) is y-uniform if for every
pair of disjoint subsets A, B C V with |A|, |B| > ~|V| we have

1-y<d(A,B)<1+7.

Lemma 4.17 (Uniformity of random graphs) For m = w(n) and v > 0 a
random graph G = G,, ,,, is asymptotically almost surely y-uniform.

Proof Follows easily by Chernoff/Hoéffding bounds. O
Lemma 4.17 implies in particular that G is, say, (2, y)-bounded.

Itis tempting to transfer well-known (deterministic) results for dense graphs
which can be proved using the Regularity Lemma to sparse random graphs.
In [ ] the following conjecture was presented, which resembles the
Erdos-Stone-Simonovits Theorem (cf. Theorem 4.11) in the deterministic set-
ting (see also [ 11 ], where the conjecture was already outlined).

Conjecture 4.18 [ ] (Conjecture on ex(G, m,, H)) Let H be a non-empty
graph with vy > 3. Then asymptotically almost surely

ex(Giym, H) = (1 - + 0(1)> m,

X(H) -1

provided that m = w(n?~1/d(H),
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Similar to the place of the Erd6s-Stone-Simonovits Theorem in extremal
graph theory, Conjecture 4.18 would be at the core of a random extremal graph
theory — a theory which would study the structure of extremal subgraphs
of random graphs and which is yet to be written.

A natural proof strategy for Conjecture 4.18 would proceed, analogously to

the proof of Theorem 4.11, by using the sparse Regularity Lemma. And, in-

deed, the first part of the proof goes through quite easily. Given a fixed con-

stant v > 0, consider an arbitrary subgraph J of a random graph G = G, ,,,
1

with at least (1 — 75— +7)m edges. We intend to show that asymptotically

almost surely H C J for any choice of J C G.

For Step 1 we use the sparse Regularity Lemma. In Step 2 we can bound the
edges outside the regular partition due to the uniformity of random graphs
(cf. Lemma 4.17). Hence, as in the deterministic case, a subgraph K, can be
found in the reduced graph.

Unfortunately, Step 3 fails, since we do not have a counterpart of Lemma 4.9,
the embedding lemma, for sparse graphs. Recall that the basic idea for the
proof of Lemma 4.9 was to repeatedly exploit the fact that most vertices
in e-regular graphs have the right degree into subsets of linear size (cf.
Lemma 4.7). Such a lemma still holds for sparse strongly e-regular graphs.
However, the expected degree of a vertex is equal to ©(n-3) = ©() = o(n)
for m = o(n?). As the size of the neighborhood of a typical vertex is thus sub-
linear, the repeated application of Lemma 4.7 for estimating the size of the
common neighborhood of several vertices fails. It even turns out that not
only the proof technique for Lemma 4.9 does not carry over to the sparse
case, but even that there are graphs which represent counterexamples for a
direct analog of Lemma 4.9. In [ ] such a counterexample (attributed to
Luczak) is cited and a result of a similar flavor is shown.

Conjecture by Kohayakawa, tuczak and R  6dl

Since there is no deterministic embedding lemma for sparse graphs, it is natu-
ral to ask, whether there is a probabilistic variant, which guarantees the exis-
tence of a specific subgraph with high probability. However, a rather simple
heuristic argument reveals that such a lemma would presumably have to
hold with extremely high probability in order to be useful in applications.
More specifically, it will turn out that we require a probability for the oc-
currence of a subgraph H which is at least as large as 1 — 3™ for a suitably
small 5.

For the proof of Conjecture 4.18 we must show that H C J for every sub-

graph J C G = G, ,, withe(J) > (1 — m + v)m. Note that there are

roughly 2™ choices for the subgraph .J. Furthermore, it appears to be in-
tractable to control the dependencies of the events 'H C J," and 'H C Jy’
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for two different subgraphs J;, J, C G. Thus there seems to be no better

approach than to estimate Pr[H ¢ .Jy| for an arbitrary but fixed subgraph
Jo C H and to use the trivial union bound

Pr[3J € G =Gpm: HCJ] <2™-Pr[H € Jy.

Hence, the probabilistic embedding lemma should provide a bound on the
probability Pr[H ¢ .J] which is much smaller than 27™.

A rather simple lower bound shows that such small probabilities are out of
reach for random graphs G, ,,,. To see this, fix a partition of the n vertices
into k := x(H) — 1 partitions of size n/k (for simplicity’s sake assume that &
divides n). Clearly, if none of the m edges of G = G,, ,,, lies within one of the
k partitions, it follows that H ¢ G. For m < ¢(}) we deduce that

E—1(n n\ 1 "

e 6= {(7(2) “n)-(3) } 2(1-5-)
This implies that a probabilistic embedding lemma must exploit the fact that
a fixed graph H shall be found in an e-regular partition. From an intuitive
point of view it seems possible that the e-regularity might lead to smaller
probabilities for the occurrence of a given subgraph H than in a classical
random graph G, ,,. This is due to the fact that in e-regular structures the
edges are nicely distributed. More precisely, the bound on the number of
edges between linear sets of vertices should imply that in given parts of the
graph the local number of edges closely follows its expectation. For example
the degree of most vertices should be proportional to the density and also
the overlap of neighborhoods should occur as expected. This intuition turns
out to be justified, as the analysis of our main result in this chapter will
show.

In [ ] Kohayakawa, Luczak and Rédl conjectured that a probabilistic
embedding lemma indeed exists. We cite a simplified version from [ 1.

Conjecture 4.19 [ ] (KER-Conjecture) Let H denote an arbitrary graph.
For any 3 > 0 there exist constants g > 0,C' > 0,no > 0 such that

e(H)
| F(H,n,m;e)| < g™ <n2> (4.2)

m

for all m > Cn*V/H) n > noand 0 < ¢ < &,

Recall (3.7), where we have defined that
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-1
dy(H) ::max{eF 5 |F§H,UF>2}.

Vrp —

Observe that (H, n, m; ¢)-regular graphs directly correspond to the e-regular
structures which we encounter when we apply the (sparse) Regularity
Lemma and identify a subgraph H in the reduced graph. There are only two
minor technical differences. Firstly, the Regularity Lemma does not guaran-
tee that |E(V;,V;)| is identical for all {, j} € E(H). However, it easy to see
that a seemingly more general version of Conjecture 4.19 which holds for
non-identical values of |E(V;, V;)| can be deduced from the simpler version
stated above (cf. [ ]). Secondly, the sparse Regularity Lemma was for-
mulated in terms of the normalized density d which uses the normalization
factor |E|/ (“2/‘), whereas in the definition of (¢, n, m)-regularity we have the
factor m/n?. But clearly these two quantities only differ by a constant.

Conjecture 4.19 can directly be rephrased in a probabilistic style. To this aim
let G(H,n, m) denote an (H, n, m)-graph drawn uniformly at random. Using
this notation (4.2) reads

Pr|G = G(H,n,m) € S(H,n,m;e) N HZ G| <™.
Using Chernoff/Hoffding-bounds it is easy to see that
Pr|G = G(H,n,m) € S(H,n,m;e)] =1—o(1) (4.3)

for, say, m > nlogn, i.e., almost all (H, n, m)-graphs are (H, n, m; ¢)-regular.
Due to (4.3) the statement (4.2) is equivalent to

Pr[H £ G| G =G(H,n,m) € S(H,n,m;e)] <™ (4.4)

for suitably chosen constants € and 3. Thus Conjecture 4.19 indeed repre-
sents the probabilistic embedding lemma that we need for applications of
the sparse Regularity Lemma, e.g. for the proof of Conjecture 4.18.

Interpretation of the threshold n? /%) The threshold n* '/%(*) has
the following intuitive interpretation. Assume that we generate a graph
G € S(H,n,m;e) edge by edge, and consider the situation when almost
all edges have been chosen. Only a linear fraction, say, xm, of the edges
E(V;,V;) between two arbitrary partitions V; and V; are about to be selected
at random. It should be the case that the choices for these edges dominate
the probability that G is H-free, since we need first the previously chosen
edges to get many subgraphs which are easy to complete to a subgraph H.
Then these edges impose strong restrictions on the choices for the remaining
edges if the graph shall remain H-free.

In order to achieve an overall probability of 5™ for the event "H C G’, every
single edge must complete a subgraph H with probability at least 1 — v for
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a sufficiently small . Then we would obtain an overall probability of about
7™, boldly assuming that the probabilities for the edges are independent.
Such a small probability for a single edge can only be achieved if almost
all of the n? positions for edges E(V;,V;) are incident to subgraphs which
are identical to H up to one missing edge. The expected number of such
‘almost-H’ subgraphs should be approximately equal to

o (an - (%)e’{_l) . 4.5)

In order to find out how big m has to be (restricting our attention merely to
the order of magnitude) when "almost-H’ subgraphs occupy all but a tiny
fraction of the n? positions for edges, we set

n“t . (%)eH ' Ln? = moEl = p2H U s gy = n2_2§——f. (4.6)

n

Observe that the number of occurrences of a subgraph H depends on the
subgraph F' C H with the smallest expected number of occurrences (analo-
gously to the well-known result on the occurrence of subgraphs in random
graphs G, cf. e.g. [ I). Clearly, H cannot occur more often than F.
In order to avoid over-counting we should therefore consider the following
value of m as a suitable candidate for the searched threshold (cf. (3.7))

_ YR 2 _
m = maxn ep—1 = p21/d2(H) (4.7)

A second, more formal argument to obtain a lower bound for the threshold
would be as follows. In [ ] a quite precise bound on the probability
of the event "H ¢ G, has been given. This bound has been transferred to
random graphs G, ,,, in [ ]. Roughly speaking, for non-bipartite graphs
H it can be shown that

Pr[H € G,n) = e ©®1), (4.8)

where ®; := mingcy{n"F-(m/n?)°* } denotes the expected number of occur-
rences of the least-frequent subgraph F' C H. Observe that ¢ is increasing
in m and that &5 can be bounded by ®5; < m (consider the subgraph F
which consists of a single edge).

We want to find out when we have Pr[H Z G,,,,] = e~®™). Because of (4.8)
we set

: v mHer : v mer—1 2
by >m <«— mlnnF-<—) >m <= mlnnF'(—> > n-.
FCH n2 FCH n2

Comparing this with (4.6) and (4.7), we see that we obtain &y = m for
m > p2-1/d2(H),
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Analogously, it follows that ®;; = o(m) and thus Pr[H € G,,,] > e~°™
for m = o(n?> /%)) Let 'REG’ denote the event that the random graph
is strongly e-regular. A standard application of Chernoff/Ho6ffding-bounds
shows that Pr[REG] > 1 — e~©(™ (similar to (4.3). We obtain

Pr[H ¢ Gpm | REG] > Pr[H € Gy,m N REG)

Pr[H € Gy,m] — Pr[mREG]

golm) _ ,~6(m) _ ,~o(m)

(A\VARAVARIVS

Thus a result like (4.4) cannot be true for m = o(n?~/4(H),

Applications of the KER-conjecture Now let us return to applications of
Conjecture 4.19. We have introduced Conjecture 4.19 as a tool needed for
the proof of Conjecture 4.18 on ex(Gy, n, H). For a more detailed discussion
of this subject we refer the reader to [ ] where also a proof of the case
H = K3 can be found.

As we have already seen in Chapter 3, [ ] contains the following the-
orem, which is based on Conjecture 4.19. We restate this theorem here for
easier reference.

Theorem 3.6 [ | Let H be a graph with x(H) = ¢ + 1 > 3 for which
Conjecture 4.19 holds. Then for every 6 > 0 there exists C' > 0 such that

Pr[G is (6, ¢)-partite | G = G, , is H-free] =1 — o(1),

provided that m > Cn*~1/dH), O

The proof of Theorem 3.6 uses a sparse Regularity Lemma which slightly
differs from Lemma 4.15, but the modifications are rather technical. The ba-
sic approach for applying the Regularity Lemma stays the same and is based
on Conjecture 4.19 as probabilistic embedding lemma.

The following conjecture was formulated in [ ] together with Con-
jecture 4.18. The statement refers to arbitrary subgraphs of random graphs
Gy and bears some similarity to Theorem 3.6. Therefore it comes as no
surprise that Conjecture 4.19 can be used to prove it (cf. [ 110 D.

Conjecture 4.20 [ I Let H be a graph with x(H) = ¢ + 1 > 3. Then
for every 6 > 0 there exists v > 0 such that asymptotically almost surely every
H-free subgraph F' C G of a random graph G = G, ,,, with at least e(F) >
(1 — v)ex(Gyp.m, H) edges is (6, £)-partite, provided that m = w(n?>~1/H)) O
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It is worth mentioning that there exists an intimate connection between Con-
jecture 4.20 and Conjecture 4.18. For simplicity let us consider the case / = 2,
and let H be a triangle. Observe that n?~1/%(Ks) = p2-1/2 = p3/2 and that
ex(Gpm, K3) = (1 —1/2)m = m/2, provided that Conjecture 4.18 holds.
Now assume the following (analogous to the statement of Conjecture 4.20):

Every triangle-free subgraph F' C G of a random graph G =
Gp,m with at least e(F) > m/2 edges is asymptotically almost
surely (§,2)-partite, provided that m > Cn*? and C' = C(¢) is
sufficiently large.

By Chernoff/Ho6ffding-bounds it is rather easy to show that a random graph
G = G, does not contain a bipartite subgraph with more than, say, m/2 +
vmnlogn = (1/2 4+ o(1))m edges for m = Q(n3/?).

Now we will argue that the above assumption implies Conjecture 4.18. Con-
sider a subgraph J C G with e(J) > (1/2 + v)m edges. We intend to show
that asymptotically almost surely all such subgraphs contain a triangle. As-
sume the contrary and let / C G be a counterexample. Then, by our previ-
ous assumption, J is almost surely (6, 2)-partite. Thus there exists a bipartite
subgraph J' C G with e(J’") > (1/2 + v — 0)m. By choosing ¢ smaller than,
say, 7/2 we get the desired contradiction.

In addition to Conjecture 4.18 and Conjecture 4.20 which deal with results
on extremal graphs, i.e., of the so-called Turin-type, there are also results of
the Ramsey-type, where the sparse Regularity Lemma and Conjecture 4.19
are applicable. Again we refer the reader to the literature (cf. e.g. [ ]
[ ]) for more detailed accounts on this subject.

Given the powerful role which the Regularity Lemma plays for dense
graphs, one can hope that, in addition to the applications sketched above, a
proof of Conjecture 4.19 may lead to important insight and other new results
on random graphs.

4.4 Related work

Extremal subgraphs of random graphs Only a few special cases of Con-
jecture 4.18 have been proved up to now. In fact, these cases are restricted
to trees and cycles. For trees, Conjecture 4.18 follows from a simple applica-
tion of the sparse Regularity Lemma. The first non-trivial cases considered
in the literature are H = K3 in | land H = Cyin | ] (based on aidea
from [ 1), where results are presented from which Conjecture 4.18 es-
sentially follows. Later Conjecture 4.18 has been fully verified for arbitrary
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cycles H = Cy (cf. [ 11 11 ]). Apart from that only the case
H = K, has been solved (cf. [ D-

Recently, significant progress has been made towards a proof of Conjec-
ture 4.18 for complete graphs H = K,.In [ ] a corresponding result for
arbitrary ¢ is shown, based on a technique introduced in [ ]. However,
this result, stated for random graphs G,,,, assumes that p = w(n=1/(=Y),
which is larger than the conjectured threshold n /4K = p=2/(t+1),

Embedding lemma for sparse graphs As far as Conjecture 4.19 is con-
cerned, the situation is very similar. The case that H is a tree can be shown

without any effort. For cycles the papers [ 11 11 ], which
deal with Conjecture 4.18, contain auxiliary results which come very close
to Conjecture 4.19. Related results can also be found in [ 11 1.
In [ ] it is shown how these results can be turned into a formal proof of
Conjecture 4.19 for arbitrary cycles.

In [ ] a variant of Conjecture 4.19 for H = K, and arbitrary ¢ is an-
nounced. However, similar to the above mentioned result in | ], this

result only holds for random graphs G,, , with p = w(n~/(=1)) (This formu-
lation for subgraphs of random graphs G, , essentially corresponds to the
formulation of Conjecture 4.19 given in this chapter.). Thus, it still remains
open to prove the conjecture for the threshold n /40 = n=2/(H1),

Our results verify the smallest open cases H = K, and H = K; of Conjec-
ture 4.18, achieving exactly the presumed threshold. This yields a conceptu-
ally simple proof of the case H = K, of Conjecture 4.18, previously settled
in [ ], and a proof of the yet completely unsolved case H = K.

4.5 Outline of the proof

Due to (4.3) we know that random graphs G(H, n, m) are typically e-regular.
Hence we will base our following intuitive arguments on the assumption
that the structure of e-regular graphs is similar to random graphs.

Note that here and in the sequel we use the terms (H,n, m; ¢)-regular and
e-regular interchangeably. Since we will never be dealing with e-regular
graphs in the sense of Definition 4.4 or Definition 4.12 this should not cause
any confusion.

The case H = K,

Let G = G(n,m,4) := G(K4,n,m) be a random subgraph of the complete
4-partite graph K,, ,, ,,, with n vertices in each partition and with m edges
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between each pair of partitions. As an alternative we may consider a bi-
nomial random subgraph G = G(n,p,4) of K, ,,»» in which all edges are
present independently with probability p := m/n®.

Let ¢ :== m/n. Note that in a random graph G(n, p,4), the neighborhood of a
vertex v in one of the partitions has expected size g, since pn = (m/n*)n = q.
Intuitively, conditioning on the e-regularity of G’ should even increase the
probability that the size of a neighborhood is close to its expectation because
the edges in e-regular graphs are very evenly spread, i.e., the s-regularity
helps to avoid untypical cases which may occur in random graphs (although
with small probability). Based on this intuition, which can clearly be trans-
ferred to other sets than neighborhoods (cf. Lemma 4.8), we will now intro-
duce the crucial ideas behind our proof strategy.

Finding K,-candidates For every vertex v € V; we try to find subgraphs
which can be turned into a K, by adding a single edge from v to some vertex
v" € Vj. We call such a vertex v’ a clique candidate of v. Note that we do not
insist on a clique candidate v" being adjacent to v. We show that there are
Q(n) vertices v € Vi each of which has almost n clique candidates in V.
Since it is very unlikely that the neighborhood of v does not intersect the big
set of clique candidates, this will suffice to prove Theorem 4.3.

Figure 4.2: Idea for construction of K,-candidates.

Figure 4.2 illustrates how the clique candidates in V; are found. As discussed
earlier, a vertex v € V; should have approximately ¢ neighbors in 1, and V3.
We denote the neighborhood of v in V; by I';(v). Consider a vertex w € I's(v).
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We expect that [T3(v)NT'3(w)| &~ pg = (m/n?)(m/n) = m?/n3. The same argu-
ment shows that for every vertex u € I's(v) N I's(w) there are approximately
m?/n? vertices in I'y(u) N [y(w). These m?/n® vertices are clique candidates
of v. Note that the same arguments still hold, as far as the order of magni-
tude of the results is concerned, if we forbid at most, say, (1 — &)n vertices
in V,, provided that ¢ is not too tiny. Hence, we may find m?/n? clique can-
didates for every vertex in I';(v) N ['3(w), yielding a total of (m?/n®)? clique
candidates. Finally, we repeat this process for the ¢ vertices in I'y(v), and get
(m?/n?)2q = (m*/n%)(m/n) = m®/n" clique candidates in Vj. If m > Cn®/?®
for C sufficiently large, we may thus expect that almost all vertices in V; are
clique candidates of v.

Introducing bad sets From a more technical point of view our proof strat-
egy proceeds as follows. We define families of ‘bad’ graphs, i.e., graphs with
‘unusual” properties. By estimating the number of such graphs we show
that the overwhelming majority of graphs does not possess these proper-
ties. Hence we collect more and more information on structural properties
of typical e-regular graphs. Based on this knowledge we identify certain
substructures in the graph which will, in the end, lead to Kj-candidates.
As a red thread which may guide the reader through the proof we briefly
sketch the structural properties that we use.

Firstly, as an immediate (and well-known) consequence of e-regularity, the
degrees of single vertices are approximately equal to their expectation g.

Secondly, the neighborhood of sets with cardinality ©(n?/m) and ©(m/n) =
©(q) is examined by introducing the notions of covers and multicovers. In
particular, it turns out the the neighborhood of a single vertex in a set of
cardinality ©(q) has size O(q - m/n*) = ©(m?/n?), as one may expect due to
the affinity with random graphs G(n, m,4).

Thirdly, we prove that a set of size ©(m?/n?) and a single vertex have a
common neighborhood of size ¢t = Q(n?/m). Note that the expectation in a
random graph G(n,m,4) amounts to ©(m?/n*-n-(m/n?)?) = O(m*/n’) and
for m = w(n®?) this is larger than ¢. The results of this step correspond to
the auxiliary notion of a triangle candidate cover.

In a fourth step, we then combine multicovers and triangle candidate cov-
ers. Consider again a vertex v € V; and its neighborhood I';(v) of size ©(q).
We prove that a single vertex w € V5 indeed has a neighborhood of size
O(m?/n?) inside T'3(v). This follows from the properties of a multicover.
Moreover, these ©(m?/n?) vertices close Q(n?/m) triangles (between the
partitions V5, V3, and V,), as implied by the properties of a triangle candi-
date cover. Together, this will enable us to introduce triangle covers, which
show that almost all vertices in V5 close many triangles with I's(v).
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Now the fifth step is straightforward. We prove that the neighborhood I'y(v)
intersects with the many vertices in the triangle cover. This finally yields
the desired Ky4-candidates, since only the edge between V; and V; is missing
from the structure. For one such vertex w € I'y(v) we obtaint = Q(n?/m) K-
candidates. By iterating the process for O(q) vertices in I's(v) we get 2(¢-t) =
Q(m/n-n*/m) = Q(n) K,-candidates.

As indicated above, a simple sixth step of the proof shows that this implies
the existence of subgraphs K, since I'y(v) is likely to overlap with the large
set of K,-candidates..

Due to technical reasons, i.e., as to obtain a sufficiently small probability, one
major deviation from the scheme sketched above is necessary. When show-
ing the existence of triangle covers we have to examine the neighborhoods
of many vertices in V; at once. This makes the proof a bit more hairy than
the rather clear strategy might suggest.

The case H = K

Our intuitive arguments are based on a random subgraph G' = G(n,m, 5) of
the complete 5-partite graph K, ,, ,,.,» With n vertices in each partition and
m edges between each pair of partitions, resp. the corresponding binomial
random graph G = G(n, p,5) in which all edges occur independently with
probability p = m/n?.

Finding K;-candidates Our aim is to find ©(n) K5-candidates for every
vertex v € V), i.e,, vertices © € V5 which are part of a subgraph that can be
turned into a K5 by adding a single edge from v to x. Figure 4.3 shows how
this goal is achieved.

Consider three fixed vertices, say, v € V;, w € V,, and u € V3. The expected
size of their common neighborhood I'y(v) N I'y(w) N '4(u) is equal to O(n -
(m/n?)?) = ©(m3/n®). For m > Cn®? and a sufficiently large constant C we
may thus assume that there exists a vertex y € I'y(v) NI'y(w) NI'4(u). For this
vertex we again obtain that I's(y) N T's(w) N T's(u) # 0. Thus, for every triple
(v, w,u) of vertices we obtain one Kj;-candidate, provided that the vertices
v, w, and u form a triangle.

For a fixed vertex w € I's(v), we expect O(n - (m/n?)?) = O(m?/n?) vertices
u € T3(v) NT3(w). Observe that n?/m = O(m?/n?) for m = Q(n°/?). Hence,
we may assume that at least ©(n?/m) suitable vertices u € V; exist. Note that
the neighborhood of ©(n?/m) vertices has size O(n?/m - n - m/n*) = O(n).
Thus, taking more vertices u into consideration does not yield more disjoint
Kj5-candidates, since the neighborhoods I's(u) of these vertices are likely to
overlap.
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Figure 4.3: Idea for construction of Ks-candidates.

Finally, observe that there are ©(m/n) vertices w € I';(v). Hence, iterating
over all vertices w and u we obtain ©(m/n-n*/m-1) = ©(n) Ks-candidates.

Introducing bad sets For the case H = K5 we use a similar proof tech-
nique as for the case H = K,, namely we investigate the structure of typi-
cal e-regular graphs by introducing suitable families of bad, i.e., untypical
graphs.

Initially, we again rely on the previously mentioned results concerning the
degrees of single vertices, as well as covers and multicovers. Additionally,
we derive a result on the overlapping neighborhood, i.e., the common neigh-
borhood of two vertices. Similar to multicovers we will show that two ver-
tices share ©(m?/n*) common neighbors.

Our next aim is to prove the existence of square candidate covers, which ex-
hibit an analogous structure to the above mentioned triangle candidates
covers. Basically, we want to show that a single vertex w € V5 and a set
of size ©(m?/n?) in V4 typically belong to many subgraphs K, which ex-
tend over t = Q(n?/m) vertices in V;. More precisely, we will also have an
additional fixed vertex v and an edge from v to the subgraph K.

After having proved the existence of square candidate covers, we can finish
the proof as in the case H = K. Consider a vertex v € V; and its neighbor-
hood I';(v) of size ©(q). We prove that a single vertex w € V, indeed has
a neighborhood of size ©(q - m/n*) = ©(m?/n?) inside I's(v). This follows
from the properties of a multicover. Moreover, these ©(m?/n?) vertices close
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t = Q(n*/m) subgraphs K, (between the partitions V3, V3, V,, and Vi, with
additional edges from v to the vertices in V}), as implied by the properties
of a square candidate cover. Together, this will enable us to introduce square
covers, which show that almost all vertices in 1, close many squares with
I';(v) for v € V; (with an additional edge from v to V}). Then K;-candidates
can be constructed analogously to the Kj-candidates in the case H = K,
by combining the squares for all ©(q) vertices in I';(v). This yields in total
Qg - t) = Q(n) Ks-candidates.

For the construction of square candidate covers we introduce yet another
auxiliary structure, the so-called cocovers. A cocover consists of a set in V3 of
size ©(n?/m) and sets V} of size ©(m?/n?). Together these sets should have

O(n?/m-m?/n®-n- (m/n?)?) = 0(m*/n?)

neighbors in Vs. Note that m®/n* = O(n) for m = ©(n°?). Hence, we
show that neighborhoods of the sets in the cocover ’tile” the partition V;.
For larger m, i.e., for m = w(n®/?), we control the overlap between these
neighborhoods by introducing the notion of quasidisjointness. Based on this
quasidisjointness, we will show that cocovers almost directly correspond to
the square candidate covers we have been looking for.

Technical difficulties

Of course, this outline of the proof is very rough and neglects several impor-
tant aspects. Firstly, we must deal with random e-regular graphs. This rules
out many tools from probability theory which are formulated for product
spaces. Hence, most of the time we will directly count the number of graphs
with given properties. Secondly, a little deviation from the expectation has
to be tolerated and corresponding error terms must be taken into account.
Thirdly, so far we have only discussed the order of magnitude of the re-
sults, whereas the choice of suitable constants represents a delicate part of
the proof. Finally, the order in which the neighborhoods and intersections of
neighborhoods are considered is crucial because dependencies would spoil
our proof strategy.

4.6 Preliminaries

4.6.1 Conventions and notation

In order to increase the clarity of the presentation we make use of the fol-
lowing conventions:
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We will not introduce floors and ceilings when we are talking about integral
terms, e.g., cardinalities of sets. Since we are only interested in the asymp-
totic behavior of those quantities, this would merely introduce lower order
error terms which complicate the exposition. However, it would be a stan-
dard but laborious task to modify the proofs such that the integrality of all
terms is respected. Similarly we will ignore whether certain quantities are
integrally divisible, e.g., we will assume that we can partition a set of ¢ ver-
tices into exactly ¢/p sets of size p.

For neighborhoods inside specific partitions we will use the abbreviations
[i(v) :=T(v) NV; and d;(v) = |T;(v)]. For F C Ewelet'F(v) = {u eV |
{v,u} € F} and define df (v) accordingly.

To gain control over the size of certain sets, we will often need to determin-
istically fix a subset of a given cardinality in a larger set of vertices. In order
to do so we assume that the vertices in V; are ordered in an arbitrary but
unique way, say V; = {1,...,n}. By [A], we denote the set B C A of size
|B| = x that contains the x smallest elements in A. If |[A| < z, we define
[A], == A.

All constants which are denoted by Greek letters are tacitly assumed to be
smaller than, say, 1072. When we intend to show Theorem 4.3 for some fixed
B > 0 all other auxiliary constants will depend on 3. More specifically we
assume that the auxiliary constants decrease as 3 decreases. In fact we will
even require that all auxiliary constants approach zero as 3 — 0. Formally
speaking, an auxiliary constant v is a function v = v(3) depending on /.
Note that if suitable constants ¢;, C' > 0 and ny > 0 exist for a specific value
of (3, then these constants are also suitable for 5’ > 3. Hence if the statement
of Theorem 4.3 is proved for 3 it also holds for 3'. We may therefore assume
that certain constants are sufficiently small by choosing 3 sufficiently small.

For an auxiliary constant v = v(3) we will call quantities of the type »*
super-exponentially small in v, as the basis v can be made arbitrarily small by
choosing a sufficiently small value for j3.

We will not be interested in the actual values of the auxiliary constants for a
given value of . Instead we will be content to show that suitable auxiliary
constants exist. Since the dependencies between 3 and the auxiliary con-
stants are rather complicated to state explicitly, we introduce the relation
‘«’. Let v = v(f) and p = u(B) denote two auxiliary constants. Essentially
v <& 1 means that 1PV < 4 for any polynomial poly(z) provided that 3
and thus v and p are sufficiently small. This notion will suffice for all occa-
sions when we need that a specific constant is chosen ‘much’ smaller than a
certain other constant.
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Definition 4.21 (Relation <) Consider two functions v,p : (0,1] — (0,1]
such that limg_o v(5) = limg_o u(B) = 0. We write v << p if

VC >136,>0¥0< B < fo: O [(B)HPC < p(B)°.

The following example shows that auxiliary constants v and p with v << p
indeed exist.

Example 4.22 We have e=¢'" < x, since forall C > 1

1/x

z¢/C e
—el/= fl/xc C
) . - | < . <
C (e ) C exp( C’~(1/aj)c) C-e T

for x sufficiently small, with lots of room to spare.
The following proposition collects a few simple properties of <.

Proposition 4.23 (Simple properties of <)

(i) If v < p, then v <y for sufficiently small 3.

(ii) If p <K vand v < p, then p < pu.
(iii) If v << p, then v << p/k and even v << p* for all k > 0.
(iv) If v << i, then kv << pand even v'/* << yu for all k > 0.

(v) If v << p, then v/ < v*/? for sufficiently small j3.

Proof (i) and (ii) follow directly from the definition. The proof of (iii) and (iv)
is similar and we just show one case. Assume that ¥ << p and that £ > 1
(otherwise the claim is trivial). In order to show that v << u* observe that

CpI°C < (kc)yu’“c/(kC) < k¢ < (uF°

for 3 sufficiently small. Finally, (v) easily follows from v'/? << p. O

In the sequel, if we assume that v is chosen such that v <« p for a given p >
0, we may assume for concreteness sake that ;. = e~""". This is summarized

in the following definition.
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Definition 4.24 ((12)® and (11)®) Let f(z) := e~¢"". For a function v : (0,1] —
(0, 1] we define (v)° := f o v. Accordingly we set (v)® := f~! o v. Furthermore,
(v)® and (v)® may be iterated. We let (v)® := (v)® and (v)®" .= ((v)®)® for
i > 1. The notation (v)®" is defined accordingly.

Recall Example 4.22 and observe that v <« (v)® and (v)® < v.

Theorem 4.3 only holds asymptotically, i.e., we shall only prove it for suffi-
ciently large n. For the asymptotic estimates the number of edges m must be
interpreted as a function m = m(n) of the number of vertices. Furthermore,
we can assume that m > ¢(n) with a threshold #(n) = ©(n*?) for the case
H = K and t(n) = ©(n%°) for H = K,. As we intend to prove a prob-
ability of ™ in Theorem 4.3, only terms which are exponential in m will
really be important for our subsequent counting arguments. In particular,
polynomial terms in n may safely be ignored. But observe that terms like 2™
are also negligible in comparison to 5™ if /3 is sufficiently small. In order to
neglect such terms at an early stage of the proof we introduce the relation
S*. Let f(n), g(n) denote two functions in n. Intuitively, f <* g means that
f is at most a large as g up to a multiplicative term C” for a suitably chosen
constant C.

Definition 4.25 (Relation <) Consider two functions f,g : N — RT. For z > 0
we write f < g if

3C >13ng e NVn >ng: f(n) < C%-g(n).

Instead of <° we simply write <.

f(n) < g(n) means that f(n) < g(n) for n sufficiently large. Observe that
f(n) < g(n) is equivalent to f(n) = O(g(n)).

The following lemma shows that the relations << and < work well together.
Ifr < pand f <* gas well as g < v#*h, then f < p®h. Thus < can be
replaced by <, which is of course our goal when proving bounds on the
number of graphs with a certain property. The only price that we have to
pay for this is to replace v** by 1*, which is however still superexponentially
small.
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Lemma 4.26 (Connection between <« and <) Consider x > 0, v = v(3) > 0,
w=p(B) >0withv < p. Let f(n) <* g(n) and g(n) < v** - h(n). Then there
exists 3y > 0 such that for all 0 < 3 < f3,

f(n) < p* - h(n)

for n sufficiently large.

Proof Let C' > 1 be a constant as in Definition 4.25 of f(n) <* g(n). Now we
conclude by Definition 4.21 that there exists 5, > 0 such that

Cvt < Ve < /LC < u
for 0 < 8 < (. For sufficiently large n we deduce that

f(n) <C%-g(n) < (C-v*)" - h(n) < p* - h(n).

4.6.2 Auxiliary technical results

Binomial coefficients
For future reference we collect a few bounds on binomial coefficients, which

will be used repeatedly throughout the proof of Theorem 4.3.

Lemma 4.27 (Technical inequalities for binomial coefficients)

(i) If0 < b+ x < 0.9a, then

(ii) If 0 < x <1, then

(iii) Ifb:= SF  b; < a, then
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Proof Using 1 — 2z > ¢7!%% for 2 < 0.9 we conclude that

a b b —b
(b) . a= a _ (1 oz + b) < l0(z+b)b/a < elOb,

(azx) ~ (a— )t = (a —x —b)P a

proving (i) (recall that n* denotes the z-th falling factorial of n).
For the proof of (ii) observe that

(a:ba) _ o ala— %)-é!- (a="3) _ (Z) L

Inequality (iii) follows by combinatorial arguments. Instead of choosing in-
dividual sets with cardinalities b4, . . ., b; from a set with a elements we pick
S°¥ , b; elements at once. Then we fix for each of the chosen elements to
which of the & subsets it shall belong. Since there are at most 2* possibilities
for each chosen element, the claim follows. O

Basic counting arguments

When counting graphs with certain properties some arguments will recur.
In the sequel we list these arguments in a form which abstracts from their
actual application.

The following lemma is inspired by a very simple observation. If in a bi-

partite graph G = (U UW, E) all vertices in U have large degree, then there
must also be many vertices in W with large degree. This is proved by an
easy counting argument.

Lemma 4.28 (Overlap lemma) Let o« > 0, and let G = (U UW, E) be a bipar-
tite graph with d(u) > o|W | for all w € U. Then for all > 0,

a—f3
-3

{w e W | dw) > |U[}| > Wl.

Proof Assume for a contradiction that there are less than %3 |W| vertices in
W with degree at least 5|U]|. It follows that

a—pf a—pf _
Bl < $Z0W1- 01+ (1- $5) W1 6101 = aliw] 101,
On the other hand it is clear by the lower bound on the degree of the vertices
in U that |E| > o|W| - |U| and we get a contradiction. O

Although the idea behind Lemma 4.28 is quite simple, the following corol-
lary will become a key stone in the proof of our main result.
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Corollary 4.29 Let ¢ > 0. If a bipartite graph G = (U UW, E) satisfies d(u) >
(1 —¢)|W|forallu € U, then

{w e W [d(w) > (1-Ve)Ul} = (1-Ve)W|.

Proof Seta =1 —cand =1 — /¢ in Lemma 4.28. O

The union of £ disjoint sets A, ..., A, with |4,| = ... = |A,| = a obviously
has cardinality & - a. The following definition and lemma generalize this
simple argument. Instead of assuming that X1, ..., X}, are disjoint, we will
merely require that they overlap in a controlled manner.

Definition 4.30 (Quasidisjoint sets) A family of sets A;, ..., Ay, C V is called
s-quasidisjoint if

Hie{l,....b} |z € A} <s forallzeV.

Lemma 4.31 (Sequential selection lemma) Consider two separate sets V and

B with |B| = b. The elements x € DB are assigned corresponding sets
Apq,..., App C V. Assume that there is a subset B* C B with |B*| = (1 —v)b
such that |A, 1| = ... = |Azn| = afor x € B* and the sets (A )zeB=eq1,...h}

are s-quasidisjoint.
Aset C C Bwith |C| = cis called t-spreading if | |, (A.1U...UA.,)| > t.
If
(i) h<s,
(ii) 4ts < vabh,
(iii) ¢ > 4t/a,

then 7
{C € < > | C is not t-spreading}| < (8v)/? <n)
C

©

Proof Assume that the elements of C' € (V) are chosen one-by-one uni-
formly at random. Observe that the ordering of C' which is introduced by
this random process does not influence whether C'is t-spreading or not. We
construct a set X C |J,. A. using the following algorithm:

e X isinitialized with X = .
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e Assume that the elements {1, ..., z;_1 } have already been chosen and
now z; is fixed uniformly at random in B\ {z1,. .., z;_1}. The element
2, € B is called ‘good’ if the following conditions are satisfied. Firstly,
it must belong to B*. Secondly, it must not yet have been added to C.
And, thirdly, there exists a set A,, ; such that |A,, ; \ X| > a/2, ie., at
least half of the elementsin A,, ; do not belong to an A-set of an already
chosen element of C'. For a good element 2, we add [A., ; \ X],/2 to X
(But note that the other sets A,, ;/ for i’ # i are not taken into account.).
Then the next iteration of the algorithm (for z;,) begins.

Assume that at least k := 2¢/a chosen elements are good. Then we have at
the end of the algorithm | X| > k- a/2 = t. Thus C is t-spreading.

On the other hand we have | X| < ¢ as long as at most k; good elements
have been chosen and added to C'. Every single element of X belongs to
at most s sets A,; and thus the ¢ elements in X correspond to at most ¢s
occurrences of good elements in sets A, ;. Consequently, at most a% sets A,
contain less than a/2 elements which do not belong to X. We call these sets
A, destructed.

For an yet unchosen element z € B* to become bad, all i sets A, 1,..., A,
must be destructed. Consequently, at most

N

i +2ts_2t+2tsg
T ah @ ah —

vb

4ts (0
ah —
elements of B* are bad. Hence if we choose a vertex in B uniformly at ran-
dom, we get a good vertex in B* with probability at least (1 — 2v).

(iii)
Recall that we have ko = 2t/a < ¢/2, provided that at most ky good vertices
have been chosen. Thus we can bound the probability

Pr['at most k, good vertices are chosen’]
< Pr[atleast ¢/2 bad vertices are chosen’] < 2°¢- (2v)%/? < (8v)</2.

This suffices to prove the claim. O

Technical counting lemmas

In our subsequent counting arguments we will show that certain substruc-
tures of the objects to be counted occur very rarely. This will then imply the
desired bound on the number of the actual objects. Since the corresponding
estimates are very much alike we prefer to state them in an abstract and
unified way.
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The objects which shall be counted will be referred to as "bad’, because later
we will identify them with substructures of graphs for which the occur-
rence of a complete subgraph cannot be guaranteed. These structures must
be shown to occur very rarely in order to prove Theorem 4.3. Hence, for our
purposes they are ‘bad’.

Let a ground set Z be given. Assume that we choose elements of a subset
X C Z one by one, and a single element is bad with probability at most v.
Obviously, for v sufficiently small, X will contain only few bad elements
with high probability (Such an argument has already been used in the proof
of Lemma 4.31.). Observe that choosing the elements of X one by one intro-
duces an ordering of X. This is important if the fact that a chosen vertex is
bad depends on the previously chosen vertices. However, if we define the
set X to be bad if and only if all orderings of the elements in X contain, say,
at least, say, 6| X| bad elements, this approach will suffice to show that bad
sets X occur very rarely.

The following lemma generalizes these arguments to choosing not only sin-

gle elements but subsets X1, ..., X, such that X = X, U...UX,.If the prob-
ability that an arbitrary subset X; is bad, is sufficiently small, and the set
X is bad if and only if every partition of X into subsets Xj, ..., X, contains
many bad sets X;, then this implies that bad sets X occur only with very
small probability.

Lemma 4.32 (Bad steps lemma) Let ¢ > 0, 6 > 0, and consider a set Z with
1Z| = n. Aset X € (7) is called (p, §)-V-bad if choosing disjoint (ordered) subsets
Xi,..., X, C X with | Xy| = ... =|X,| =pand r = t/p always yields at least
a é-fraction of bad sets X.

A subset X; is bad if it satisfies a certain property I1(X;; X1, ..., X;_1). Note that
IT may depend on the previously chosen subsets X, ..., X, 1. For any choice of
Xy, ..., Xi_1 containing at most (1 — §)r good subsets X; we assume that

Z i_lX o /o
Y e ( \%1 l) | Y satisfies II(Y; Xy, ..., X;—1)} < 5P<Z)7

where <P is called exception probability.
For bad sets X with exception probability e we have for t < n/4 and \/e < e~11/0
that

X C (f) | X is (p, 8)-V-bad (wrt. T1) }| < /2 <TtL)

Proof It suffices to show that

Pr['X is (p,6)-V-bad’] < £%/?
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for a randomly chosen set X C Z with | X| = t.

As far as the underlying probability space is concerned, we do not consider
the 'natural’ definition, where each set in (7) is chosen with equal proba-
bility. Instead we assume that sets X;,..., X, of size p are chosen one by
one and let X = X; U ... U X,. Observe that the event "X is bad’ does not
depend on this partial ordering of the elements in X, and thus we get the

same probability.

If X = X, U...UX, is bad, then at least dr sets X; must be bad, as the
bound on the number of bad sets X; holds for any ordered choice of subsets
Xi,..., X, € S. Applying Lemma 4.27 (i) and using p +t < 2t < 0.9n, we
obtain

()
(",)

or
Pr[’X is (p, §)-V-bad’] < 2" ( ) < 2" (ePelP)T < (ge!/0)0 < 02,

O

Remark 4.33 An important special case of Lemma 4.32 arises for p = 1. Here
individual elements are judged to be bad and this is assumed to be the case for at
most en elements of Z for any choice of x1,...,x;—1 € X. The set X is bad if at
least 6| X| of its elements are bad for any ordering of X.

The arguments leading to Lemma 4.32 essentially also hold for the case that
X contains a subset which is (p, §)-V-bad. Only the constants have to be
adapted in a suitable way depending on the size of the bad subset. This
implies the following corollary.

Corollary 4.34 A set X C (%) is called a-partially (p, §)-V-bad if there exists
a subset X' C X with | X'| > at which is (p, §)-V-bad (with respect to a certain
property I1).

If X' is bad with exception probability &P, and £°°/* < 1/5, then

e (f) | X is a-partially (p, 6)-V-bad (wrt. T)}| < e°%/* (7;)

provided that the preconditions of Lemma 4.32 hold.

Proof By Lemma 4.32 the number of possibilities to construct a suitable set
X is bounded from above by
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e n n n
t- max /2 < t-e™? max
at<t'<t t’ t—t at<t'<t \ at t— at

L4.27 (iii) t In n
ad/2 adt/4

The following lemma deals with the case that a partition Z; ..., Z, of the
ground set Z for which certain sets X C Z shall be counted is already given.
X is bad if there is a non-negligible number of ‘bad” sets X; C Z; N X, i.e.,
there are very few possibilities to choose such sets. Note that X is bad if bad
subsets Xi,..., X, C X with X; C Z; fori = 1,...,p exist. This contrasts to
Lemma 4.32, where any partition of X into subsets X1, ..., X, must contain
many bad subsets.

O

Lemma 4.35 (Bad choices lemma) Let € > 0, 6 > 0, and consider a set Z with
|Z| = n. Furthermore, pairwise disjoint subsets Z,...,2Z, C Z of equal size
Zi| = ... = |Z,| =: z are given. A set X € (7) is called (p,r,5)-3-bad if there
exist subsets X; C (Zl) for op indices | € {1,...,p} such that all these subsets are
bad, i.e., they satisfy a certain property I1(X;). If we have

HY € (il) | Y satisfies TI(Y)}| < e (i)

foralll =1,... p, then €" is called exception probability.
For bad sets X with exception probability " and pr > at we have for € sufficiently
small that

A . asnt [T
H{X C (t) | X is (p,r,0)-3-bad (wrt. M and Z,, ..., Z,)}| < (8 5)t(t>.

Proof We directly estimate the number of bad subsets by

5p LA4.27 (iii)
z n n n n
9P r < 9P adt < ad\t )
(8 <7’)> (t - 57’29) =r (57"29) (t —57“1?) < (8) <t>

4.7 General counting lemma

We want to investigate some properties of a typical regular graph and then
show that a graph satisfying these properties contains a K,. More precisely,
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we shall see that a graph is untypical or ‘bad’ if it contains /inearly many
vertices which have a somewhat ‘irregular’ neighborhood.

The aim of this section is to provide a rather general counting lemma which
can be applied to various definitions of what we mean by an ‘irregular’
neighborhood.

We will construct and thus count the number of untypical graphs by first
fixing their edges up to E[B, V;|, where B C V; for i # j denotes a set of "bad’
vertices with | B| = ©(n). The key idea then is that an appropriate definition
of ‘irregular” implies that, once all edges except those between B and V;
have been chosen, the number of ‘irregular’ neighborhoods is very small
compared to the total number of possible neighborhoods (more precisely,
7w () instead of () for some suitably small 0 < m, where d, = [T;(v)|.)

v

Definition 4.36 (Neighborhood function) A neighborhood function N is
given an (-partite graph G = (ViU ... UV,, E), an set B C V;, and a value d,, for

each v € B and it computes sets N (v) C <;/J> foreach v € B.

Definition 4.37 (Bad neighborhood function) Let 6,7 > 0 and let G C
Si(n, m;e). A neighborhood function N is called a bad neighborhood function
for the graph family G and the parameters ¢, m if the following condition holds:
For each G = (V,E) € G there exist 1 < i,j < ( and an set B C V; with
|B| > on and d;(v) > q/2 (recall that ¢ = m/n) for all v € B such that for each
veEDB

D) €N() and N ()] <t (;)

where N (v) is applied to the graph G' = (V, E') with edge set E' := E\ E(B,V}),
the set B, and d,, := d;(v).

Figure 4.4 illustrates the concept of a bad neighborhood function. The fol-
lowing lemma shows how bad neighborhood functions are used to prove
that the cardinality of a certain set of graphs is small.

Lemma 4.38 (Counting bad graphs) Let 7,0 > 0 with 7 << 6. If N is a bad
neighborhood function for G C Sy(n, m; ) and parameters 6, 7, then

<5 (Zj) (2)

for m = w(nlogn) and n sufficiently large.
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Figure 4.4: Bad neighborhood function

Proof We construct all graphs G € G as follows: We start by choosing i, j
with ¢ # j, the set B C V; and the degree values d, := |[';(v)| for v € V.
Observe that there are at most 2 - n!-n™ < 2™ possibilities for that, assuming
that n is sufficiently large. Then we fix the edges in E \ E(V;,V}) (at most
4
(™) ()= possibilities). For the vertices v € V;\ B we have at most (') choices
to fix their remaining neighborhood I';(v). For each vertex v € B we choose
a set from N (v) as its neighborhood Fj (v). Observe that NV (v) is completely

determined by the part of G which has already been constructed.

From the assumption that N is a bad neighborhood function it follows that
we may assume that there are at most 7% (} ) possibilities for that. Hence,
we obtain that the total number of poss1b111t1es for choosing the edges be-
tween V; and V} is bounded by (with respect to <™)

(11.0)) () = wm=ermr )
- (gj) (),

4 14

2 (2)_1 2 9 (2)
g] <™ (n ) Lo/ (n ) and, consequently, |G| < 6™ - (n ) ,
m m

m

A

Thus it follows that

which proves the claim. O
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4.8 Constructing complete subgraphs

This section contains the proof of Theorem 4.3. We will collect several prop-
erties that most graphs in Sy(n, m; ) satisfy. Finally, all these properties will
then be combined to the actual proof of our main theorem.

4.8.1 Constants

For the proof of Theorem 4.3 we will need the following constants which
depend on f:

£=(B)n=(6"0c

The constant ¢ > 0 which specifies the regularity will be assumed to be
sufficiently small, in particular much smaller than all other constants.

I
—
E

O]
\'Cﬂ
<

I
—
NP
.0
i)

I
<
N

)

We will fix the constants only at the very end of the proof. All auxiliary re-
sults are formulated for arbitrary values of the constants and the conditions
which must be satisfied are given explicitly. Nevertheless, the above list may
serve as a quick reference for the relations between the constants, e.g., p will
always be much smaller than all other constants (except ¢).

In the sequel we will assume that Coyn®/? < m < n?/4, where C;, := p~¢, for
the case H = K5 and Cyn®® < m < n?/4 for the case H = K,. Note that
we have to proof Theorem 4.3 only up to m < an? for an arbitrary constant
a > 0, since for m > an? the deterministic embedding lemma, Lemma 4.9,
takes over.

4.8.2 Further notation and conventions

By a property 11 for some element x (e.g. a vertex or a set of vertices) we
mean a condition which may be true or false for x. For a property II let V;[II]
denote the vertices in V; which satisfy II. The contraposition of a property is
given by —II. The trivial property which is always satisfied is denoted by (2.
If the definition of a property II incorporates another property II', we will
write (II | II). For simplicity (II | 2) will be abbreviated by (II). For a family
of sets ¥ C () (satisfying a certain property) we let X := (%) \ .

Throughout this section all results refer to a graph G € Sy(n, m;¢),and V;, V;
and V}, denote different partitions of this graph. When counting the graphs
which satisfy a certain property II it makes no difference whether the values
of i, j and k are fixed or variable. Since the number of graphs will usually
be just a superexponentially small fraction of |Sy(n, m;¢)|, the number of
choices for i, j and k, which is clearly less than ¢*, does not carry weight.
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However, it does not suffice to define the properties to hold for arbitrary
values of 7, j and k. Recall our basic counting strategy introduced in Sec-
tion 4.7. We construct the graph by sequentially choosing the edges. The
crucial point is that there exist partitions V; and V; for which we can sig-
nificantly reduce the number of possible choices for the neighborhoods of
certain ‘bad’ vertices B C V; by introducing a bad neighborhood function.
Clearly, the definition of the bad neighborhood function must not depend
on the edges between B and V;. Thus we must be able to control the set of
edges on which a property depends. We prefer to do this implicitly, as an ex-
plicit statement of these dependencies would result in very clumsy notation.
However, in Section 4.8.16 we will further elaborate on that and discuss on
which edges the various properties shall depend. For now we ignore this
issue and assume that the properties hold for arbitrary values of 7, j and £,
whatever we need.

Furthermore, throughout the following counting arguments we first fix val-
ues of certain parameters, e.g., degrees of vertices or cardinalities of sets,
which will then be used in the bounds on the number of graphs to be
counted. By convention such parameters are assumed to take their worst-
case value, i.e., the value which maximizes the number to be estimated. For-
mally speaking, we do not explicitly write the maximum max, for every free
parameter ¢ in the formula.

The following cardinalities of sets of vertices will be used in the proof, where
A will be replaced by one of various constants defined above:

q = 0

o = (1=X)Aqg,

pr o= 2T

ry o= (1= AN

ty = )\_1%2,

hy = ATt
r(z) = g = AL,

The following quantities depend on specific constants, which we have in-
troduced in Section 4.8.1:

0, = 0_5/2%,

S ro(ru) = 3(1 = puols,

dy = 2s, quHH =1(1-n) M307/2Tg—85’
Po= pu/2=ptE,
Foi=ru(o?q)/2 = 5(1 - p)pPo’y,

¢ = (1= (w)*)n/p,
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~ m2
Fro= ru(pge) /2 = §(1— p)pt s,
Fo = 1p(ngu)/2 = §(1— )ity

The above definitions will be restated later but we collect them here for bet-
ter reference.

Obviously some of the above quantities are very similar, e.g., p = ¢,,. How-
ever, these quantities will have a different meaning in the proof and we hope
that this redundancy will increase the readability of the exposition.

The constant € will always refer to the regularity constant, i.e., to the con-
stant used to define the graph class Sy(n,m;c). We assume that ¢ is arbi-
trarily small, i.e., as small as we need it in all subsequent inequalities. In
particular, € is much smaller than all other constants.

4.8.3 Homogeneous sets

Unfortunately, the e-regularity of a graph does not help much when consid-
ering subgraphs with o(n) vertices. However, for our proofs we will mostly
be content with a weaker property, which we call homogeneity. This prop-
erty can be shown to be hereditary, i.e., it also holds for most subgraphs of
a homogeneous graph.

The basic idea behind homogeneity consists in a characterization of the
neighborhood of sets (not only of single vertices!).

Definition 4.39 (Vertices with a bad degree) For a graph G € Sy(n, m; ¢) and
a set X C V; we define

Di(X) :={veV;| |dx(v) — |X| - Z| > - |X|5}.

It is easy to see that in an e-regular graph almost all vertices have the right’
degree into any other partition.

Lemma 4.40 (D is small) Let X C V;. If | X| > en then |D;(X)| < 2en.

Proof Follows directly from the definition of e-regularity (similar to the
proof of Lemma 4.7). O
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Since almost all vertices in an e-regular graph have ©(m/n) neighbors, one
can deduce that the neighborhood of ©(n?/m) vertices typically has size
O(m/n - n*/m) = ©(n). Furthermore, the neighborhoods of the single ver-
tices have disjoint parts of size ©(m/n), i.e., every vertex contributes an
equal part to the combined neighborhood of all vertices. In the sequel we
give a formal definition of this structure.

Definition 4.41 (Covering vertices) Let P C V;. I,(P;v) is defined as an (or-
dered) subset of P C P with maximum cardinality such that the following prop-
erty is satisfied: Let P = {vy,..., vy}, then there exist pairwise disjoint sets
Wi C Tj(vi), ..., Wi C Tj(o) with W] = ... = [Wi| = ¢ := (1 = v)vg.
If there are several (ordered) sets P with this property then I;(P;v) is assigned
one of these sets in an arbitrary but unique way.

Furthermore, we may restrict the vertices from which the vertices P are chosen to
all vertices in V; which satisfy a certain property I1. Then we write I;(P;v | II)
and require that I;(P;v | IT) C V;[II].

Definition 4.42 (Covered neighborhood) For P C V; the set W;(P;v) is de-
fined as follows. Let I;(P;v) = {v1,..., v} then

W;(P;v) = LkJ W.

i=1

In [ ] (cf. Lemma 11) an argument has been presented which implies
that in an e-regular graph almost all sets P with |P| = p, = u*“‘% have a
large neighborhood, i.e., |W;(P;v)| > (1 — v)n. Intuitively, a set is homoge-
neous, if exactly this property holds. A weaker property than e-regularity
suffices to show the desired bound on |W;(P;v)| and this property forms
the basis of the definition of homogeneity. In Section 4.8.4 we will then see
how this property is used to prove the existence of sets P with large neigh-

borhoods.

Definition 4.43 (Homogeneous sets) A set X C V; is called p-homogeneous
for V; if for all v > € and all P C X with |P| < p. one of the following two
conditions is satisfied:

(i) [W;(P;v)] = (1= v)n, or
(i) (X \ P) 0 Dy(V; \ W (P;))| < plX].

The set H;(Z,t; p) C (7) contains all p-homogeneous sets in (7).
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The intuition behind this definition is as follows. Assume that we want to
assure that a typical set P with ©(n?/m) vertices has a covered neighbor-
hood W;(P;v) of size (1 — v)n. We choose P vertex by vertex uniformly at
random and intend to show that with very high probability this leads to
a set P with the desired size of the covered neighborhood. Definition 4.43
guarantees that in every step of this random process the probability for do-
ing something ‘'wrong’ is small.

Condition (i) can be interpreted as the termination case. If the covered
neighborhood is already large enough, we are done. Condition (ii) assures
that there are only very few vertices in X (which have not yet been added
to P) with an untypical degree into the part of V; which is not yet covered
by W;. This implies that by choosing a vertex in X \ P uniformly at random,
we are likely to get a vertex v which contributes a new set W, to the cov-
ered neighborhood. Thus the covered neighborhood is guaranteed to grow
quickly. This intuition will later lead to the proof of Lemma 4.49.

Now let us collect a few simple properties of homogeneity.

Proposition 4.44 (Simple properties of homogeneity)

(i) e-reqularity implies 2e-homogeneity of V; for V.
(ii) For p < p/, p-homogeneous sets are also p'-homogeneous.

(iii) If a set X is p-homogeneous, then any subset X' C X with |X'| > «|X]| is
p/a-homogeneous.

Proof (i) is a simple consequence of Lemma 4.40. The other claims follow
directly from the Definition 4.43. O

In a p-homogeneous set X we know that almost all vertices are ‘good” for
all choices of P C X. Here a vertex is ‘good’ if it has the right number of
neighbors in the part of V; which is not in the neighborhood W; of P. When
we gain more and more knowledge about typical properties of most vertices
in the graph we have to strengthen the definition of homogeneity. For II-
enhanced p-homogeneous sets we additionally require that ‘good” vertices
satisfy a given property II.

Definition 4.45 (Enhanced homogeneous sets) A p-homogeneous set X C V;
is called I1-enhanced for a property 11, if | X [-11]| < p|X|. The set of IT-enhanced
p-homogeneous sets in (%) is denoted by H;(Z,t; p | II) C (7).
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The following lemma shows the crucial property of homogeneity, namely
that this property is hereditary, i.e., it typically also holds for subsets.

Lemma 4.46 (Hereditary nature of homogeneity) Let z—:*“jn—2 logn < t; <
t1 < nand p; K py. Consider aset X € H;(Z, t1;p1 | I1). Then

_ t
Xitapo | 0] < 5 1),

Proof Let us firstly consider the case IT = (. There are most n?<™! possi-
bilities to choose a set P C X with |P| < p.. Furthermore, the number of
choices for v > ¢ which yield really different conditions in Definition 4.43
can be bounded from above by, say, n*. This is due to the fact that v only
influences quantities which must (or can be assumed to) be integer, namely,
¢, and the bound (1 — v)n in Definition 4.43 (i) (see also Remark 4.55 where
we encounter a similar problem). All together we obtain
n2 . pPetl — 92 B logntd < 92243

Since this bound is small enough compared to the superexponentially small
term p’f, it suffices to consider a fixed set P C X and calculate the number
ofsets Y € () with P C Y for which the conditions given in Definition 4.43
and Definition 4.45 are violated. For such a set Y we must either have that

[(Y'\ P) 0 Di(V; \ Wi(Pv))| > po|Y] and [W;(P;v)| < (1 —v)n,
or |Y[-II]| > p2|Y|. Note that
(X P) N Di(Vi \ Wi(P;w)) < pul X[ 3 [Wj(Piv)| < (1= w)n
and | X[-11]] < py|X].

Consider aset Y C Y \ P with |Y’| = |Y'|/2 which contains all of the at least
p2|Y| > p2|Y’| bad vertices. Since such a set Y exists, it follows that Y is 1/2-
partially (1, p»)-V-bad with error probability 2p,. Applying Corollary 4.34
proves the claim. O

4.8.4 Simple covers

In the previous section we have already encountered the following intuitive
argument: In a random graph with edge probability m/n? a set of size n?/m
has (n?/m) - n - (m/n?) = n incident edges on the average. Hence, we may
expect that a set P of size ©(n?/m) in partition V; covers a class V; for j # i,
ie, I';(P) =~ Vj. Such covering sets or covers will play a crucial role in our
proof. Figure 4.5 illustrates the structure of a cover.
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Wpu/2

Figure 4.5: A v-cover.

Definition 4.47 (Covers) A set P C V; with |P| = p, = 21/‘1%2 is called a
v-cover of V; if |I;(P;v)| > p,/2. For a v-cover P we let P* := [I;(P; V)], /2.

Note that for a v-cover P we have

IT;(P)| > |[Wi(P;v)| > (p/2) - ¢ = (1 —v)n. (4.9)

The following definition parallels the definition of II-enhanced p-homoge-
neous sets. A cover is called II-qualified if the covering vertices can be cho-
sen to satisfy II.

Definition 4.48 (Qualified covers) A v-cover P of V; is II-qualified for a given
property ILif |I;(P;v | II)| > p, /2. Then we set P* := [I;(P;v | II)],, 2.

For the set of 11-qualified covers in X we introduce the notation P;(X;v | II) C
(:")- Instead of P;(X; v | Q) we simply write P;(X; v),

The following lemma establishes the connection between homogeneous sets
and covers. It shows that almost all sets of size p, (up to a superexponen-
tially small fraction) in p-homogeneous sets are v-covers.

Lemma 4.49 (P is small) If X is [I-enhanced p-homogeneous for V; and v > ¢
then

P,(X;v | TD)| < <2p>pv/4(';f ').
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Proof Choose the vertices vy, ...,v,, € P one by one. Let Uy, := {vy,..., vt}
If v, satisfies II and has at least ¢, neighbors in V; \ W;(Uy_1;v), then
clearly |I;(Uy;v) \ 1;(Ux—1;v)| > 1. On the other hand we have |;(Uy;v) \
I;(Ux—1;v)| < 1by the definition of ;. If |1;(Uy;v) \ 1;(Ux—1;v)| = 1, we call
v a good vertex.

Provided that |;(Uy; v)| > p,/2, the set P is a v-cover. Otherwise, we have
|W;(Ug; v)| < (py/2)-q, = (1—v)n. Note that the vertices in D;(V;\ W;(Uy; v))
which satisfy II are good. Hence, by Definition 4.43 and Definition 4.45 there
are at most 2p| X | bad vertices in X \ P. Since P € P;(X;v | II) contains at
least p, /2 bad vertices, the set P;(X; v | II) can be interpreted to be (1,1/2)-
V-bad with exception probability 2p, and the claim follows by Lemma 4.32.

O

4.8.5 Multicovers

In the previous section we have introduced covers of size ©(n?/m), whereas
in our proof we will often be concerned with sets of size ©(m/n) = O(q), i.e.,
neighborhoods of vertices. The following definition therefore transfers the
notion of a cover to such (larger) sets.

Definition 4.50 (Multicovers) Let v > 0. We call a set () C V; a v-multicover
of V; if there exist pairwise disjoint subsets P, ..., P, C Q withr = r,(|Q]) :==
% and |Py| = ... = |P,| = p, such that P, is a v-cover of V; forall i =1,...,r.
Furthermore, we let Q*(v) := J,_, Py, where the parameter v indicates that Q)
shall be decomposed into v-covers Py, in an arbitrary but unique way.

Figure 4.6 shows the structure of a v-multicover. Note that the P-sets actu-
ally occupy only one half of Q.

Observe that a multicover @) with || = ©(m/n) can be decomposed into
O(m/n - m/n*) = O(m?/n?) covers Py,..., P,. Since T';(P) ~ V; forall | =
1,...,7, we expect that a typical vertex has degree r into ) (up to some
constant factor). Observe that the average number of neighbors is ©((m/n) -
(m/n?)) = ©(m?/n*) = O(r). This intuition is confirmed by the following
definition and lemma.

Definition 4.51 (Covered neighborhood of multicovers) Let v > 0. For a
v-multicover () C V; we define

Ci(@;v) ={w e V; | T (w) N Q| = r,(1Q])/2}-



4.8 CONSTRUCTING COMPLETE SUBGRAPHS 87

Figure 4.6: v-multicover

Lemma 4.52 (Large covered neighborhoods) Let Q*(v) = U, P C Vi bea
v-multicover of V; for some v > 0 with \/v < 1. Then

|IC;(Q;v)| > (1= v)n.

For F C E with d;(v) — df (v) < v?q we have

ICF(Q;v)] > (1 - 3vv)n.

Proof Let Py, ..., P. with r := r,(]Q|) denote pairwise disjoint sets of size p,
in Q which are v-covers of V;. Consider the auxiliary bipartite graph B =
{P,...,P} U Vi, Ep), where {P,,w} € Ep if and only if w € I';(F) in G.
Py, ... P, canbe interpreted as ‘super-vertices” in G. From |I';(P;)| > (1 —v)n
we deduce that all super-vertices P, have degree at least (1—v)n in B. Hence,
we can apply Corollary 4.29 and obtain that

Zim{we V| {i=1,...r[weT,(R)} = (1- o))
satisfies |Z| > (1 — \/v)n. By
L =vVv)r zr/2=r,(Q)/2
we conclude that Z C C;(Q; v).

The second claim follows from the observation that

n2m

P >0 —-vn—p, - v¢q=01—-v)n—-2v—-— = (1 —-3v)n.
Tf () 2 (L= vin—p, g = (L= v)n—2w—- = = (1= 3v)n

The rest of the proof is completely analogous to the case F' = (). O

For a v-multicover () the constant v can be interpreted as the accuracy of the
cover. The smaller v is the more vertices in V; belong to C;. However, we
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have to pay a price for better accuracy. As v decreases the size p, = 2V_1%2
of the covers inside the multicover increases. This leads to a decrease of
r,(|Q]). Thus vertices in C; see less vertices inside () as v gets smaller. Due
to this tradeoff we will need multicovers of different accuracy in our proof.
Although it would be possible to list the different constants v that we use,
we prefer to replace the notion of a multicover by the more powerful notion

of a supercover. Supercovers are v-multicovers for a variety of constants v.

Definition 4.53 (Supercovers) A set () is called a T-supercover if every subset
Q' C Qwith |Q'| > 7|Q)| is a v-multicover for all v > e.

At later stages of the proof we will not be content with finding multicov-
ers or supercovers. Additionally, we will need that the vertices which make
up the structure of the multicover, i.e., which possess the necessary cover-
ing neighborhoods, satisfy certain properties. To this aim we introduce the
following definition.

Definition 4.54 (Qualified multi- and supercovers) A v-multicover ) of V;
is 1I-qualified if the v-covers that make up () may be chosen such that they are
[I-qualified. A T-supercover () is II-qualified if every subset Q" with |Q'| > 7|Q)
is a I1-qualified v-multicover for all v > e.

Let X C V;. MQ;(X;t,v | II) denotes the set of II-qualified v-multicovers with
t vertices. For the set of I1-qualified T-supercovers we write

X
Q;(Xst,7|1II) :={Z € (t) | VZ'C Z,|Z'| > 7t :

2’ e (| MQ;(X:|2],v | )},

v>e

Remark 4.55 The notation (1, in Definition 4.54 is justified by the fact that
there is only a polynomial number of distinct choices for v > & for which the sets
MQ;(X;|Z'|,v | 1) are really different. Note that the parameter v merely influ-
ences cardinalities of sets, namely p, and the bound on the size of W;(P;v). These
quantities must be integers and thus there are at most, say, n*® possible values for
them.

Analogously to Lemma 4.49 for covers, we now show that almost all subsets
of a p-homogeneous set are v-multicovers.
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Lemma 4.56 (Q is small) Let t > p,. If X is -enhanced p-homogeneous, then

1G,(Xst, (p)® | TD)| < <<p>@>t('x').

t

Proof Assume that

IMO;(X;t, v | II)| < (2p>”16<|§|), (4.10)

where (p)®t < t' < t. By Remark 4.55 we conclude that (maximizing over t')

i@ im] st () () e eprns(1)

t t—t t

, X
< (),

and the lemma directly follows. Hence it suffices to show (4.10).

Due to Lemma 4.49 the sets in MQ;(X;t¢,v | II) are (p,,1/2)-V-bad with
exception probability (2p)P*/*. By Lemma 4.32, (4.10) follows. O

Remark 4.57 Observe that for the proof of Lemma 4.56 it would suffice to assume
that X is p'/*-homogeneous for some constant k > 1.

The following definition and lemma show that the basic structure of a mul-
ticover remains intact if we forbid a set X C V. Only the number of vertices
with covering neighborhoods and the size of the covering neighborhoods
must be scaled down in a suitable way.

Definition 4.58 (Resistant multicovers) Let ) C V; be a v-multicover of V;.
Q is called X-resistant for X C V; if

Q™ € Q@™ =v|Q|
Vu e Q@ 3W, CT(u)\ X, |W,| =vq, :
the sets W/ are r,(|Q|)-quasidisjoint.

Lemma 4.59 (All multicovers are resistant) Every v-multicover Q C V; of V;
is X-resistant for X C V;, provided that | X| < (1 — 2\/v)n.
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Proof We count the number of occurrences of vertices x € V, in sets W, of
the v-multicover (). Every vertex in C;(Q; v) corresponds to at least r, (|@|) /2
such occurrences.

Since |C;(Q;v)| > (1 — /v)n by Lemma 4.52, it follows that |C;(Q;v) \ X| >
\/vn. We conclude that at least

V(@2 > g (4.11)

occurrences remain if we restrict the sets I, to vertices in V; \ X.

Assume that there are not enough vertices left from the original sets W,
(i.e. in the v-multicover) for the sets W/ in the X-resistant v-multicover. If
the number of suitable sets is too small to meet the requirements of Defi-
nition 4.58, we can bound the number of remaining occurrences in sets W,
as follows. Firstly, for every vertex in () there may exist vg, such occur-
rences. Secondly, for at most v|Q)| vertices u € () we may have as many as
q, occurrences, i.e., the whole covering neighborhood W, belongs to V; \ X.
Combining these choices (and counting over) we obtain

#occurrences < |Q|-vq, +v|Q| - q = 2vq,|Q| < 2V2%|Q‘-

This obviously contradicts (4.11) for v sufficiently small. O

4.8.6 Structure of simple neighborhoods

Now it is time to introduce the first few of several properties by which we
intend to characterize ‘good” graphs, i.e., graphs for which the occurrence
of a complete subgraphs can be guaranteed. These properties will refer to
the size and the structure of the neighborhood of a single vertex.

We say that a vertex v € V; satisfies the degree property if the following con-
dition (D) is met:

(D) (1-e)g < d;{v) < (1+2)g. (4.12)

The next lemma shows that most vertices in e-regular graphs satisfy (D).

Lemma 4.60 (Most vertices satisfy (D)) For a graph G € S;(n, m; ) we have

V(=D))< Cen.
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Proof Follows directly from Lemma 4.40. OJ

A vertex v € V] satisfies the homogeneity property (H,) if the following condi-
tion is met:

(H, | II) Tj(v)is (Il-enhanced) p-homogeneous for V;. (4.13)

For the conjunction of properties (H,) A (D) we introduce the shortcut
(H,, D). The following simple fact is stated here for future reference.

Proposition 4.61 For a vertex v which satisfies (H,, D) we conclude that any
subset ) C Q) :=T'j(v) with |Q'| > 7q is 2p/T-homogeneous.

Proof To see this note that |Q)] < (1 + ¢)g < 2¢ due to property (D). Then
Proposition 4.61 follows directly from Proposition 4.44. 0J

We say that a vertex v € V; satisfies the cover property (C,) if the following
condition is met:

(C, | II) T(v)is a (II-qualified) p-supercover of V;. (4.14)

Observe that (C,) is monotonous, i.e., (C,) implies (C,/) for p’ > p. This is
due to the fact that a p-supercover is also a p’-supercover for p’ > p. For (H,)
an analogous statement holds due to Proposition 4.44 (ii). This will facilitate
the handling of the constants later in the proof because we do not have to
pay attention that the constants do not get "too small’.

Since the homogeneity property and the cover property bear some simi-
larity (namely both deal with the existence of covers and multicovers), we
combine them to the property

(Qp [ 11) := (H, [ TT) A (C, [ TT).

As for all subsequently defined properties we introduce a set of bad graphs
with respect to (Q),), namely

BP(n,mie, p) := {G € Sun,m;e) | Vi[(=Q,, D)]| = (p)®n}, (4.15)

and show that only very few such bad graphs exist.

Lemma 4.62 (Bf is small)

82 mie. ) < (3 () Y

Proof Consider the set of bad vertices B C V;[(=Q,, D)] with |B| > (p)®n
implied by (4.15).
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Case 1: There are at least (p)®n/2 bad vertices for which T';(v) is not p-
homogeneous, i.e., (H,) is not satisfied. We define the neighborhood func-
tion

Nw):={X € (?) | X € Hi(Vj;dy,p)}

v

Observe thatd, > ¢/2,and thusd, > ¢! %2 log n. Since V; is 2e-homogeneous
due to the e-regularity of the graph and 2¢ << p by the assumption that
e is sufficiently small, we deduce by Lemma 4.46 that |H(V};d,,p)| <
p* (). We obtain [V (v)| < p* (7). Now the claim follows for this case by
Lemma 4.38.

Case 2: There are at least (p)®n/2 bad vertices for which I';(v) is no p-
supercovet, i.e. (C,) is not satisfied. The corresponding neighborhood func-
tion is given by

Ve _
N = (xe () 1 X e uWisdn)
Recall that V; is 2e-homogeneous. By Lemma 4.56 we have |Q(V;; dy, p)| <
|Qk(Vj; du, (€)®)] < ((€)®)™(;) and we can thus derive a similar bound on
|V (v)] as in the previous case. This completes the proof. O

Remark 4.63 The proof of Lemma 4.62 merely relies on the fact that V; is 2e-
homogeneous and that (¢) < p. The proof could remain unchanged if V; were
just a-homogeneous for some o with (a)® < p.

Assume that vertex v € V; has a v-multicover () in its neighborhood I'(v).
Since C;(Q); v) contains (1 — v)n vertices in V; and v is assumed to be small,
we expect that the neighborhood I';(v) and C}(Q;v) overlap significantly.
This leads to the following property, which we will only need for the proof
of the case H = K.

We say that a vertex v € V; satisfies the triangle property if the following
condition (7},) is met:

(T,) VQ CTk(v), Qisa p-multicover : |I';(v) \ C;(Q; p)| < (p)¥q. (4.16)
This leads to the bad set

B (n,mie, p) = {G € Sy(n,mie) | |Vi[(=T,, D))l = (p)**n},  (4.17)
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V; v,

Figure 4.7: Property (1},)

which can be shown to be small. Figure 4.7 illustrates property (7},). The
picture also makes clear how B] is counted. Since C; comprises almost the
whole partition V;, the number of possibilities to choose the neighbors of v
in V; \ C} is tiny. This immediately implies that B} is small, too.

Lemma 4.64 (B} is small)

1B/ (n,m; e, p)] < ((p)®*)™ (ng) @.

Proof We again use Lemma 4.38, i.e., we have to show that there exists an
appropriate definition of a bad neighborhood function N for (p)®?n bad
vertices B C V;[(—=T,, D)]. We let

V"> | 3Q C T'k(v), Qisa p-multicover :

dv
X\ C(Qr:p)| = (p)%q}.

When counting [N (v)| we first choose the set (). Since @) C I'y(v) and d(v) <
(1+¢)q we can bound the number of choices for Q by 2094, As |C;(Q; p)| >
(1 —/p)n by Lemma 4.52, we deduce that

N (v)] <0 ( (\p/)’;@ ( i _?p)@() IS oy (g) < ((M*)* (3)

proving the claim. O

Nw):={X e (
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4.8.7 Overlapping neighborhoods (  K5)

After we have collected several properties in the preceding section concern-
ing the neighborhood of single vertices we will now examine the common
neighborhood of two vertices.

Definition 4.65 (Overlapping neighborhoods) For constants p,o > 0 let
P C 'V, denote an (H,)-qualified o-cover of V;. A vertex v € V; has an X-
resistant (p, o)-overlapping neighborhood with P in V; for X C V; if

3P C P*,|P| = 2\/ap,

Yu € P 3R, C (T;(v) NT;(w) \ X, |Ru| = 75 := (1 — 0)0?2
R, is a p'-supercover, where p' := (p)¥, and
the sets R,, are pairwise disjoint for all u.

The overlapping neighborhood is called I1-qualified if the sets R, are I1-qualified
p'-supercovers.

A vertex v € V] satisfies the overlapping neighborhood property if the following
condition (N, ) is met:

(N,.(X]) VP CV,, Pisa(H,)-qualified o-cover of V; :
v has an X-resistant (p, 0)-overlapping neighborhood
with Pin V}
(4.18)
Figure 4.8 illustrates the structure of an overlapping neighborhood.
Let
Bl (n,m;e,p,0) = {G € S(n,m;e) | (4.19)

X CV;, [X] < (1- (0)¥)n
Vil(=N, o[ X1, D)]| = (0)%n)

denote the set of graphs which are bad with respect to property (N, ).

There are two possibilities why a vertex v € V; might fail to satisfy (V,,).
Firstly, there could be less than 2./op, vertices u € P such that v and u have
a common neighborhood of size at least r,. In order to gain control on the
location of the common neighborhood, we concentrate on vertices v € P*
and on the overlap of the covering neighborhood W, with I';(v). Recall that
the covering neighborhoods W, are disjoint. Assume that for almost all ver-
tices in P* this overlap is tiny, i.e., there exist less than 2\/op, vertices with
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Po > 2y/0ps

e

Ts

Figure 4.8: Property (N, )

a common neighborhood of size at least r,. It will turn out that this is very
improbable. To see this, note that the overwhelming majority of the neigh-
bors of v must lie within a very small number of covering neighborhoods
W,. Hence, v cannot properly be attached to Vj, and, in turn, this implies
that only very few graphs may have this property.

But there is a second way a vertex v might fail to satisfy (N,,). Up to now
we know that we can find a set P and pairwise disjoint sets R, of the right
cardinality (as required by Definition 4.65). However, we have not yet guar-
anteed that the sets R, are supercovers. To see why this is the case, note that
the covering neighborhoods W, are homogeneous, as we have assumed that
the cover P is (H,)-qualified. Recall that homogeneous sets contain very few
sets which are not supercovers. Hence, we obtain a sufficiently small bound
on the number of graphs for which too many vertices have too many non-
supercovers in their neighborhood.

The following lemma formalizes these arguments.

Lemma 4.66 Let p' := (p)® << 0. Then

BY (n,m;e, p,0)| < <<o>@2>m(" )@.
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Proof Since there are at most 2" < 2™ possibilities to choose X it suffices to
count the graphs in B} for fixed X. Let

X = (1-\n<(1-(0)%)n. (4.20)

As sketched above the proof is divided into two cases. Later we will give
a formal proof that these cases are really sufficient, i.e., they comprise all
graphs in BY.

Case 1: This case shows that we can find a set P and sets R, of the right
cardinality as required by Definition 4.65.

Assume that for at least (0)%?n/2 vertices in V;[(D)] there exists an (H,)-
qualified o-cover P C Vj, of V; such that the following condition is satisfied:

{ue P*| (W, NT,() \ X] = r0}] < 3Vap,. (4.21)

Due to (4.20) we conclude by Lemma 4.40 that | D;(V; \ X)| < 2en. Hence we
can find (0)®*n/3 vertices v € V;[(D)] which satisfy (4.21) and with

Tj(0)\ X| > (1= 2) 5V \ X| 2 (1 - ).

We intend to apply Lemma 4.38 and define a suitable neighborhood func-
tion for these bad vertices by

N@w):={Y € (?) | [Y\NX|>(1—e)A\g A

v

dP C Vi, Pisan (H,)-qualified o-cover of V;
3P € P, |P| = |P"| = 3Vop, = (1 = 6V0)p,/2
VueP: |(W,NY)\ X| <r,}.

In order to count |\ (v)| we first choose P and P (at most nPs - 2Ps < 24
possibilities). Let F' := | J,,. » W, and observe that

‘F‘ = (1 o 6\/5)]70/2 "o = (1 o 6\/5)(1 o 0)” > (1 o 7\/5)71
Now we fix
Yo=Y \X|=2(1—-¢e)A¢=(1—-¢)(0)% and f,:=|(Y\X)NF]|

(at most n - n < 27 possibilities; recall that d,, is part of the input to A/(v) and
thus does not have to be counted.). We choose d,, — y,, neighbors in X and v,
neighbors in V; \ X. These y, vertices are further subdivided. f, neighbors
are selected from F'\ X and y, — f, neighbors come from V; \ (F'U X). Since

fo=|lY\X)NF|<I|P| v, <|P*| 1o =ps/2 71, < 0g
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and
Yo — fo 2 (1 = €)(0)® = 0)g > (0)¥d,/2,

we obtain (maximizing over y, and f,,)

NV (v)] <1 <dv ﬁ yv) (}”’;) <y7v\/_52> L4.27§(ii,iii (T/a)p—Fe . g . (CZ)
< (sove )" (1) <@ ()

This completes the proof of the first case.

Case 2: This case shall show that the sets R, (which exist due to the previ-
ous case) are indeed supercovers.

Assume that for at least (0)%?n/2 vertices there exists a (H,)-qualified o-
cover P C V,. such that

AP C P*,|P| = ap,

Vue P33R, C (W, NTL;v))\ X, |R, =r,: R,isno p'-supercover}

Again we will apply Lemma 4.38 and define the neighborhood function

Nw):={Y € Ci/;) | 3P C Vi, Pisan (H,)-qualified o-cover

AP C P*,|P| = op,
Vue PIAR, C (W, NY)\ X, |Ru| =10 :
R, is no p'-supercover}.
As in the previous case the number of possible choices for P and P is of

lower order and can be neglected. Since P is assumed to be (H,)-qualified,
I';(u) is p-homogeneous for all uw € P* . By Proposition 4.44, W,, with

’Wu| =(qv = %Uq > %dj(u)

is thus 2p/0 < p'/*-homogeneous and the number of sets R € (*'*) which

are not p’-supercovers is bounded by p"° (g;’ ) due to Lemma 4.56 and Re-
mark 4.57. Now note that a set Y € N (v) is (p,/2, 75, 0)-3-bad with excep-
tion probability p"7. We have

2
-1

Po/2Te =0 -(1—0)02m—:(1—0)0q20dv/2.
m

Hence, it follows by Lemma 4.35 that

N ()] <7 (8p7°/2)h (j) < ot (;)

as p' <« 0. This proves the second case.
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Cases are sufficient It remains to show that both cases comprise all graphs
in B}. For graphs which are not contained in one of the cases, at least (1 —
(0)®%)n vertices in V; remain which satisfy the following properties for all
(H,)-qualified o-covers P C Vj. Due to case 1 we can find 3,/op, vertices
u € P* for which a suitable set B, C (IW,NY)\ X exists. By case 2 at most op,
of them do not satisfy the requirements of Definition 4.65. Hence, enough
vertices remain for the set P and the proof is complete. O

4.8.8 Qualified vertices and covers

Graph classes for K5-proof

For finding subgraphs K; we will consider vertices which satisfy certain
combinations of the properties (Q,), (T,) and (N, ). Therefore we introduce
some abbreviations.

Welet (HT,) := (H,,T,) and (QT),) := (Q,,T,). For the graphs in
S (nmie, p) i= Sy, mie) \ (B (n,mie, p) U B (n,mse, p))
we may assume that
Vi[=(QT,, D)I| < VA(=D)I+IVil(=Qp, D)]|+IVi((=T,,, D)]| < 3(p)**n (4.22)
by Lemma 4.60, (4.15) and (4.17).

Observe that the notation for the good sets S;¥ obeys the following con-
vention. The superscript X indicates which bad sets B;* have already been
excluded.

We define (HT,") as (H, | HT,) and let

BT (n.mse, p) = {G € S (n.mie, (p)**) | Vi[(=HT,, D)]| = (p)*n}.

(4.23)
The notation (H, | HT,) probably looks a bit contrived at first sight. How-
ever, note that the statement of the property (H,) and thus also of (H, | HT),)
refers to partitions V;, V; and V;.. Hence by restricting the possibilities for ¢, j
and k differently for (H,) and (HT,) the property (H, | HT,) is well-defined.
In Section 4.8.16 the reader will find a more detailed account on this. But for
the time being we will ignore this technical difficulty in order to render the
exposition simpler.

By (4.22) we have that

ViI(=HT,)]| < [Vi[=(QT,, D)]| < 3((p)7")**n = 3(p)*n < (p)"n
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for graphs in S (n,m;e, (p)®*), since . Thus V; is (HT,)-enhanced (p)°-
homogeneous. By Remark 4.63 we can proceed analogously to the proof
of Lemma 4.62 and obtain that

NG
|35T+<n,m;5,p)|g<<p>@>m< ) . (424)

m

Accordingly, we define
S (nymse, p) = SPT (nymie, (p)°) \ BT (n,mie, p),

For brevity we let (QT]) := (HT,) A (QT,) and note that for graphs G €
SlQT—i_(n) ma 57 [0)/

Vil=(QT,", D)] < (3(p)* + (p)")n < 4(p)“n < (p)** (4.25)
due to (4.22) and (4.23).
Furthermore, we let o = o(p) := (1)®° and introduce the family of graphs
SN (nymie, p,p) = 7T (nomie, p) \ By (n,mie, p o).

Recall that for o’ = (p)® < 0, we have

NG
1B (n,m;e, p,0)| < ((0)@2)m< ) (4.26)

m

by Lemma 4.66. For graphs G € S2" ™" (n,m;e, p, ) and all X C V; with
| X] < (1—(0)%)n, we get

Vi[=(QT,", N, o [X], D)]| < ()2 + (0)**)n < 2(0)%n < (1)%*n (4.27)
by (4.25) and (4.19).

Finally we deduce the property (N [X]) from (N, ,[X]) by introducing the
additional condition that P is (HT")-qualified instead of just (H,)-qualified
and that the overlapping neighborhoods R, are also (HT,)-qualified (cf.
(4.18)). We let

Bt (n,m;e, p,p) = {G € Sy(n,m;e) | (4.28)
3X C Vi, 1X] < (1= (0)®)n
Vil(= N, IX D) = ()0}

Proceeding along the lines of the proof of Lemma 4.66 we can show that

m

n2 (2)
IBé”(n,m;amuNS((u)®2)m( ) , (429)

provided that p' = (p)¥ « p.
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Graph classes for K 4-proof

For finding subgraphs K4 we will not need the property (7)) of graphs in
SEQT(n, m; e, p). Therefore, we define

SL,Q(n, m; e, p) := Se(n,m;e) \B?(n,m; £,p).

Additionally, we will need the property (Cf) := (C, | C,). Again the two
occurrences of (C,) refer to different partitions V;, V; and V.. We let

BE (nymie, p) == {G € S2n.mie, (0)°) | Vi(=CF, D)]| = (p)%n}. (4.30)

From Lemma 4.60 and (4.15) it follows immediately that for graphs G' €
S¢ (n.mse, (9)),

Vil=(Qp, DI < Vil(=Qpye2, D) + Vil(=D)] < 2(p)n, (4.31)

and, consequently, V; is (C,)-enhanced 2(p)®n-homogeneous. Thus we ob-

tain
4

n2 (2)
B (n, mie, p)] < <<p>@>m( ) (4.32)

m

due to Lemma 4.62 and Remark 4.63. Accordingly, we define
87 (n,mie, p) = 82 (n,mie, (p)?) \ BY(n,m;e, p).
For brevity we let (Q7) := (C) A (Q,). For graphs in S¢(n, m; e, p) we get
Vil=(@, DIl < (2(p)° + (p)**)n < 2(p)**n (4.33)

due to (4.30) and (4.31).

4.8.9 Triangle candidate covers ( Kj)

In the sequel four or more partitions V;, i € {1,...,4} will be involved in our
arguments for finding subgraphs K,. However, the following results will
just be used for a specific choice of these partitions. Therefore, we prefer to
formulate the definitions and lemmas with direct references to the partitions
under consideration.

Consider a vertex v € V; and a set ) C I's(v). Assume that we are able to
find a structure as the one shown in Figure 4.9, i.e., almost all vertices in
V4, namely the vertices in 7', complete many triangles in V. Then it would
be easy to show that there exists a vertex w € I';(v) N T, completing many
K,-candidates.

This leads to the following definition.
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Figure 4.9: Triangle cover

Definition 4.67 (Triangle covers) A set Q C Vs is called a (p, p)-triangle cover
if there exists a set T' = T'(Q)) C Vo with |T'| > (1 — p)n such that forall w € T,

IDy(R)NTy(w)| >t, for R:=QNTsw),

where t, == p~ 1%

P

Unfortunately, we are not able to show directly that most sets () are trian-

gle covers. Instead we take a little detour and introduce triangle candidate
covers.

Definition 4.68 (Triangle candidate covers) Let G € Sy(n, m;e) and X C V.
Aset Q C Vs with |Q| = g, is called an X-resistant (p, uu)-triangle candidate
cover if there exist sets Q C Q with |Q| = pq, and T = T(Q) C V, with
IT| > (1 — p"/*)n such that the following condition is satisfied:

Yw e T3Q" € Q.1Q" = (1 = pY*)ug,
Vu € Q* 3R, C Ty(u) NTy(w) \ X, |Ry| = 75 :
the sets R, are r,(q,)-quasidisjoint for u € Q*,

where 7 = 1,(1g,) /2 = (1 — p)pp>™s.

n3
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A triangle candidate cover does not yet consider the edges between V5 and
V3. But its structure is chosen in such a way that the set R = @) N I's(w) for
a typical vertex w € V, will have a sufficiently large neighborhood I's(R) N
I'y(w). Note that most vertices in () have many common neighbors with w
in Vj. Figure 4.10 illustrates the structure of a triangle candidate cover.

Vi

< p1/4n

R, r.(g,)-quasidisjoint
Figure 4.10: (p, 1)-triangle candidate cover

The following lemma shows that we have already encountered triangle cov-
ers. A close examination of (C),)-qualified py-multicovers ) will reveal that
such sets () already satisfy Definition 4.68.

Lemma 4.69 (Qualified multicovers are triangle candidate covers) Let ) C
Vs with |Q| = g, be a (C,)-qualified p-multicover of V,. Then Q) is an X -resistant
(p, p)-triangle candidate cover for every X C V, with | X| < (1—-2,/1)n, provided
that 1i® > p.

Proof Let an arbitrary set X C V; with |[X| < (1 — 2,/i)n be given. Due to
Lemma 4.59 we know that ) is an X-resistant y-multicover. We will show
that Q** satisfies the properties of Q in Definition 4.68. Note that |Q**| = 1y
by Definition 4.58, as required in Definition 4.68.

Since () is a p-multicover of V,, there exist 7,(g,)-quasidisjoint covering
neighborhoods W, C T'y(u) \ X with |W/| = pg, for v € Q**. Note that
pg, > p2q/2 > pPdy(u) and p® > p. Hence, as @ is (C,)-qualified and the
vertices u € Q** C @Q* thus satisfy (C,), the sets W, are p-multicovers of 1,



4.8 CONSTRUCTING COMPLETE SUBGRAPHS 103

and by Lemma 4.52 we have |C;(W/;p)| > (1 — /p)n for all u € Q**. By
Corollary 4.29 we conclude that there is a set 7' C V, with |T| > (1 — p'/*)n

such that every vertex w € T belongs to at least (1 — p'/*)yuq, sets C;(W.; p)
for u € Q**.

In other words, for every w € T the set Q* := {u € Q** | w € C;(W/;p)} C
Q** 2 Q satisfies \Q*! > (1-— 01/4),“(1#'

Now for every u € Q* define R, := Ty(w) N W for a fixed vertex w €
T. Observe that by the definition of Q* we have w € C;(W/; p), hence, by
definition of the latter, |R,| = |T's(w) N W, | > r,(pqu)/2 = 72. On the other
hand, we have W, C I'y(u) \ X by the definition of W, and therefore R, C
(I'4(u)NI'y(w))\ X. Finally, note that the sets R, are r,(g,)-quasidisjoint since
they are subsets of the r,(g,)-quasidisjoint sets W,. O

As a first step from triangle candidate covers to triangle covers, we now
show that for a typical vertex w € V; the set R := (QNI's(w) completes many
triangles with w. For || = ©(m/n) note that we may expect that |R| =
O(m/n-m/n*) = ©(m?/n?). The following definition introduces ‘bad’ R-sets,
i.e., sets R C @ which have less than ¢, := p~* %2 common neighbors I'y(R) N
T4 (w). The subsequent lemma then shows that for every vertex w € T(Q)
there exist only very few bad R-sets. Since 7" is large (cf. Definition 4.68), this
will later suffice to obtain triangle covers. Note that we expect ©(m?/n* - n -
(m/n?)?) = ©(m*/n®) common neighbors I'y(R) N T'y(w), and that n?/m =
o(m*/n%) for m = w(n®?). Thus, at least in expectation, R-sets should have
t, common neighbors.

Definition 4.70 (Bad R-sets) Consider a graph G € Sy(n,m;e), X C Vj,
w € Vyand a set () C V3 with |Q| = q, which is an X-resistant (p, pu)-triangle
candidate cover. We define

Q

R0, Qi X,p)i= (R € () 1IT(B) N Tu(w) \ X1 < 1}

wheret, :=p~ ' - %2 and 7y =1, (pg,)/2 = g(1 — p) 2.

Lemma 4.71 (Few bad R-sets) Let ) be an X-resistant (p, p)-triangle candi-
date cover and consider a vertex w € T(Q) C Va. Then

IR (w,Q; X, p)| < p/? (uq“)

Bl

for m > Cn®® and C sufficiently large.
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Proof We intend to apply Lemma 4.31. To this aim we identify B
B* = Q*, with |B*| > (1 — p'/*)|B| due to Definition 4.68, and A,; =
for u € Q*. Since A, ;1 C I'y(u) NT'y(w) \ X, it suffices to bound the number
of non-t,-spreading sets R € (¥).

71

Q,
R,

Let us check the preconditions of Lemma 4.31. Condition (i) trivially holds
since we have h = 1.

For Condition (ii) the left-hand side evaluates to 4p~'%r,(q,) = ©(n?/m -
m?/n®) = ©(m/n), whereas the right-hand side amounts to p'/* - 75 - ug, =
O(m?/n*-m/n) = ©(m?*/n*). Observe that m/n = o(m?/n?) for m = w(n’/?).
Thus for sufficiently large n Condition (ii) is obviously satisfied.

For Condition (iii) we obtain

1 2 2 1 32 2,3
é(l—u)ugm—gzﬁﬁﬁlp’ln—u—: -
n

This condition is satisfied for m> > p=2u=5n8.

Now the claim follows immediately by Lemma 4.31. O

4.8.10 Cocovers ( K5x)

In the sequel four or more partitions V; for i € {1,...,5} will be involved in
our arguments for finding subgraphs K;. However, as in the case H = Ky,
the following results will just be used for a specific choice of these partitions.
Therefore, we prefer to formulate the definitions and lemmas with direct
references to the partitions under consideration.

In Section 4.8.7 we have seen that a constant fraction of a typical set P C V,
with ©(n?/m) vertices has a common neighborhood of size ©(m?/n*) with a
given vertex u € V3, yielding ©(n?/m-m?/n*) = ©(m/n) common neighbors.
If these common neighborhoods were (rather) disjoint for ©(n?/m) vertices
Uy, Us, ..., we could expect that all common neighborhoods together ’tile’
the n vertices in Vs, since ©(m/n - n*/m) = O(n). The aim of this section is
to show that this is indeed the case.

More specifically, we will fix a vertex v € V; and a vertex u € V3 with com-
mon neighborhood R € Vj of size ©(m?/n?). Note that m?/n®* > n?*/m
for m > n%?®. Hence, we can divide R into several subsets P;, P, ... of
size ©(n?/m) for which the above arguments hold, i.e., the common neigh-
borhoods with u contain ©(n?/m - m?/n®) = ©(m/n) vertices. If we take
O(n*/m) vertices uy, us, ... € V3, we expect their neighborhoods to tile V5
(ct. Figure 4.11).

Sets {u,us, ...} C V3 for which such a structure as described above can be
found will be called cocovers. Before turning this into a formal definition,
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we will introduce a new auxiliary notion, which is in a certain sense com-
plementary to quasidisjointness (cf. Definition 4.30).

Definition 4.72 Let A, ..., A, C V. Then the k-fold overlap OV}, ((A;)i=1,..5)
is defined by
p) ={x eV | |[{ie{l,...,b} |z € A} >k}

-----

Definition 4.73 (Cocovers) Let v € V;. A set O C V3 with

2
0] =0, := o2 where 5 = (u)®®,
m

is called a (p, j1)-cocover of Vs via v and Vj if

3Ot C O
Vu € Ot 3R, C Ty(u) NTy(v), |Ry| = Vor,
R, is a (T))-qualified +/(p)®-supercover of V;
Vy € R, AW, C Ts(y) NTs5(u), Wyl =75
W, is a (p)®-supercover of Vs,
the sets W, ,, are 2s,,-quasidisjoint for all u,y
and |OV5| 2> (1 = p)n for OVs := OV;, (WuyJuco+ yera),

where s, :=1,(r,) =1,/2p, = 3(1 — u)u202—§.
Let CO35(v; p, ) :== {0 € (Zj) | O is a (p, p)-cocover via v}.

Figure 4.11 illustrates the structure of a (p, ;t)-cocover.

Since the definition of a cocover is rather lengthy, a few comments are in
order. Basically, a cocover results from a multiple application of property
(N,.,). Note that the factor /o for the size of the part of O resp. P in a co-
cover resp. an overlapping neighborhood is identical. This is no coincidence,
as in the proof we will apply property (NN, ) (cf. Definition 4.65) in order to
obtain the sets I, . The forbidden set X in the definition of (N, ,[X]) can be
used to control the overlap between neighborhoods which stem from sev-
eral sequential applications of (N,,). The control on the overlap between
different sets W, , is crucial for the remainder of the proof, as we want these
sets to be as disjoint as possible (We will see later why this is so important.).

For future reference we note that

ourure Al —p)p*(l—o)o®  nPm'n’ _4(1-o0) (4.34)

ns,  092(1 - p)ulo " nmnSnm? o3/2
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Figure 4.11: (p, pu)-cocover

Observe that by the definition of OV; there must be at least (1 — p)n - s,
occurrences of vertices in sets W, ,, if |OV5| > (1 — p)n. Hence we have for
O] =: ao,,

(1 —p)ns, (434) (1 —p)o > /5

1— . < . Ty = >
(1—pn-s, <ao,-or,-r a> JoouaTe -0 2

and thus
|0*] > 00,/5. (4.35)

As the sets W, ,, are 25,-quasidisjoint, we can derive a similar upper bound
on the number of occurrences of vertices in sets I, ,, and analogously we
conclude that (1 — p)n - 2s, > ao, - \/or, - r,. Hence we get

07| < 00,/2. (4.36)

The following lemma shows that almost all sets (of suitable size) are co-
covers. The proof is split into two cases which correspond to the following
approach.

Firstly, assume that sufficiently large sets R, C T'y(u) N T4(v) exist for many
vertices u € O*. Then we apply (N,,) for a suitably chosen constant o
(which will be much smaller than y) in order to obtain sets W, ,, as required
by Definition 4.73. Note that this should be possible if we consider graphs
in ST (n,m; e, p, 1), since these graphs contain only very few vertices for
which (N, ) is not satisfied.
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The second case shows that we may indeed assume that suitable sets R, can
be found. To this aim we require that the given vertex v € V; satisfies (N ])).

It will turn out that sets R, can be found, provided that O is a o-multicover.
This is achieved by decomposing O into y-covers for which (N ) is ap-

plied. Then the existence of the sets R, follows directly from the definition
of (N;M).

Lemma 4.74 (CO is small) Let o) = (p)® <« o = (u)°. Consider G €
SETN (n,m; e, p, ) and a vertex v € V; which satisfies (N5,[0]). Then

00us(0: )] < () ().

Ou

Proof We distinguish two kinds of sets P which may belong to COs 5, as
discussed above. Later we will show that these two cases indeed comprise
all graphs in COs3 5.

Case 1: Firstly we count sets O € (;”) which contain 10, ‘bad’ vertices
u € O with the property (-CO). This property depends on an ordering
of O, where O is bad if all orderings result in 1o, bad vertices. Let O =
{u1, ..., uo, }. The vertex u = v is bad if it satisfies

(=CO) (EIRu j= [y(u) NTy(v), |Ru| =7,
R, is an (HT,)-qualified p'-supercover) A
u does not satisfy (N, ,[Y;]) for Y; as specified below.

Note the two different constants ;¢ and o which are used for the property
(N) in this lemma. We require that v € V) satisfies (N} [0]) but we look
for vertices u € O with property (N,,[Y;]). It will be very important for
our subsequent estimates that o has been chosen to be significantly smaller
than p.

Determine vertex by vertex whether v; is bad for [ = 1,...,0,. Initially we
start with an empty set Y7 and an empty family ), C (Xf) of vertex sets.

If u; is a good vertex which satisfies (CO) and for which a suitable set R,
exists (as required by the definition of (~CO)), then v, must satisfy (N, ,[Y]).
Assume that |V}| < (1 — p)n. Since R, is an (HT,)-qualified p'-supercover,
it is also an (HT),)-qualified o-multicover. Hence we can find s, = 7,(r,)
o-covers in R, which are (H »)-qualified. We apply (4.18) and Definition 4.65
to every o-cover and conclude that R, satisfies
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3R, C Ry, |Ru| = or,
Vy e R, AW, C (Is(v) NT5(w)) \ Y, [Wyyl =15
W, is a p’-supercover of V5, and the sets I, , are s,-quasidisjoint.

For a good vertex v; = u (for which such a structure exists) we set )., =
ViU{W,, | v € R,}. Then we proceed to choose ;. Otherwise, for a bad
vertex u, ), remains unchanged, i.e., we set V11 = ). In any case, we let
Yig1 = OV, (V1) If V) has more than (1 — p)n vertices, we stop adding
new vertices to Y and vertex sets to )V, setting )1 = ), and Y, = Y] for all
future steps.

The sets R, and W, , satisfy the requirements of Definition 4.73, which can
be seen as follows. Since R, is a (H7T,)-qualified p’-supercover and |R,| =
V7|R,|, we conclude that R, is a (T})-qualified p'//o-supercover. Now ob-
serve that p'/\/o < /p'. Furthermore, the sets W,,, are 2s,-quasidisjoint,
as the sets W, , which are added to Y; for one specific vertex v = u; are
s,-quasidisjoint and also the vertices in V; \ Y] are s,-quasidisjoint by the
definition of V].

Now let us return to counting the number of bad graphs. By the definition
of (-CO), a bad vertex u; must satisfy (—N,,[Y]). By (4.27) we conclude
that sets O with the above mentioned property are (1, 11)-V-bad with excep-
tion probability (x)®?. Note that |V;| < (1 — p/2)n < (1 — (0)®)n by con-
struction. Due to Lemma 4.32 we can bound the number of such sets by

() =2)ron2(1) < 5((1)°) (,1)-

ou ou

Case 2: Secondly we consider sets O € (Zj) which are not (HT}")-qualified
p-multicovers of V;. Note that this implies O € Q4(Vs;0,,1 | (HT,")).

By (4.25) we conclude that V3 is (HT, )-enhanced (p)®*- and thus (u)<*-
homogeneous. Hence, by Lemma 4.56 it follows that the number of such
sets O can be bounded by

() < 3o (1),

Cases are sufficient: To complete the proof it suffices to show that an
(HT)-qualified p-multicover O ¢ (Zj), provided that an ordering exists
such that there at most o, vertices satisfying (~CO) is a (p, j1)-cocover via
v.

Assume that we iterate through the vertices according to the given ordering
and finally obtain a set Y := Y,,,, C V5 with |Y| > (1 — p)n. As discussed
above the vertices for which new vertices have been added to Y form a set
O™ which satisfies the requirement of Definition 4.73. Thus the set O is in
fact a cocover.
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It remains to show that the case |Y| < (1 — p)n cannot occur. Let O* =
U;,:I P}, where P is an (HT)-qualified p-cover and 7" = 7,(0,). Since v
satisfies (!, [0]), it follows that v has an (HT})-qualified (p, 1)-overlapping
neighborhood with P in V; for [ = 1,...,7". Hence there are at least 7’ -
2\/1tp,, = /Ho, vertices u € O for which R, C (I'y(v) NIy(u)) with |R,| = r,
exists such that R, is an (HT,)-qualified p'-supercover of Vs. Let O* denote
the set of these vertices.

If we remove all vertices from O* which satisfy (-CO), still at least po0,, ver-
tices remain, with lots of room to spare. Call the set of these vertices O**.
Since we iterate through the vertices in O according to the ordering implied
by Case 1, the following holds. By the definition of property (-CO) the ver-
tices u; € O™ satisfy (N, [Y)]) where Y, is constructed as defined in Case 1.
Hence for each u = w; € O™ the verticesin | 5, W, are added to Y}, as we
have assumed that |Y;| < |Y| < (1 — pu)n. Note that the vertices in O** satisfy
all properties of vertices in O given in Definition 4.73. Only the size of OV}
is not yet clear. But since |O**| > o, exceeds the upper bound on O given
in (4.36), we obtain a contradiction. Hence, O** cannot grow that large and
it follows that |Y'| > (1 — p)n. Thus we have constructed a (p, 11)-cocover. [J

The strength of the cocovers relies on the fact that their structure is difficult
to destroy, since they incorporate many (quasi-)disjoint sets. Indeed we will
show that in every subset of V; which is not too small a resistant cocover
can be found. A resistant cocover has the same basic structure as a cocover,
only the sizes of the various sets are suitably scaled down.

Definition 4.75 (Resistant Cocovers) Let v € Vy and X C V. Aset O C V3
with |O| = o, is called X-resistant (p, j1)-cocover of V; via v if

JO* C 0,]0*| = 2020,
Vu € O* 3R, C T'y(u) NT4(v), |Ry| = o1y
R, is a (T,)-qualified v-multicover of Vs, where v := (p)®
Vy € R, AW, CTs5(y) NTs(u) \ X, |Wayy| = 070
Wy is a p-multicover of Vs, and the sets W, ,, are 2s,,-quasidisjoint.

The following lemma shows that every cocover is X -resistant provided that
X is not too big.

Lemma 4.76 (All cocovers are resistant) Assume that p' .= (p)® < o, where
o = (u)®°. Let O C V5 with |O| = o, be a (v, u)-cocover and consider a set
X C Vs with | X| < (1 — 2u)n. Then O is also an X -resistant (v, j)-cocover.
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Proof We count the number of occurrences of vertices z € V5 in sets W, ,, for
the (v, 1)-cocover O. By counting occurrences we mean that a single vertex
x € V;is counted as many times as it occurs in a set W, , for different vertices

U, Y.

Since |OV5; N V5 \ X| > pn and every vertex € OV} corresponds to at least
s, such occurrences, we conclude that at least s, - yn occurrences remain if
we restrict the sets W, , to vertices in V; \ X.

Assume that there are not enough vertices left from the original sets R, and
Wy, (i-e. in the (v, u)-cocover) for the X-resistant (v, ut)-cocover. Let us de-
note these (original) sets by R, and W, in order to distinguish them from
the sets to be found for the X-resistant cocover. Recall that | 2| = /o7, and
Wyl =70

If the number of suitable sets R, and W, , is too small, we obtain the follow-
ing bound on the number of remaining occurrences in sets W, , C W, , \ X.
Note that for every vertex u € OF and all /o7, neighbors y € R, there may
remain o7, neighbors in W, ,. Secondly there may be o7, neighbors y € R,
such that all 7, neighbors in ¥, , remain. Finally, for at most 2020, vertices
in O* and all \/or, neighbors y € R, all r, neighbors in Ww may remain.
Combining these numbers of occurrences of vertices x € V5 in IW-sets leads
to

#occurrences < |OT|-\or, or, +|0T| o, 1y +20%0, - or, 1o

(436)
< otouTuTs,

using (4.36). Combining this with the lower bound s, - in we obtain using

(4.34),

41 —o
psun < oco,rre = M§U2~%~ < 44/o.

This is obviously a contradiction.

It remains to show that the sets R, and W, , are indeed multicovers. This
easily follows from the fact that the corresponding sets in the original (p, 11)-
cocover were p'- or at least \/p’-supercovers. Observe that the remaining
sets R, and W, , are at least a o-fraction of the original sets. As \/p’ < o this
completes the proof. O

4.8.11 Square (candidate) covers ( K5)

The aim of this section is to find (many) squares K in the graph. If many
such subgraphs exist and their occurrences are scattered throughout the
graph it seems plausible that at least some of them can be enlarged to a
subgraph K. To this aim we introduce the set SQUs(w, @, v):
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SQUs(w,Q,v) :={z € Vs | Fuelz(w)NQ Iy € Ty(v) NTy(u) NTy(w) :
x €T5(u)NT5(y) Ns(w)}.

We will use this definition for @ C I's(v) and w € T'y(v). Observe that
SQUs(w, @, v) then directly corresponds to the Kj-candidates which we
want to construct in the end (cf. Figure 4.12).

The following definition introduces a structure which immediately leads to
many Ks-candidates.

Definition 4.77 (Square covers) Let
SQ<Q7U;p) = {w S | |SQU5(U],Q,U) \X| = tp}7
where t, ;= p‘l%. We call a set () C V3 a (p, pu)-square cover of V; via v if

152(Q, v; p)| = (1 — p)n.

See Figure 4.12 for an illustration of the structure of a square cover.

Vi

v BN
V
) s

s D,

Vi Vs

Figure 4.12: (p, pu)-square cover

Intuitively, for a square cover () almost all vertices in V5, belong to squares.
Consider a vertex v € V; and a square cover ) C I's(v). It would be easy to
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show that with very high probability I's(v) and S(Q, v; p) intersect, yielding
t, Ks-candidates.

Unfortunately, we are not able to give a direct proof that almost all sets () are
square covers. Instead we will show a somewhat weaker statement which is
based on so-called square candidate covers. Such a square candidate cover
can be interpreted as a square cover where the edges from V; to V; are ig-
nored, i.e., their presence is not yet guaranteed.

Definition 4.78 (Square candidate covers) Let v € V; and X C V;. A set
Q C Vs with |Q| = q, is called an X -resistant (p, ;t)-square candidate cover if
there exist sets Q C Q and T = T(Q) C Vs with |Q| = 0%q,, |T| = (1 — 6v%)n
and v := \/(p)® such that

vw e T3Q"CQ,|Q°| > (1 - 6v/%)o’,

Yu € Q* 3V, C Ty(v) N Ty(u) NTy(w), [Viw| = 37 =: b,

Vy € Yo ISuwy € Ts(w) NTs(y) NTs(w) \ X, [Suwyl = Ry
the sets S, , are d,-quasidisjoint for fixed w,

- qp
where d,, := 2s,, - 72~

20y "

Let SC35(v, X; p, j1) denote the set of X -resistant square candidates covers in Vs.

Note that

q 1 m m m m°
dy =28, ﬁ = 1(1 — H)p o5 (1 —M)Mg 'Umﬁ > J4F’ (4.37)
o

and, accordingly,

(4.38)

Even if Definition 4.78 looks perhaps somewhat scary, the structure of
square candidate covers is actually not too difficult, as Figure 4.13 illus-
trates.

In fact, it turns out that square candidate covers are not much more than co-
covers. By comparing the structure of (X-resistant) cocovers (cf. Figure 4.11)
and that of square candidate covers (cf. Figure 4.13) the astute reader will
immediately notice that the differences are only moderate. Firstly, there are
new edges between V;, and V; resp. V; and V;. However, these edges do not
come as a surprise. Observe that the sets R, and W, , in a cocover are mul-
ticovers. Hence, we should expect the edges in the square candidate cover
to be indeed present.
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@qnamdlsjomt

Figure 4.13: (p, p1)-square candidate cover

The second difference is even smaller. Square candidate covers have a larger
cardinality than cocovers. Thus we will construct the former by combining
sufficiently many cocovers.

The following lemma shows that a sufficiently large set () which con-
tains many cocovers is indeed a square candidate cover. This implies that
the number of sets which are no square candidate cover is small. Let
SCza(v;p, ) C (;/j) denote all sets which can be decomposed into sets
O1,...,0q,/0, With |O1| = ... = [0g, /o,| = 0, such that at least half of these
sets are (p, j1)-cocovers. In the sequel we will see that almost all sets in (Zi)
belong to SC;»(v; p, 1) and that the latter set contains the X-resistant square
candidate covers we have been looking for.

Lemma 4.79 (Many square candidate covers) Let (p)® < o = (). Con-
;iZer G € SN (n,m;e, p, ) and a vertex v € V; which satisfies (V. [0]).
en

[SCs.2(v; p, )| < qu(n)
Qu
and
SCsa(v;p, ) € SCs9(v, X;p, ) forall X C Vs with | X| < (1—2u)n,

i.e., every set in SCso(v; p, ) is an X-resistant (p, j1)-square candidate cover.
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Proof We prove the two claims of the lemma separately.

SCissmall To prove the first claim it suffices to see that due to Lemma 4.74
every set in SCy4(v; p, i) is (0,,1/2)-V-bad with an exception probability
of ((p)®)°. Hence by Lemma 4.32 we can deduce that there are at most
((w)=)@/*()) < p?(,) such sets.

SCs5(v; p, 1) contains X-resistant square candidate covers For the proof
of the second claim let us consider arbitrary sets () € SC32(v; p, ) and X C
Vs with | X| < (1 — 2u)n. By assumption, () contains at least ¢,,/(20,) (p, 11)-
cocovers, which must be X-resistant due to Lemma 4.76.

Properties of single cocovers Consider an X-resistant (p, /1)-cocover O and
a vertex u € O*. We let

Fu = {{yuw} € E(‘/élu ‘/2) | Y € me € F2(y> N 02(Wu,y7p>}'

We intend to show the following auxiliary claim:

(i) For at least (1 — 3,/v)n vertices w € C3*(R,;v) suitable sets Y,
and S, ., for y € VY, , exist which satisfy the requirements of Defi-
nition 4.78.

Note that dy(y) — db*(y) < (p)®q < v?q for y € R, (recall that v := /(p)®,
cf. Definition 4.78), since R, C I's(u) N T'4(v) is (7})-qualified and W, , C
Is5(y) NTs(u) \ X is a p-multicover. Hence by Lemma 4.52 we deduce that

G5 (Ru;v)] = (1= 3Vv)n.
For every vertex w € Cy*(R,; ) we have that

1 m _ 1 m3 m?
T4 (w) N Ry| > 1,(07,)/2 = Pl > §l/0',u2ﬁ > VSF = h,,
as R, is a v-multicover (of V). Hence, we can find aset Y,,,, € I'y(v)NTy(u)N
I'y(w) with |Y,, | = h, for which the following property is satisfied. Every
vertex y € Y, is incident to an edge {y, w} € F,. Due to the definition of
F,, we deduce that w € Cy(W,,,, p). This leads to

1 1 3
[Ds(w) N Way| 2 15(0m0)/2 = Spor, nﬁ > prte > PP >

Thus we can find a set Sy, C I's(u) NT'5(y) NT5(w) \ X with |Sy .| = h, as
required by Definition 4.78 for at least (1 — 3\/v)n vertices w € Cy*(R,;v).
This shows claim (i).
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Now we combine claim (i) for a single vertex u € O* to the subsequent
claim (i) for many vertices in O*. By Corollary 4.29 it follows from (i)
that at least (1 — 3v'/*)n vertices in V; belong to Cy*(R,;v) for at least
(1 — 3vY%)20%0, vertices u € O*. This holds for every X-resistant (p, u1)-
cocover O.

The sets (Su,w,y)ueo*,yEYu,w are 2s,-quasidisjoint because they are subsets of
2s,-quasidisjoint sets IV, ,. We obtain the following auxiliary claim.

(ii) There exists a set GV,(0) C V, with |GV5(O)| = (1 — 3v'/*)n such that
for every vertex w € GV,(O) there exist (1—3v'/4)20%0,, vertices u € O*
such that suitable sets Y,,,, and S, ,,, satisfying the requirements of
Definition 4.78 can be found. The sets S, ,,, are 2s,-quasidisjoint for
fixed w.

Combining many cocovers Now assume that () contains at least z :=
qu/(20,) X-resistant (p, j1)-cocovers Oy, ...,O,. By Corollary 4.29 and (ii)
we conclude that there are at least (1 — 3v'/%)n vertices w € Vj such that
w € GVo(0y) for at least (1 — 3v'/8)z indices [ € {1,...,z}. Thus for such a
vertex w there are at least

(1 =308z (1 —3v")20%, > (1 - 61')0%q,

vertices u € |J;_, Of such that suitable sets Y, ,, and S,, ,,, exist. These sets
Suw,y are 2s,z-quasidisjoint by construction.

In order to show that such a set () satisfies Definition 4.78 it suffices to iden-
tify Q with (J;_, O;, since |J;_, Of| = z - 20%0,, = 0?q. O

The following definition introduces square candidates of a set R C V3 and a
vertex w € V5, i.e., vertices x € V5 which would complete a square with w
and a vertex u € R (with an additional edge to a given vertex v € V}) if the
edge {u,w} were indeed present. However, note that these edges, i.e., the
edges between V; and Vj are not yet taken into account.

Definition 4.80 (Square candidates) For v € Vi, w € Vyand R C V3 the set of
square candidates is given by

SQC(w,R,v) :={x €Vs | Jue RIyeTy(v)NTy(u) NTy(w):
z €T5(u)NTs(y) Ns(w)}

Square candidate covers () were constructed in such a way that for a given
vertex w € V5 almost all vertices in @) complete h, - h, = O(m®/n'?) square
candidates with w.
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Now assume that we choose several vertices R C () and require that the
square candidates which belong to the vertices in R are 'rather” disjoint. If
|R| is sufficiently small, the quasidisjointness of the square candidates will
suffice to show that this is indeed the case. Recall that the square candi-
dates are ©(m®/n®)-quasidisjoint and at the threshold m = ©(n®/?) it fol-
lows that they are ©(1)-quasidisjoint. Thus, the overlap should not cause
real problems. Our aim is to choose |R| = O(m?/n?) vertices which com-
plete ©(n?/m) square candidates. Note that this should be possible since
O(m?/n? - mb/n1%) = O(m®/n'?) and n?/m = o(m®/n'3) for m = w(n’/3).

The following definition introduces good R-sets, i.e., sets R C Q with many
square candidates, and the subsequent lemma shows that bad R-sets occur
indeed very rarely. Here it will turn out to be essential that the sets S, ,,, in
the square candidate cover have been shown to be quasidisjoint. Otherwise,
neighborhoods of the vertices in a set R could cluster and we would not
obtain the desired cardinality.

Definition 4.81 (Non-spreading R-sets) Consider v € Vi and X C V;. Let
Q C V3 be an X-resistant (p, j1)-square candidate cover and consider a vertex
w e T(Q) C Va. We define

Q

R*(w,Q,v; X,p) :={R € (f) | [SQC(w, R,v) \ X| <t,},

where t, := p*1”2 and 17 = TN(U2QM)/2 = %(1 - N)NQUZZ_;'

m

Lemma 4.82 (Few non-spreading R-sets) Let ) be an X-resistant (p, j1)-
square candidate cover and consider a vertex w € T(Q) C Vi. Let v := /(p)®.
Then

_ F 0'2q
R Quus X, < (77)

for m > Cn®/3 and C sufficiently large.

Proof We intend to apply Lemma 4.31. To this aim we identify B = Q,
B* = Q*, with |[B*| > (1 — 6vY%)|B|, and Au1,..., Aun, = (Suwy)yevin
for u € Q* (cf. Definition 4.78). Note that S, ,,, C SQC(w, {u},v)\ X. Hence

it suffices to bound the number of non-t,-spreading sets R € (%).

Let us check the preconditions of Lemma 4.31. For condition (i) observe that

5
m
<ot—

@37 am?
V PR
n® nd’

h, <d, <
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which clearly holds for m = w(n®/?).
For condition (ii) we get

At,-d, <6v'% - h,- o%q, - h,

@ss) _n* md sm® 5, m ,m? m? 4oam’
<= — 05 SV SO0V — = —= S pop v .
m n n non n n

The last inequality is satisfied for, say, m* > p=%n®.
Condition (iii) is satisfied due to
tp 1 ~1 ”_2 5n° 2 oM’ ’

2
h, 9#0 nd = P mp m3 ahd nd = p mA

P> 4
which is true for, say, m* > p~5n°.
Since all preconditions are satisfied, Lemma 4.31 gives
5 72 (074 kat
R0, Qs X, < (asu oy (7 1) < (710),
m o
and the proof is complete. O

As we want to find many square candidate covers we are interested in ver-
tices which satisfy the following property:

(Spu) VQ CT3(v), |Ql = qu: Q € SCs2(v; p, ).

For this property we again define a corresponding set of bad graphs

BS(n,mie,p,p) = {G eS8 ™N(n,m;e, p,p) | (4.39)
VAl(=Sp, N[00, DI = (1)}

The following lemma shows that there are very few such bad graphs. A
routine application of Lemma 4.38 will suffice for that.

Lemma 4.83 (B° is small) Let (p)® << o = (11)®®. Then

m

185 (m, i, )] < ((1)°) (”)

Proof We define the neighborhood function

V- _
N(w) = {X € (d) 13Q € X.1Q = g+ Q € SCan(v,p. )}

v
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By Lemma 4.79 we know that |SC3»(v; p, p1)| < p? ((Z) for v € Vi[(N},[0])].
Letting ¢ := |@Q| we deduce that

L4.27 (i) n
szt (0) (0" ,) e )
INV(B)| 57 AV n\ g

and the claim follows by Lemma 4.38. O

For future reference we introduce the abbreviation

S5QT+N+S( SE?T+N(

n7m;57p7/“1“) \
(B (n,m;e, p, ) UBS (n,m;e, p, ).

n,m;E, P, 1) =

SE?TJrNJrS(

Note that for graphs G € n,m;e, p, u) we have that

VAN 0], S5, QTS D)) 2> (1= (1) = (n)®* — (1)) > (1 — Q(M)Z)IO)
by (4.27) on page 99, (4.28) and (4.39). .

4.8.12 Cover families

Motivation for / = K; Although we have already defined square covers
we have not yet proved their occurrence in typical graphs. Instead we have
shown that there are many square candidate covers () and that sets of size
O(m?/n?) inside Q close ©(n?/m) square candidates. Observe that a typi-
cal vertex w € V5 has ©(m?/n?) neighbors in Q for |Q| = ©(m/n). If these
neighbors indeed close ©(n?/m) square candidates and this is true for most
vertices in V5, this suffices to show that () is a square cover.

Unfortunately, by considering one square candidate cover alone we do not
achieve a sufficiently small probability for bad graphs. This is due to the fact
that by Lemma 4.82 we only gain a factor 7 = ©(m?/n?) in the exponent for a
single bad neighborhood of size ©(m?/n?) inside a specific square candidate
cover (). Observe that in the previous proofs we have needed ©(m/n) in the
exponent to obtain sufficiently small probabilities. This technical difficulty
is overcome by considering a partition of V3 into ©(n?/m) square candidate
covers (). By applying the above arguments to all these sets at once, we gain
a factor of ©(n?/m - m?/n*) = ©(m/n) in the exponent, which will suffice to
complete the proof.

Motivation for H = K, For the case H = K, we face a similar situation.
Actually we want prove that many triangle covers exist. However, up to
now we have only succeeded in proving that there are many triangle can-
didate covers @) and that most sets R C Q with |R| = ©(m?/n®) close a
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sufficient number of triangles (cf. Lemma 4.71). Again we get only a fac-
tor of order ©(m?/n?) in the exponent for one bad R-set. Thus we want to
combine ©(n*/m) such R-sets in order to cut down the probability to a term
with exponent ©(n?/m - m?/n®) = ©(m/n).

In the sequel we introduce such partitions of V5. When applying these def-
initions we will need to work with a set X, C V, of forbidden vertices for
each vertex v € V;. These sets X, will depend on sets A, the so-called pro-
cessed neighborhoods, and functions f,, named exclusion functions, which
map A, to X,. The meaning of these names will later become clear, when
we use cover families to iteratively construct subgraphs K, resp. K.

Anyway, the reader may prefer to ignore these rather technical aspects for
the moment, pretending that A, = 0 and f,(A4,) = 0. Just remember that
the cover families, which we will define now, may be restricted by choosing
certain sets X, = f,(A4,), but this feature is not essential to understand their
basic structure.

Definition 4.84 (Independent vertex functions) Let G € Sy(n,m;¢c) and
{i,j,k} C {1,...,0}/ A function f : 2¥i — 2% is called (i, j)-independent
if f(Y') does not depend on E[V; \Y,V;] forall Y C V.

Definition 4.85 (Cover families) A p-cover family consists of pairwise dis-
joint sets Qq,...,Q; C Vi withp :=p,/2, |Q1] = ... = |Qs| = ¢.. We consider
a cover family in conjunction with

e an inducing set P* = {vy,...,v5} such that Q; C I's(v;) for i =1,...,p,

e processed neighborhoods A, ..., A; C Vo with |A4],..., |45 < pq,
and
e (2,3)-independent exclusion functions f= (fi,--., fp) with f; : 22 —

2Ye for 1 =1,...,p (where f; may also depend on v,).

In the application of Definition 4.85, P* will belong to a pi-cover P and we
will set Q1 =Wh,..., Q5 = Wp.

A cover family is enhanced by a property II if most sets Z of size O(m?/n?)
inside the sets @1, ...,Q; of size ©(m/n) satisfy II. The sets Z can be in-
terpreted as potential neighborhoods of single vertices w € V, inside the
()-sets. Our aim is to show that under this condition the real neighborhoods
of most vertices w € V; satisfy II, too. If this is indeed the case, we call the
cover family qualified for II. The following definitions formally introduce
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enhanced and qualified cover families. Afterwards we will study the ques-
tion under which conditions an enhanced cover family is qualified.

Definition 4.86 (Enhanced cover families) A p-cover family (with given in-
ducing set, forbidden neighborhoods and exclusion functions) is called I1-(v, T)-
enhanced for a family of properties (Il,)wev, if for | = 1,...,p there exists
aset T, = Ti(v, &) C Vo with |T}| > (1 — p)n, and a p-multicover (of Va)
Q. C Q, C V5 with |Ql| = 7q,, such that for all w € i

HZ e (sz) | Z does not satisfy 11, }| < (v)" (T?‘), (4.41)
where 7 = F(t,p) = ru(1q.)/2 = (1 — N)MZTZ—;. The properties 11,, =
1L, (v, A;) may depend on w and v;, as well as on A; and fi(A;).

Note that Definition 4.86 redefines 7. When using enhanced cover families
for the case H = K3, 7 will receive exactly the value given in Section 4.8.1.
For the case H = K4, however, we will set 7 = 7. But reusing the identifier
7 may remind the reader for which values of 7 we will apply Definition 4.86.

Figure 4.14 illustrates the structure of an enhanced cover family. Later in the
proof the sets Z with | Z| = 7 will be neighborhoods of vertices w € V5. Note
that the picture abstracts from the fact that the sets Z only reside in a small
subset Ql - Ql-

Definition 4.87 (Qualified cover families) A p-cover family (with given in-
ducing set and exclusion functions) is called Il-r-qualified for a family of
properties (11,)wev, if for all processed neighborhoods A, ..., A; C Vs with
|Ay|, ..., |A5] < plq there exist (1 — p/'%)p indices | € {1,...,p} such that

(TC) 3T =T(u, Ar) € Va,|T| = (1 - 3()®)n
Vwe T IR CT3(w)NQy, |R| =7 =7(1,v) : R satisfies I1,,(v;, A).

For the sake of completeness let T'(v;, A;) = 0 for all indices | such that (T'C) is
not satisfied.

Note that 7" depends on v; and A4, via IL,(v;, 4;) but not on vy and A for
I #1.

Figure 4.15 shows that the structure of enhanced and of qualified cover fam-
ilies is rather similar. Hence, it will not cause surprise that most enhanced
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Vi 2 p
p Vs

few bad Z-sets /

W@

Figure 4.14: I1-(v, T)-enhanced cover family

cover families are also qualified. Assume that an enhanced cover family
is given. Note that the (-sets in the cover family are multicovers. Hence
most vertices have ©(m?/n?) neighborhoods inside the Q-sets. Due to (4.41)
we conclude that these neighborhoods will typically satisfy II,,. The follow-
ing lemma shows how these two properties (existence of neighborhood and
neighborhood satisfies II,,) can be combined formally. A condition is given
which implies that a II-(v, 7)-enhanced cover family is also II-qualified. Af-
terwards we will prove a lemma which shows that this condition is almost
always satisfied.

Lemma 4.88 (Condition for qualified cover families) Consider a II-(v, T)-
enhanced p-cover family with inducing set and exclusion functions. For given
processed neighborhoods Ay, ..., A; C Vy with |Ay],...,|As] < pPq we call a
vertex w € Vo[(D)] \ UYL, A; non-spreading if there exist at least up sets Q,
such that

w € Ti(v;, A)) A IR CTs(w)NQy, |R| =7 : R does not satisfy I, (v;, A;).

If there are at most (1)®n non-spreading vertices for any choice of the processed
neighborhoods Ay, . .., A, then the cover family is also 11,,-T-qualified.

Proof Let arbitrary processed neighborhoods A;, ..., A; be given and define
Cr:= Ti(vi, Ar) N Co(Qr; )
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Figure 4.15: TI-7-qualified cover family

for all indices [ € {1,...,p}. By Definition 4.86 and Lemma 4.52 we have

Gl > (1= p = n = (1= 2y/p)n. (4.42)

By Definition 4.51 such avertex w € C, C CQ(QZ; 1) has many neighbors in
the corresponding sets ), i.e., |Q; N 's(w)| > 7,(7q,)/2 = T.

For a vertex w € V5 let
Lw):={le{l,....p} |we ).
We are interested in vertices w € V5 such that L(w) is big. Thus we define
§i={we Ve | |L(w)| = (1 - 21)p}

Using Corollary 4.29 we deduce from (4.42) that S| > (1 — 2u"/*)n. We
remove all non-spreading vertices and the vertices in (Ji_, 4; from S and
call the remaining set S’. Observe that | |, 4;| < p?q - p < un and thus

5] 2> (1= 26" — (0)® = p)n > (1 = 2(u)®)n.

Let R, := [Q; NT's(w)]; € Q; N 's(w) and note that |R| = 7 for I € L(w). We
define
L'(w) :={l € L(w) | R; satisfies IL,(v;, A;)}.

Since a vertex w € S is not ‘non-spreading’ there may exist at most up sets
Q) such that w € Tj(v;, A4;) but R; does not satisfy I1,,(v;, 4;). As w € Tj(v;, A;)
forl € L(w) we deduce that
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L' (w)] > |L(w)| = pp > (1= 2" = p)p > (1= 3p!")p.
We apply Corollary 4.29 one more time and obtain that there are at least
(1=3p") |9 = (1= 3u!%) - (1= 2(1)®)n > (1 = 3()®)n

vertices w € S’ such that we can find (1 — 3u'/%)p > (1 — p!/1%)p indices
[l € {1,...,p} such that | € L'(w). Observe that for these indices [ there
exists a suitable set R C I's(w) N @; which satisfies II,,(v;, A;) as required by
Definition 4.87. This completes the proof. O

As announced previously, the following lemma achieves the desired prob-
ability of 3™ for cover families to be Il-qualified by considering many
cover families at once. These cover families will be induced by disjoint sets
Py,..., Py C V) for suitably chosen g. The forbidden neighborhoods for all
cover families will be denoted by (A, ),cv, . By arbitrarily numbering the ver-
tices in P for h = 1,...,q we get a one to one correspondence between A,
and A,, for any vertex v; € P;. If the sets Py,..., P are given, we use a
vertex v and its index [ inside “its” P-set interchangeably, even without ex-
plicitly numbering the vertices in the P*-sets since every numbering suits
our needs.

Lemma 4.89 (Most graphs contain qualified cover families) Let v <<
T < . Consider a fixed tuple of (2,3)-independent exclusion functions f =
(fi,- ., f5). A graph G € Sy(n, m;e) is f-non-spreading for a given property
I1 if one of the following two conditions is satisfied:

(i) There exists a II-(v, T)-enhanced ji-cover family @1, ...,Q5 C Vs induced
by a set P* C Vi, |P| = p with processed neighborhoods Ay, ..., A; C V,
such that there are at least (u)®n non-spreading vertices in Vs.

(ii) (1) is not satisfied and we can find disjoint sets Py, ..., Py C Vi[(D)] which
induce I1-(v, T)-enhanced p-cover families (which are also 11-T-qualified due
to Lemma 4.88) with ¢ := (1 — (u)®*)n/pand |Pf| = ... = |P;| = p such
that there exist

e processed neighborhoods (A,).ev, € (2V2)" with A, C Ty(v) and
|A,| < pqforallv eV,

o ()™ indicesl € {1,...,q} such that there exist (u)®?p vertices v €
Pr with
(T2(v) \ 4,) N T'(v, 4,) = 0. (4.43)

The set of f-non-spreading graphs B,f (n,m;e, v, u, 7 | II) satisfies

L

B e | T < <<u>@2>’“(”2) Y

m
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Proof We distinguish two cases corresponding to the conditions (i) and (ii).

Case 1: We consider the case that condition (i) is met.

For choosing the sets @1, . . . , @5 we have at most n% 7 possibilities. Note that
ni? < i < 2™ for m = w(nlogn). For Ay, ..., Aj the same bound n?% < 2™
applies. Furthermore, we have n? possibilities to choose P. Hence there are
at most, say, 5™ possibilities to fix the cover family. Consequently, it suffices
to count the number of graphs which are bad with respect to a specific cover
family.

To this aim we plan to apply Lemma 4.38, where the bad vertices B C V,
directly correspond to the (1)¥n non-spreading vertices in V,. We define the
neighborhood function

Nw) = {X e (;/3) | 3L C{1,....,p},|L|l=pp VIE€ L:

w

JRC XNQ,|R| =7: Rdoes not satisfy IT,, (I, 4;)}.

Now let us estimate NV (w) for w € B. Observe that we can determine the sets
which satisfy I1,, independently of the edges E(V3, V3) (For that we need in
particular that the exclusion functions are (2, 3)-independent.). By Defini-
tion 4.86 the bad vertices are (p, 7, u)-3-bad with error probability (v)", as
w e Tl(vl, A;) for w € B. Note that

2 n2

By Lemma 4.35 we obtain

W)l < s (1) <o (1),

and the proof of the first case is complete.

Case 2: Now we consider the case that condition (ii) is met.

We will apply Lemma 4.35 to restrict the number of neighbors of bad ver-
tices B C V; (which we will define later) in V5.

Let us first choose the sets P;, ..., P CV (at most n™ < 2™ possibilities)
and the Q-sets of the induced cover families (at most 2%¢™ = 4™ possibilities
since we know the edges E(B, 3)). Again this number of possible choices is
small enough that it does not carry weight when proving the desired bound

on the number of graphs in B;. Note that by Lemma 4.88 and condition (i)
the chosen II-v-enhanced pi-cover families are also II-qualified.
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Again we will use Lemma 4.38 to prove that the number of ‘bad” graphs is
small. Assume for the moment that the sets (A,),cy; are known and con-
sider the (u)*?¢ 'bad’ indices I € {1,...,G}. For every 'bad’ index there
exist (1)%?p vertices in P which satisfy (4.43). By Definition 4.87 at most
pt10p < (1)®2p/2 vertices v € P do not satisfy (T'C). Hence we can find
(n)®?p/2 bad vertices in every bad set P;* for which (T'C') holds. These ver-
tices form the bad set B C V;. All in all we get

1Bl = (1)**q - ()**p/2 = (1)**)*n/4

bad vertices. For v € B we let

%
Nw) = {X € (d2> | JAC X, |A| < pPq: (X\A)NT(v,A) =0}
Let a, := |A,| for v € B. There are at most n" < 2™ choices for the values
(ay)ve . Hence we get (maximizing over a,)

n 3(p)®n\ 427 G, i) evdoan yds [T
el g (1) (3 ) ey ()

< 007 (),

This suffices to complete the proof using Lemma 4.38. O

The following corollary shows that Lemma 4.89 achieves the goal that for
a typical vertex v € V; we can find a neighbor w € I';(v) such that v and
w have a common neighborhood R of size ©(m?/n?) such that R satisfies a
given property IL,,.

Corollary 4.90 (Almost all vertices have good neighborhoods R) Consider
a graph G € Sy(n,m;e) \ Bg(n, m;e, v, u, 7 | I1) and arbitrary processed neigh-
borhoods (A,)vev, with A, C Ty(v) and |A,| < p?q for v € Vi. Assume that
there exist Pf, ..., Py C Vi inducing 1I-(v, 7)-enhanced cover families (as in (ii)
of Lemma 4.89). Then we can find TV, C V; with |TVy| > (1 — 10(u)®?)n such
that all vertices v € T'V; satisfy the property

Jw € I'y(v) \ A4, IR C I'3(v) NT3(w), |R| =7 : R satisfies I1,,(v, A,).

Proof By Lemma 4.89 (ii) there are at least (1 — (1)®?)q indices [ such that P;*
contains at least (1 — (u)®?)p vertices v € P for which (4.43) is not satisfied.
For such a vertex v we conclude that there exists a vertex w € I's(v) \ A4,
such that w € T'(v, A,). By Definition 4.87 it follows that there exists a set
R CT3(w)NQ, C I's(w) NI3(v) with |R| = 7 which satisfies I1,,(v, A, ). Note
that we can find at least
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(1= (W)*)ap — () = (1 = 2()**)§p = (1 = 10(u)*)n
such vertices v € V;. This completes the proof of the corollary. O

The statement of Corollary 4.90 can be simplified further. To this aim we
introduce the following property of a vertex v € Vi:

(R|I)  VACT:(v),|Al < piq
Jw € Iy(v) \ AIR CT3(v) NIs(w), |R| =7
R satisfies I1,,(v, A).

Note the similarity between the property (R | II) and the property of ver-
tices in 7'V}, introduced in Corollary 4.90. The only difference consists in the
fact that the ordering of the quantifiers has been swapped. In Corollary 4.90
we have seen that for all processed neighborhoods there exist many ‘good’
vertices T'V;. In contrast to that the following corollary shows that there exist
many vertices in V; satisfying (R | II), i.e., they are ‘'good’ for all processed
neighborhoods.

Corollary 4.91 (Almost all vertices satisfy (R | II) For a graph G €
Se(n, m; s)\Bg(n,m; &, v, i, 7 | I1). Assume that there exist sets Py, ..., Py C V)
inducing TI-(v, T)-enhanced cover families. Then we have |GV;| > (1—10(u)*®*)n,
where GV == Vi[(R | TT)].

Proof Assume that |GV;| < (1 — 10(x)®*)n and consider corresponding pro-
cessed neighborhoods A, for v € V, i.e., for every vertex v € V; \ GV; we
define A, in such a way that (R | II) is violated. Thus there is no R-set satis-
tying I1,,(v, A,) for these vertices.

Now observe that on the one hand the fact that a set R satisfies II,,(v, 4,)
does not depend on the the choices for A, with v" # v. Thus we have
TVy C GV, for the given processed neighborhoods. On the other hand,
Corollary 4.90 tells us that also for the given choice of the A-sets there must
exist a large set 7'V}, yielding a contradiction. O

When we want to apply Corollary 4.91 we will construct many p-covers
Py, P,, ... C Vi such that the sets P/, P;,... C Vj are disjoint and induce
enhanced cover families. The following lemma shows how these ji-covers
can be obtained.

Lemma 4.92 (Find many disjoint covers) Let p,u > 0 and assume that
Vi is (Il-enhanced) p-homogeneous. Then we can find (1I-qualified) i-covers
Py, ..., Py, where q:= (1 —/p)n/p, such that the sets P}, ..., P} are disjoint.
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Proof We construct the sets P, ..., P;oneby one. For[ € {1,..., ¢} note that
Vi\(P{U..UPL) <n— (= 15 = ypn/2.

Hence, the remaining part of V; is still 2,/p-homogeneous and by means of
Lemma 4.49 we conclude that there exists a suitable set P,. O

4.8.13 Finding cover families

Finding triangle cover families (  K})

Forv € Vi and w € V5 let
TRI(v,w) :=T4(T3(v) NT3(w)) N Ty(w).

For the case H = K, we will consider cover families with the 2-3-indepen-
dent exclusion functions

lTRI(Al) = [U TRI(th)](l—z\/ﬁ)n

weEA

and the family of properties

(Rp)w  Ta(R) NTa(w) \ T (A)] > 1,
forw € Voand R C @, N '3(w) with |R| = 7.
We define

fTRI
4

Bi(n,mie, p,p) =By (n,m,e,p"/* p, | Ry), (4.44)

and accordingly we let
Si i (n,mie, p, ) = ST (n,mie, p, ) \ BE(n,mie, p, ).
By Lemma 4.89 we conclude that,

2

10
B (nmsz, py )| < <<u>@2>m(7jn) , (4.45)

since p'/?° << p.

We intend to apply Corollary 4.90 to graphs in SR (n,m;e, p, ). To this
aim we first have to find suitable cover families. This is done as follows.

Lemma 4.93 (Covers induce triangle cover families) Let p << p. For a
(Cr,C,, D)-qualified p-cover P C Vi the set P* induces a (R})-(p"/*, p)-
enhanced pi-cover family for arbitrary processed neighborhoods (A )yev; -
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Proof Let P* = {Ul,...,'l}f,} and Ql = Wl,...,Qﬁ = Wf, with ’Q1| = ... =
|Qs| = qu- Due to v, € Vi[(C,)] forl = 1,...,p, and since |Q;| = q, > p-ds(v)),
it follows that ); is a u-multicover of V5.

Furthermore, by v, € V1[(C})] we conclude that Q; is a (C,)-qualified -
multicover of V. Recall that |f#(4;)] < (1 — 2,/p)n. Thus Q, is also an
IRI(A))-resistant (p, p)-triangle candidate cover (cf. Lemma 4.69).

Note that |T(Q;)] > (1 — p"/*)n > (1 — p)n due to Definition 4.68. Further-
more, we have 7(u, ) = r,(pg,)/2 = 7. By Lemma 4.71 it follows that
the cover family Q1,...,Qj is indeed (R})-(p'/*°, p)-enhanced (cf. Defini-
tion 4.86). 0

A cover family which is constructed using Lemma 4.93 yields the desired
triangle covers. Observe that property (R}) guarantees that the number of
triangle candidates in V; \ f7/(4,) for a single vertex w is at least . If there
are only few non-spreading vertices for the cover family, then the cover fam-
ily is also qualified (cf. Lemma 4.88). Observe that the large set 7" which
exists for most (-sets in a qualified cover family (cf. Definition 4.87) thus

directly corresponds to the (large) set 7" in Definition 4.67 of triangle covers.

However, we do not have to construct the triangle covers explicitly. Recall
that Lemma 4.89 serves a two-fold purpose, expressed by the two prop-
erties (i) and (ii) of ﬁnon—spreading graphs. Property (i) shows that most
graphs, i.e., the ‘good” graphs which are not f—non—spreading, contain few
non-spreading vertices and thus a cover family can be assumed to be qual-
ified. Hence, as discussed above, triangle covers exist. Additionally, the
neighborhood of most vertices in good graphs overlaps with the (large)
set T" due to property (ii). In our application of Lemma 4.89 this means that
most vertices in V; have neighbors inside the triangle cover, and thus K-
candidates exist (cf. Figure 4.9 on page 101).

Finding square cover families (  K5)

For the construction of square covers we will consider cover families with
the 2-3-independent exclusion functions

CY(A) = [U SQC(w, Tz(w) N T3(vr), v1)](1-20m

weEA

and the family of properties
(R)w  |1SQC(w, R,u) \ 7%V (A)| > ¢, (4.46)

forw e Voand R C Q, N I'3(w) with |R| = 7.
We define
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BE(n,mie,p,p) =B (nym,e, v,y 0? | R), (4.47)

where v = 1/(p)® and o = (1)*°, and accordingly we let

S?T—&-N—&-SR( — S5QT+N+S(

n,m; e, p, 1) n,m;e, p, ) \ B (n,m;e, p, p).

By Lemma 4.89 we conclude that

2

10
B (nmsz, py )| < <<u>@2>m(§;) , (4.48)

since v/ <« 0% < pu.

We intend to apply Corollary 4.90 to graphs in S&" "% (n m; e, p, n). To
this aim we first have to find suitable cover families. This is done as follows.

Lemma 4.94 (Covers induce square cover families) Assume that (p)® < o =
(1)° and 6vY8 < p for v = \/(p)®. For a (N ,[0],5,,,C,, D)-qualified y-
cover P C Vi the set P* induces a (R})-(v"/*, o*)-enhanced yi-cover family for
arbitrary processed neighborhoods (A, )vev; -

Proof Let Q; = Wi, ..., Qs = W;. Due to the definition of (S, ) we conclude
that Q, ..., Qp € Ss2(v; p, ) and by | £7°Y(A;)| < (1 — 2u)n we deduce that
Ql € 83,2(U7 flSQU(Al); P, :u) foralll = 17 s 7]5
due to Lemma 4.79, i.e., ); is a ISQC

cover.

(A;)-resistant (p, )-square candidate

By the definition of (C,) it follows that the set Q. is a p-multicover of Vs,
as |Q;| = 0?|Q| and ¢* > p. Note that [T(Q;)| > (1 — 6vY/%n > (1 — pu)n
due to Definition 4.78. Furthermore, we have 7(c?,u) = r,(0%q,)/2 = T.
By Lemma 4.82 it follows that the cover family @)y, ..., @ is indeed (Rf’,)-
(Y20 5%)-enhanced (cf. Definition 4.86). O

Analogously to Lemma 4.93, a cover family which is constructed using
Lemma 4.94 yields the desired square covers. The property (R) guarantees
that the number of square candidates for a single vertex w is large. If there
are only few non-spreading vertices for the cover family, then the cover fam-
ily is also qualified (cf. Lemma 4.88), and the large set 7" which exists for
most (J-sets in a qualified cover family (cf. Definition 4.87) thus directly cor-
responds to the set Sy in Definition 4.77 of square covers. However, as we
already saw in the case H = K,, we do not have to construct the square
covers explicitly, since Lemma 4.89 also shows that in most graphs and for
most vertices v € V; the neighborhood I';(v) and the set 7" will overlap. This
implies the existence of K5-candidates (cf. Figure 4.12 on page 111).



130 CHAPTER 4. COMPLETE SUBGRAPHS OF e-REGULAR GRAPHS

4.8.14 Clique candidates

Now we are finally in a position to construct clique candidates, i.e., sub-
graphs which are complete up to at most one edge.

Definition 4.95 (Clique candidates, owners and covers) An i-clique candi-
date is a subgraph K, up to the edge between V; and V,, i.e., this edge does not
have to be present.

For two vertices v € V; and w € V; the set CCy(v, w) of clique candidates is given
by all vertices x € V; such that there exist an i-clique candidate which contains
v and w. Accordingly, we define CCy(v, A) := |J,ea CCu(v, w) for A C V;. The
vertex v is a §-clique covering vertex if |CCy(v,I';(v))| > (1 — &)n.

The following lemma shows that only very few clique free graphs with
many clique covering vertices exist.

Lemma 4.96 (Only few clique covering vertices exist) The number of graphs
G € Si(n,m;e) for which V; contains (§)®n &-clique covering vertices which
satisfy (D) and

(mK) Te(v) NCCy(v,Tj(v)) =0

is bounded by

Proof A simple application of Lemma 4.38 proves the claim. The bad set B
consists of the (£)®n ¢-clique covering vertices v € V. Let

Nw):={X € Cl/e) | X NCCy(v,To(v)) = 0}.

It follows that [N (v)| < (§7) < &% ('), which completes the proof. O

If there exist many clique covering vertices, this implies for most graphs that
we can indeed find a clique due to Lemma 4.96. The following definition
and lemma show how we can find many clique covering vertices.

Definition 4.97 (Clique candidate rich vertices) A vertex v € V; is &-
resistant yi-clique candidate rich if

VA C Ty(0),JA] < g :
(Fw e Tj(v)\ A: |CCy(v,w) \ CCy(v, A)| > t,) V
[CCo(v, A)| = (1 = &)n
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Lemma 4.98 (Clique candidate rich implies clique covering) A {-resistant
p-cliqgue candidate rich vertex v € Vi is also &-clique covering.

Proof We will prove the claim by iteratively constructing a set A C I';(v)
with |A| < pg such that [CCy(v, A)] > (1 — {)n. Initially, A is empty. In
every step of the iteration we add a vertex w € I';(v) \ A to A such that
|CCy(v,w) \ CCy(v, A)| > t,. Definition 4.97 ensures that this can be done as
long as |CCy(v, A)| < (1 —&)n. Since CCy(v, A) grows by at least ¢,, vertices
in every iteration and ¢, - pg = n > (1 — &)n, this suffices to complete the
proof. O

4.8.15 Proof of the main theorem

Case H = K,

In the sequel we show using Lemma 4.98 that graphs in S{ ™ (n, m; e, p, 1)

contain many clique covering vertices, which implies that they contain a K4
due to Lemma 4.96.

Lemma 4.99 (Find clique covering vertices for H = K,) For a graph G €
SR (n, m; e, p, ) there exist at least (1 — ~)n vertices in V; which are &-clique
covering for & > 2\/p and y > 10(p)®>.

Proof By Lemma 4.98 it suffices to show that V; contains (1 — )n vertices
which are ¢-resistant p?-clique candidate rich (we have to use p? instead
of 1 here for technical reasons, cf. the bound on the size of the processed
neighborhoods in Definition 4.85).

Due to (4.33) on page 100 we conclude that V; is (Q, D)-enhanced 2(p)®*-
homogeneous. Observe that

1= (- 2/0n/p > (1~ W*)n/p =i

Thus, applying Lemma 4.92 we may construct (Qj, D)-qualified p-covers
Py, ..., P; C Visuch that the sets P, ..., Py C Vi[(QF, D)] € Vi[(CF,C,, D)
are disjoint. By Lemma 4.93 is follows that Py, ..., P; induce (R})-(p"/*, u)-
enhanced cover families. Hence a set GV; with |[GV;| > (1 — 10(u)*?*)n >
(1 — v)n exists as indicated in Corollary 4.91. For a vertex v € GV; and
an arbitrary set A C T';(v) with |A] < p?q we can find w € T'y(v) \ A and
R C T'3(v) NI's(w) such that
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C4(R) N Ta(w) \ [ (A)] > t, > 1

Note that T'y(R) N Ty(w) € CCy(v,w) and CCy(v, A) = fIFI(A), provided
that [CCy(v, A)| < (1 — 2,/m)n. Thus, for every vertex v € GV; we either
have |CCy(v, A)| > (1 —2\/p)n > (1 = &)nor

(CCyv,w) \ CCu(v, A)| = [T4(R) N Ty(w) \ £, (A)] > 1

Consequently, the vertices in G'V; satisfy the conditions given in Defini-
tion 4.97, and by Lemma 4.98 the claim follows. 0

Now the proof of Theorem 4.3 for H = K, is essentially complete. By
Lemma 4.62, (4.32), (4.45) and Lemma 4.96 we obtain

2\ 6
ST, mie, )] = (1 (10(€)°)™) (fn) (4.49)

By Lemma 4.99 and Lemma 4.96 at most (11(£)®)™ (™) < g™(") graphs in
S4(n, m; e) exist which do not contain a subgraph K.

Case H = Kj;

Using Lemma 4.98 we will now show that graphs in S§T+N+S R (n,m;e, p, i)
contain many clique covering vertices, which implies that they contain a K
due to Lemma 4.96.

Lemma 4.100 (Find clique covering vertices) Assume that v > 10(u)®? and
¢ > 2u. For a graph G € ST N*5R(n m: e, p, ) there exist at least (1 — v)n
vertices in V; which are &-clique covering.

Proof By Lemma 4.98 it suffices to show that 1} contains (1 — )n vertices
which are -resistant ;2-clique candidate rich.

Due to (4.40) on page 118 we conclude that Vi is (N, [0], S, ., QT,", D)-en-
hanced 2(1)®?-homogeneous. Using Lemma 4.92 we construct q = (1 -
2(1)®2)n/p > (1 — (u)®*)n/p = ¢ p-covers Py, ..., P; such that the sets

Py, ... Py CVI[(N[0], Sp, @T,", D)] € VA[(N,,[0], Sy, Cp, D)

Potb> Pott>

are disjoint. By Lemma 4.94 it follows that Py, .. ., P} induce (R})-(v"/%, 0?)-
enhanced pi-cover families. Hence a set GV, with |GV;| > (1 — 10(u)®3)n >
(1 — v)n exists as indicated in Corollary 4.91. For a vertex v € GV; and
an arbitrary set A C T';(v) with |A| < p?¢ we can find w € T;(v) \ A and
R C T'gx(v) N Tk (w) such that
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1SQC (w, R, v) \ f7OV(A)| > 1, >t

due to (4.46). Note that SQC(w, R,v) C CCs(v,w) and CCs(v, A) = f5QV(A),
provided that |CC5(v, A)] < (1 — 2u)n. Thus, for every vertex v € TV} we
either have |CC5(v, A)| > (1 —=2pu)n > (1 —&)nor

|CCs(v,w) \ CCs(v, A)| > |SQC(w, R,v) \ fIV(A)| > .

Consequently, the vertices in GV satisty the conditions given in Defini-
tion 4.97, and V; is (v, u?)-clique candidate rich. By Lemma 4.98 the claim
follows. O

Now the proof of Theorem 4.3 is essentially complete for H = Kj;. Note
that by Lemma 4.62, Lemma 4.64, (4.26), (4.29), Lemma 4.83, (4.48) and
Lemma 4.96,

2\ 10
S i) = - o@(1) @50
By Lemma 4.100 and Lemma 4.96 at most (11(£)%)™ (’Ti) <pm (?j) graphs in
S5(n, m; €) exist which do not contain a subgraph K.

Note that our proof actually yields a somewhat stronger result than Theo-
rem 4.3. The condition (K') could be strengthened to

(=K)  Te(v) N CC(v, T(v))| < (1 = 7)q

for a suitable constant 7 > 0 which is large in comparison to {. Using this
we obtain that almost all neighbors « € I';(v) of almost all clique covering
vertices are part of a subgraph K, together with v.

4.8.16 Handling the dependencies

Up to now we have neglected for which partitions V;, Vj, V;, the above de-
fined properties shall hold. Instead we have simply assumed that the prop-
erties were applicable whenever we needed them. This section is devoted to
an explicit treatment of this issue.

Note that we must not assume that the parameter ¢, j and k are all-quan-
tified, even if this introduced only a tiny number of choices which would
be negligible in the above counting arguments. However, this would cause
certain properties to depend on edges which we have assumed to be still
unfixed in our proofs, in particular in applications of Lemma 4.38.

In the sequel we will go through all properties which occur inside the def-
inition of other properties and we will state for which choices of ¢, j and %
we assume the properties to hold.
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Case H = K,

In the proof of the case H = K, only the property (C;) = (C, | C,) is based
on another property. Here the property (C,) on the righthand side will be
used for i = 3, j = 4 and k = 2, whereas (C,) on the lefthand side is applied
fori=1,j=3and k = 4.

Case H = Kj;

Firstly, we consider the overlapping neighborhoods. Inside (N,,), (H,)-
qualified covers occur. Here (H,) is assumed to be satisfied for i = 4, j = 5,
k = 2. Later we derive (N,) from (N,,). Here (HT} )-qualified covers
occur. Recall that (HT)) = (H, | HT,). Let us first examine the property
(HT,) = (H,,T,). Here (H,) is assumed to be satisfied fori =4, j =5, k = 2
(this must be identical to the values of (/,) used in (N,,)). The property
(T,,) shall hold fori =4, j = 2and k = 5.

We apply (N,,) fori =3, j =5,k =4, and (pru) isused withi =1, j = 4,
k = 3. Note that (H,) used in (N, ,) does not depend on the edges E(V3, V5),
and (HT,") used in (N,) does not depend on E(V3, V;). Thus in both cases
the edges E(V;,V;) for (i,j) = (3,5) resp. (4,j) = (1,4) are not necessary to
determine which vertices satisfy these auxiliary properties. Consequently,
the application of Lemma 4.38 in the proof of Lemma 4.66 (and its modified
variant for (V) which we have not stated explicitly) goes through.

In the application of the properties (N,,) and (N.,), and thus of Defini-
tion 4.65, we must specify for which partitions the sets R, are supercovers.
In the case of (N, ,) we assume that the sets R, are supercovers of V5. For
(N, )" we need that the sets R, are supercovers of V5 and V5. The important
observation is that in neither case the edges E(V;, V3) are involved. Conse-
quently, the definition of cocovers (and the auxiliary property (—-CO)) does
not depend on the edges E(V},V5). Hence, the proof of Lemma 4.79 goes

through as intended.
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