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ON VERTEX, EDGE, AND VERTEX-EDGE RANDOM GRAPHS

ELIZABETH BEER, JAMES ALLEN FILL, SVANTE JANSON,
AND EDWARD R. SCHEINERMAN

ABSTRACT. We consider three classes of random graphs: edge random
graphs, vertex random graphs, and vertex-edge random gyrapiige
random graphs are Erd6s-Rényi random graphsl[5, 6], vegedom
graphs are generalizations of geometric random graphsdh€é]vertex-
edge random graphs generalize both. The names of thesetypes

of random graphs describe where the randomness in the magel

the edges, in the vertices, or in both. We show that vertgeedn-

dom graphs, ostensibly the most general of the three modafsbe
approximated arbitrarily closely by vertex random graphd, that the

two categories are distinct.

1. INTRODUCTION

The classic random graphs are those of Erdds and Rényj].[Bn éheir
model, each edge is chosen independently of every otherrafit®mness
inhabits the edges; vertices simply serve as placeholdeshich random
edges attach.

Since the introduction of Erdés-Rényi random graphs, yra@her mod-
els of random graphs have been developed. For examgpldpm geomet-
ric graphsare formed by randomly assigning points in a Euclidean sfrace
vertices and then adding edges deterministically betweeices when the
distance between their assigned points is below a fixedhblésseel[15]
for an overview. For these random graphs, the randomneabiistthe ver-
tices and the edges reflect relations between the random$eatstructures
assigned to them.

Finally, there is a class of random graphs in which randosiseisnbued
both upon the vertices and upon the edges. For example gint [pbsition
models of social networks, we imagine each vertex as assitgna ran-
dom position in a metric “social” space. Then, given the poss, vertices
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whose points are near each other are more likely to be adja8ea, for ex-
ample, [1/ 8] 12, 15]. Such random graphs are, roughly spgakihybrid
of Erd6s-Rényi and geometric graphs.

We call these three categories, respectively, edge randemex random,
and vertex-edge random graphs. From their formal defirstiorSection R,
it follows immediately that vertex random and edge randoapbs are in-
stances of the more generous vertex-edge random graphsn&ielis the
vertex-edge random graph category strictly more enconmaswWe ob-
serve in Sectionl3 that a vertex-edge random graph can beapated
arbitrarily closely by a vertex random graph. Is it possithlese two cat-
egories are, in fact, the same? The answer is no, and thigsemed in
Sectiori 4. Our discussion closes in Seclibn 5 with some opsrigms.

2. RANDOM GRAPHS

For a positive integen, let[n] = {1,2,...,n} and let¥, denote the set of
all simple graph$s = (V, E) with vertex seV = [n]. (A simple graph is an
undirected graph with no loops and no parallel edges.) Wnatbbreviate
the edge (unordered paif), j} asij or writei ~ j and say that and j are
adjacent.

When we make use of probability spaces, we omit discussiomeafsur-
ability when it is safe to do so. For example, when the sanpessis finite
it goes without saying that the correspondandield is the totalo-field, that
is, that all subsets of the sample space are taken to be rabsesur

Definition 2.1 (Random graph)A random graphs a probability space of
the form G = (%,,P) wheren is a positive integer an® is a probability
measure defined o#,.

In actuality, weshoulddefine a random graph as a graph-valued random
variable, that is, as a measurable mapping from a probabpéce intg4,.
However, the distribution of such a random object is a prdibgimeasure
on%, and is all that is of interest in this paper, so the abuse afiteslogy
in Definition[2.1 serves our purposes.

Example 2.2(Erd6s-Rényi random graphsh simple random graph is the
Erdds-Rényi random graph in the cage- % This is the random graph
G = (%, P) where

PG) =20, Ge%.
[Here and throughout we abbrevid®¢{G}) asP(G); this will cause no
confusion.] More generally, an Erd6s-Rényi random gragph random
graphG(n, p) = (%, P) wherep € [0,1] and

P(G):= pE@I(1-pB-ECI Gew,.
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This means that th¢)) potential edges appear independently of each
other, each with probabilitp.

Example 2.3(Single coin-flip random graphsAnother simple family of
random graphs is one we call teimgle coin-flipfamily. HereG = (¢, P)
wheref < [0,1] and

?] if G=Kp,
P(G):=¢1-6 if G=K,,
0 otherwise.

In the successive subsections we specify our definitiorexigé vertex
andvertex-edgeandom graphs.

2.1. Edge random graph. In this paper, by an edge random graph (abbre-
viated ERG in the sequel) we simply mean a classical Erd&s/Random
graph.

Definition 2.4 (Edge random graph)An edge random grapfis an Erdés-
Rényi random grapls(n, p).

We shall also make use of the following generalization thate vari-
ability in the edge-probabilities.

Definition 2.5 (Generalized edge random graphgt n be a positive integer
and letp : [n] x [n] — [0, 1] be a symmetric function. Thgeneralized edge
random graphG(n,p) is the probability spac&4,, P) with

€E(G) ¢E(0)

In words, to each pair of distinct vertice§ we associate a probability
p(i,j). Independently for each pairj, we add the edgg to the ran-
dom graph with probabilityp(i, j) or we omit the edge with probability
1—p(i, j). Edge random graphs are the special case whéreonstant.

We call the graphs in these two definitions (generalizstjerandom
graphs because all of the randomness inhabits the (pdjesdiges.

The inclusion of ERGs in generalized edge random graphs (&
strict, as the following example shows.

Example 2.6.Letn =3 and takep(1,2) = p(2,1) =1,p(1,3) =p(3,1) =
0, andp(2,3) = p(3,2) = 0. LetG = (¥43,p) (depicted schematically in
Figure[1l). This GERG puts full measure on a single 3-vertaplgrwith
one edge; no ERG does this.
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FIGURE 1. A generalized edge random graph that is not an
edge random graph.

Example 2.7(Stochastic blockmodel random graph#8)stochastic block-
model random graph is a special case of a GERG in which thexset is
partitioned into block®1,B>,...,By. The probability that verticesand |
are adjacent depends only on the blocks in whiahd j reside. Such ran-
dom graphs have been considered, for example, by Soddg@3rgHe also
considers the version where the partitioning is randomstranted by inde-
pendent random choices of a type{ih ..., b} for each vertex; see Example
2.17.)

A simple example is a random bipartite graph defined by paniitg the
vertex set intd3; andB; and takingo(i, j) =0if i, j € By ori, j € By, while
p(i, j) = p (for some giverp) if i € By andj € By or vice versa.

A salient feature of Examplds 2.6 ahd]2.7 is that vertex &btter.
Intuitively, we may expect that if all isomorphic graphs dreated “the
same” by a GERG, then it is an ERG. We proceed to formalizectiniect
intuition.

Definition 2.8 (Isomorphism invariance)Let G = (%,,P) be a random
graph. We say tha6 is isomorphism-invariantf for all G,H € ¥, we
haveP(G) = P(H) whenevelG andH are isomorphic.

For example, edge random graphs and the single coin-fliprargtaphs
of Exampld_2.B are isomorphism-invariant, but the randoaplyrof Exam-
ple[2.6 is not.

Proposition 2.9. Let G be an isomorphism-invariant generalized edge ran-
dom graph. The = G(n, p) for some np. That is,G is an edge random
graph.

Proof. LetG = G(n,p) be a GERG and suppo&eis isomorphism-invariant.
We show that for all vertices+# j andi’ # j’ we havep(i, j) = p(i’, j’).
Clearly, graph$G with ij € G can be paired with graphs withi’j’ € H so
thatG is isomorphic taH and hencd>(G) = P(H) by isomorphism invari-
ance. Summing over these paips$i, j) = p(i’, ). O
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2.2. Vertex random graph. The concept of a vertex random graph (abbre-
viated VRG) is motivated by the idea of a random intersecgi@aph. One
imagines a universg” of geometric objects. A randonr’-graphG € %,

is created by choosing members of¥ independently at randtﬂnsay
S, ..., Sy, and then declaring distinct verticeand j to be adjacent if and
only if §NSj # 0. For example, whetv is the set of real intervals, one
obtains a random interval graph [10, 17] 18].[Ih[[7},/11, 193 takes¥ to
consist of discrete (finite) sets. Random chordal graphseatefined by
selecting random subtrees of a treel [14].

Notice that for these random graphs, all the randomnesalibg struc-
tures attached to the vertices; once these random stradtaxe been as-
signed to the vertices, the edges determined In Definition[2.12 we
generalize the idea of a random intersection graph to otbgex-based
representations of graphs; seel[24].

Definition 2.10 ((X, ¢)-graph) Let n be a positive integerZ™ a set,x =
(X1,...,%n) & function from[n] into 2", and@: 2" x 2" — {0,1} a sym-
metric function. Then théx, @)-graph, denotedG(x, @), is defined to be
the graph with vertex se| such that for all, j € [n] with i # j we have

ijeE ifandonlyif @(x,xj)=1.

Of course, every graps = (V,E) with V = [n] is an (x, ¢)-graph for
some choice of?", x, andg; one need only taketo be the identity function
on .2 :=[n] and define

1 ifijeE
0 otherwise.

@i, j) := 1(i] eE):{

It is also clear that this representation®fas an(x, ¢)-graph is far from
unique. The notion ofx, @)-graph becomes more interesting when one or
more of 2", X, and@ are specified.

Example 2.11(Interval graphs) Take 2" to be the set of all real intervals

and define
1 ifInJ#0
0 otherwise.

03,7 = {

In this case, affix, @)-graph is exactly an interval graph.

If we imbue 2" with a probability measure, then we may samplele-
ments of2" independently at random and build a randomy)-graph. We
call this a vertex random graph (abbreviated VRG).

1of course, some probability distribution must be assodiatih ..
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Definition 2.12 (Vertex random graph)Let n be a positive integef,2", 1)
a probability space, ang : 2" x 2~ — {0,1} a symmetric function. The
vertex random grapks(n, 2", U, @) is the random grapté,, P) with

P(G) 1= /1{G(x, 0)=Glu(dx), Ge%,

wherep (dx) is shorthand for the product integrajdt(dx) = p(dxq) ... pu(dx,)
on 2",

Note thatG(-, @) is a graph-valued random variable defined®ni. The
probability assigned by the vertex random graplGte 4, is simply the
probability that this random variable takes the vaBue

Example 2.13(Random geometric graphdRrandom geometric graphs are
studied extensively in [16]. Such random graphs are crdateghoosingn
i.i.d. (independent and identically distributed) pointsh some probability
distribution onRX. Then, two vertices are joined by an edge exactly when
they lie within a certain distance,of each other.

Expressed in our notation, we g2, d) be a metric space equipped with
a probability measurg and lett > 0 (a threshold). For pointsy € 2
define

p(x,y) = 1{d(x,y) <t}.

That is, two vertices are adjacent exactly when the distheteeen their
corresponding randomly chosen points is sufficiently small

Because the vertices in a vertex random graph are drawn i.i.d. from
(27, 1), itis easy to see that the random graph is isomorphismiavar

Proposition 2.14. Every vertex random graph is isomorphism-invariant.
O

2.3. Vertex-edge random graphs. A generalization both of vertex random
graphs and of edge random graphs arevémtex-edgeandom graphs (ab-
breviated VERGS) of Definitioh 2.16. First we generalize bigfin[2.10
to allow edge probabilities other than 0 and 1.

Definition 2.15 (Random(X, ¢)-graph) Let n be a positive integer?” a
set,Xx = (Xg,...,%n) @ function from[n] into 27, andg: 2" x 2" — [0,1]
a symmetric function. Then th@ndom(x, @)-graph, denotedG(X, ), is
defined to be the random grapti,, ) for which the probability ofc € ¢,
is given by

P(G) ::_ |_I _QO(Xi,Xj)X rl [1—(p(Xi,Xj)].
i<J, I~] <], 1]
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In words, we assign to eacle [n| a deterministically chosen objexte
Z". Then the probability that ~ j is given by ¢(x;,x;) and (since the
assignmenit— x; is deterministic) the existence of each edge is independent
of all others. Notice thaG(x, @) is simply the generalized edge random
graphG(n,p) wherep(i, j) := @(x;, X;) (recall Definition 2.5).

Definition 2.16 (Vertex-edge random graphl.et n be a positive integer,
(Z°, 1) a probability space, ang: 2° x 2" — [0,1] a symmetric function.
Thevertex-edge random grapB(n, 2", 4, @) is the random grapt#,, P)
with

P(G):= [R(G)u(dx)

where the integration notation is as in Definition 2.12 8ads the proba-
bility measure for the randoritx, ¢)-graphG(x, ¢) of Definition[2.15.

In words, a graph irG(n, 2", u, @) is generated like this: First a list
of random elements is drawn i.i.d. frof"; call the listX = (Xq,...,Xy).
Then, conditionally giverX, independently for each pair of distinct ver-
ticesi andj we include the edgg with probability ¢(X;, X|).

It can be showri [9] that every VERG can be constructed witlstaedard
choiceZ” = [0,1] andu = Lebesgue measure. However, other choices are
often convenient in specific situations.

We note in passing that one could generalize the notions d& \dRd
VERG in the same way that edge random graphs (ERGSs) wereaieeer
in Definition[2.5. But while the notion of generalized ERG wakevant to
the definition of a VERG (recall the sentence preceding Défimi2.16),
we neither study nor employ generalized VRGs and VERGs sygaper.

Asymptotic properties (as — o) of random(x, @)-graphs and VERGs
have been studied by several authors: sée [2] and the reéreherein.
VERGs are also important in the theory grfaph limits see for example
[3,14,[13].

Example 2.17(Finite-type VERG) In the special case whefi is finite,

2 =1{1,...,b} say, we thus randomly and independently choose a type
in {1,...,b} for each vertex, with a given distributiom; we can regard
this as a random partition of the vertex set into bloBks .., By (possibly
empty, and with sizes governed by a multinomial distriboitioA VERG

with 2 finite can thus be regarded as a stochastic blockmodel gragph w
multinomial random blocks; cf. Example 2.7. Such finiteeyWfERGs have
been considered by Soderberg![20,/21, 22, 23].

Example 2.18(Random dot product graphdh [12,/15] random graphs are
generated by the following two-step process. Fimstectors (representing
n vertices)vy,...,Vvn are chosen i.i.d. according to some probability distri-
bution onRX. With this choice in place, distinct verticésnd j are made
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adjacent with probability; - vj. All pairs are considered (conditionally)
independently. Care is taken so that the distributiofRbsatisfies

P(Vi -Vj ¢ 10, 1]) =0.

Random dot product graphs are vertex-edge random graphsiit RK
ando(v,w) =v-w.

As with vertex random graphs, all vertices are treated “draes’ in the
construction of a vertex-edge random graph.

Proposition 2.19.Every vertex-edge random graph is isomorphism-invariant.
U

Note that we use the notati@n, 2, u, ¢) for both VRGs and VERGs.
This is entirely justified becausgtakes values in i{0,1} for VRGs and
in [0,1] for VERGs. If perchance the function for a VERG takes only the
values 0 and 1, then the two notions coincide. Hence we hav€lpaof
the following proposition; part (a) is equally obvious.

Proposition 2.20.

(a) Every edge random graph is a vertex-edge random graph.
(b) Every vertex random graph is a vertex-edge random graph. [

However, not all generalized edge random graphs are vedgg-random
graphs; the random graph in Example] 2.6 is a counterexample.

We now ask whether the converses to the statements in Ptiop@ai20
are true.

Example 2.21.The converse to Proposition 2120(a) is false. It is easy to
find examples of VERGSs that aren’t ERGs; to name just one sctesbk

of examples that are even VRGs, considerdom interval graph§lL0,[17]
G(n, 2,4, @) withn>3, 2 andgas in Example2.11, and (foe [n]) the
random interval; corresponding to vertedconstructed apx;, Yi] or [Y;, Xi],
whichever is nonempty, wheb&, Vi, ..., Xn, Yy are i.i.d. uniforn, 1] ran-
dom variables. From an elementary calculation, indeperafen one finds
that the event$l ~ 2} and{1 ~ 3} are not independent.

The main result of this paper (Theoréml4.1; see also thegdrorheo-
rem[4.2) is that the converse to Proposifion 2.20(b) is ats®f The class
of vertex random graphs does not contain the class of vexdee-random
graphs; however, as shown in the next section, every vexge- random
graph can be approximated arbitrarily closely by a vertexioan graph.

An overview of the inclusions of these various categoriggésented in
Figurel2.
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All Random Graphs

VERG
VERG = Vertex-Edge Random Graphs
VRG = Vertex Random Graphs
ERG = Edge Random Graphs

FIGURE 2. Venn diagram of random graph classes. The re-
sults of this paper show that all five regions in the diagram
are nonempty.

3. APPROXIMATION

The goal of this section is to show that every vertex-edgdeangraph
can be closely approximated by a vertex random graph. Ouimmof ap-
proximation is based on total variation distance. (This@ods not impor-
tant. We consider a fixed, and the space of probability measures4n
is a finite-dimensional simplex, and thus compact. Hencecamyinuous
metric on the probability measures @his equivalent to the total variation
distance, and can be used in Theofem 3.3.)

Definition 3.1 (Total variation distance)l.et G, = (%, P1) andGo = (%, P,)
be random graphs amvertices. We define thiotal variation distancée-
tweenG1 andGo» to be

(G162 =5 3 IP(G) ~Ra(G)].

GEY
Total variation distance can be reexpressed in terms of thémum dis-
crepancy of the probability of events.

Proposition 3.2. LetG1 = (%, P1) andG2, = (%,,P2) be random graphs on
n vertices. Then

dTv(Gl,Gz) = max\Pl(B) — Pz(B)‘ O
Theorem 3.3.Let G be a vertex-edge random graph and éet- 0. There
exists a vertex random gragh with dry (G, G) < €.

We use the following simple birthday-problem subaddiyivipper bound.
Let M be a positive integer.



10 BEER, FILL, JANSON, AND SCHEINERMAN

Lemma 3.4. Let A = (Ag,Ay,...,A,) be a random sequence of integers
with each Achosen independently and uniformly frédh]. Then

2
P{A has a repetition< Zn—M O

Proof of Theorerh 313Let G be a vertex-edge random graph mrertices
and lete > 0. LetM be a large positive integer. (We postpone our discussion
of just how large to tak& until needed.)

The vertex-edge random graghcan be writterG = G(n, 2", U, @) for
some set?” and mappingp: 2 x 2" — [0,1].

We construct a vertex random graﬁh: G(n,%,v,) as follows. Let
W =2 x[0,1M x [M]; that is, % is the set of ordered triple&, f,a)
wherex € 2, f € [0,2]M, anda € [M]. We endow? with the product
measure of its factors; that is, we independently piek 2™ according to
u, afunctionf € [0,1]M! uniformly, anda € [M] uniformly. We denote this
measure by.

We denote the components of the vectaz [0, 1M by f(1),..., f(M),
thus regarding as a random function frorfM] into [0, 1]. Note that for a
randomf ¢ [0,1]M, the component§(1),..., f(M) are i.i.d. random num-
bers with a uniforn0, 1] distribution.

Next we defingp. Letyy,y, € % wherey; = (X, fi,&) (fori =1,2). Let

1 ifay < apand@(xy,x) > fi(a),

Ylyr,y2) =91 ifax <agand@(xi,x) > fo(as),
0 otherwise.

Note thatgp maps? x % into {0,1} and is symmetric in its arguments.
ThereforeG is a vertex random graph.

We now show thatiry (G, G) can be made arbitrarily small by taking
sufficiently large.
Let B C ¢4,. Recall that

P(B) = [ Px(B) u(c)
P(B) = [1{G(y.9) € B}v(dy) = P{G(Y.¢) < B},

where in the last expression theandom variables comprising= (Y, ..., Yn)
are independently chosen fra, each according to the distribution

As eachy; is of the form(X;,F,A)) we break up the integral fd?(B)
based on whether or not tlaevalues of theY's are repetition free and apply
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Lemmd3.4:
P(B) = Pr{G(Y, @) € B| A is repetition fre¢ Pr{A is repetition fre¢

+Pr{G(Y, ) € B| A is not repetition fregPr{A is not repetition freg¢

=Pr{G(Y, @) € B| Ais repetition fre¢ +
1)

where|d| < n?/(2M).
Now, for any repetition-frea, the eventqi ~ jin G(Y, @)} are condi-
tionally independent giveK and giverA = a, with

Prfi ~ i G(Y. @) | X, A —a} — {Pr{qom,xj) > Fifay) | X.Xj} if & <ay
Po(X, X)) = Fj(a) [ X, X;} if aj <a
= (X, X;).
Thus, for any repetition-frea,
P{G(Y,p) €B| X, A=a}

equals

O(Xi, X)) x 1—- (X, X)) > = P«(B).
b ISR Rt

Removing the conditioning oK andA, (1) thus implies
P(B) = P(B)+9,

and so|P(B) — P(B)| < n2/M for all B C %,. Equivalently,dry(G,G)
n?/M. Thus we need only choosé > n?/¢.

LI IA

4. NOT ALL VERTEX-EDGE RANDOM GRAPHS ARE VERTEX RANDOM
GRAPHS

In Sectior 8 (Theorein_3.3) it was shown that every vertexeedgdom
graph can be approximated arbitrarily closely by a vertexdoan graph.
This naturally raises the question of whether every veedge random
graphis a vertex random graph. We originally believed that some- suit
able ‘M = « modification” of the proof of Theorefin_3.3 would provide a
positive answer, but in fact the answer is no:

Theorem 4.1.Not all vertex-edge random graphs are vertex random graphs.

This theorem is an immediate corollary of the following msttonger
result. We say that an ERG(n, p) is nontrivial whenp ¢ {0, 1}.
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Theorem 4.2.1f n > 4, no nontrivial Erdbs-Renyi random graph is a vertex
random graph. In fact, an ER&(n, p) with n> 4 is represented as a
vertex-edge random grapB(n, 2", 4, @) if and only if ¢(x,y) = p for u-
almost every x and y.

The “if” part of Theoremi 4.2 is trivial (for any value o), since@(x,y) =
p clearly gives a representation (which we shall calldheonicalrepresen-
tation) of an ERG as a VERG.

We establish two lemmas before proceeding to the proof afitimrivial
“only if” part of Theoren4.2. To set up for the first lemma, whielates an
expected subgraph count to the spectral decompositionertairc integral
operator, consider any particular representa@n, 2", 4, ¢) of a VERG.
Let T be the integral operator with kernglon the spac& (2", u) of u-
integrable functions or#":

(TY(x) = / (x,Y)g(y) p(dy) = E[@(x,X)g(X)] 2)

where E denotes expectation axdhas distributiornu. Sinceg is bounded
and symmetric ang is a finite measurd, is a self-adjoint Hilbert—Schmidt
operator. Let the finite or infinite sequentg A,, ... denote its eigenvalues
(with repetitions if any); note that these are all real. Nal®o that in the
special cas@(x,y) = p giving the canonical representation of an ERG, we
haveA; = pandA; =0 fori > 2.

Let Ny, 3 < k < n, be the number of rootektcycles inG(n, 2", U, @),
where a (not necessarily induced) rooted cycle is a cycle avdesignated
start vertex (the root) and a start direction. In the follogvive writenX :=
n(n—1)---(n—k+ 1) for thekth falling factorial power of.

Lemma4.3.In a VERG, with the preceding notation, 8K k < n we have
ENg = nkS AKX
IZ |
Proof. A rootedk-cycle is given by a sequencelodlistinct verticevs, . . ., Wk
with edgesyivi.1 (i=1,...,k— 1) andwVvs. Thus, with Tr denoting trace,
ENk = n“E[(X1, X2) 9(X2, X3) - - (X X))
=0 [ | 000 )@0 ) @0 X) B () (X0
kTrTK _ (K k
=TT =n"Y A O
IE i

In the special cas@(x,y) = p of the canonical representation of an ERG,
Lemmd4.8 reduces to

ENy = nkp¥, 3)
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which is otherwise clear for an ERG. By combining Lenima 4.8 &), we
find that foranyrepresentation of an ERG(n, p) asa VERGS(n, 2", U, @),
we have

SA=pS  3<k<n @)
|
We now proceed to our second lemma.
Lemma 4.4.
(a) For any VERGG(n, 2", 1, @) with n> 3, we have the positive de-
pendence

Pr{l1~2 and 1~ 3} > (Pr{1~2})?, (5)

with equality if and only if the constant functidns an eigenfunc-
tion of T with eigenvalu@r{1 ~ 2}.

(b) For anyrepresentatios(n, 2", U, @) of an ERGG(n, p) as a VERG,
the constant functiofi is an eigenfunction of T with eigenvalue p.

Proof. (a) We calculate
P{l~2 and 1~ 3}

_ ///(p(xl,xz)(p(xl,X3)u(dxs)ll(dxz)ﬂ(dxl)
= [|Jeverom@o)| | [o0 x| nax

- / [ / <p<xl,X2>u<de>ru<dxl>

> [ [ [o00.%0) utax) u(dxﬁ] 1~ 2}

by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, with equality if and ahly@(x1,x2) p(dx) =
Pr{1 ~ 2} for u-almost everyx, i.e., if and only if 1 is an eigenfunction
with eigenvalue Ryl ~ 2}.

(b) This is immediate from part (a), since we have equalit@@nfor an
ERG. O

Equipped with Lemmds 4.3 ahd 4.4, it is now easy to prove Tda@k.2.

Proof of Theorerh 4l12Let n > 4, and consider any representation of an
ERG G(n,p) as a VERGG(n, 2", 4, @). Choosek =4 in (4) and recall
that the eigenvaluek are all real. By Lemmb_4.4(b), one of the eigenval-
ues, say\1, equalsp, with corresponding eigenfunction 1; henke= 0 for

i > 2 and sop(x,y) = p for pu-almost everyx andy. This establishes the
“only if” assertion in Theoreni 412; as already noted, thé &§sertion is
trivial. U
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Consider an ERG5(n, p). If n> 4, Theoreni 4J2 shows th&(n, p) is
never a VRG ifp ¢ {0,1}. Curiously, however, ever§(n, p) withn < 3is
a VRG,; in fact, the following stronger result is true.

Theorem 4.5. Every vertex-edge random graph witkd3 is a vertex ran-
dom graph.

Proof. We seek to represent the given VER&n, 2,4, ) as a VRG
G(n, % ,v,y), with ¢ taking values in{0,1}. Forn =1 there is noth-
ing to prove. Fom = 2, the only random graphs of any kind are ERGs
G(n,p); one easily checks thav = {0,1}, v(1) = ,/p=1-v(0), and
W(y1,y2) = 1(y1 =Yz = 1) represent§(n, p) as a VRG.

Suppose now that= 3. The given VERG can be described as choosing
X1, X2, Xz i.i.d. from u and, independently, three independent unifi@;rh)
random variablebl12,U13,U»3, and then including each edgeif and only
if the correspondingy;; satisfiedJ;j < (X, Xj). According to Lemm& 416
to follow, we can obtain suchijj’s by choosing independent unifof@1)
random variablesl;,U,, Uz and settindJj; :=U; ®Uj, whered denotes ad-
dition modulo 1. It follows that the given VERG is also the VIBE3, %, v, ),
where? := 2" x [0,1), v is the product ofu and the unifornf0, 1) distri-
bution, and, withy; = (X, u;),

P(y1,y2) = Lur @ uz < @(X1,%2)). (6)
O

Lemma 4.6. If U1,U;, U3 are independent unifori@, 1) random variables,
then so are Yp Uy, U1 © U3z, U, d U3z, whered denotes addition modulh

Proof. The following proof seems to be appreciably simpler thanange-
of-variables proof. For other proofs, see Remark 4.8 beldwet J :=
{0,...,k—1}. First check that, fok odd, the mapping

(21,22, 8) = (1 + 22,11+ 23,22+ 73),
from J x J x Jinto J x J x J, with addition here moduld, is bijective.
Equivalently, ifU1,U,,Us are iid uniformj0, 1), then the joint distribution
of

Zip(k) = |kUi]+ kU],
213(k) = |_kU1J + |_kU3J,
Zy3(k) = |kUz] + |kUs]

is the same as that of

[kU1[, [KUz], [kUs].
Dividing by k and lettingk — o through odd values d gives the desired
result. O
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Remark 4.7. Theoreni 4.6 has an extension to hypergraphs. Define a VERHG
(vertex-edge random hypergraph) on the vertigks. . ,n} in similar fash-
ion to VERGSs, except that now each of theossible hyperedges joins a
subset of vertices of size— 1. Define a VRHG (vertex random hypergraph)
similarly. Then VERHGs and VRHGs are the same, for each fixethe
key to the proof is the observation (extending the ¢ase3 of Lemmd 4.6)
that ifUq,Uo, ..U are i.i.d. uniforn0, 1), then the same is true (modulo 1)
of S—U1,S—Uo,...,S—Uy, whereS:=U1+U>+---4+Up. The observation
can be established as in the proof of Lenimé& 4.6, now by dotegén arith-
metic modulok, wheren — 1 andk are relatively prime, and passing to the
limitask — oo through such values. [For example, considlerm(n—1) 41
and letm — co.]

Remark 4.8. Consider again Lemnia 4.6 and its extension in Rerhatk 4.7.
Let T = R/Z denote the circle. We have shown that the mappirg Au
preserves the uniform distribution o', where for example in the case

n = 3 the matrixA is given by
110
1 01]|.
011

More generally, the mapping— Au preserves the uniform distribution on
T" whenevelA is a nonsingulan x n matrix of integers. Indeed, theh:
R" — R"is surjective, sé\: T" — T"is surjective; and any homomorphism
of a compact group (hef®") onto a compact group (here alg8) preserves
the uniform distribution, i.e., the (normalized) Haar maas (This follows,
e.g., because the image measure is translation invarieims)preservation
can also be seen by Fourier analysis: For the i.i.d. unifoettor U =
(Uy,...,Un) and any integer vectdr = (k,...,kn) # 0,

Eexp2mik - AU) = Eexg2riATk -U) = 0
becausé\Tk # 0.

Remark 4.9. In this remark we (a) give a spectral characterization of all
representations of a three-vertex ERBE3, p) as a VERGG(3, 2", U, )
and (b) briefly discuss the spectral decomposition of thelitawh modulo

1” kernel specified by (6) whe@(x1,x2) = p.

(a) Consider a VERG(3, 27, U, ) representing an ERG(3, p). Re-
calling from Lemma 4.4(b) thab is an eigenvalue (say; = p) with con-
stant eigenfunction 1, one readily computes that the erdectimber of
rooted cycles on three vertices igaf’ — 6p° [this is Lemmd 4.3 and(3),
recalling thain = 3] and similarly that the expected number of rooted edges
is 6A1 = 6p and the expected number of rooted paths on three vertices is

A—
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i;AF = 0. 7)

Conversely, suppose that a VER&3, 2", U, @) has eigenvalud, = p
with corresponding eigenfunction 1, and tHat (7) holds. iTthe expected
counts of rooted edges, rooted 3-paths, and rooted 3-cgtilagree with
those for an ER@& (3, p). Since these three expected counts are easily seen
to characterize any isomorphism-invariant random graplklehon three
vertices, the VERG represents the EBG3, p).

Summarizing, we see that a VER&(3, 2", U, @) represent&(3, p) if
and only ifA; = p with eigenfunction 1 and {7) holds.

In particular, one can take to be the uniform distribution o2” = [0, 1)
and

6AZ = 6p%. So

(p(X]_,Xz) = g(X]_@Xz), X1,X2 € [O, 1),
for anyg > 0 satisfying[g(x)dx= p. It follows by Lemmd4.b that then
G(3, 2, u,p) =G(3,p). Alternatively, we can verify[(7) by Fourier anal-
ysis as follows.
Let g (x) = €™, Then

1 1
(Ta)(X) = /0 g(xay)e(y)dy= /O gy)e(y—x)dy=9g(-kje k(x),  keZ.

For k = 0, this says again tha = 1 is an eigenfunction with eigenvalue
9(0) = p. Fork > 1, sinceg(k) = §(—Kk), it follows that if cy := §(K) /|§(K)|
(with a := 1 if this expression would give/@), thenwex +e_k are eigen-
functions with eigenvalues-|g(k)|. Since{ec} is an orthonormal basis,
these eigenfunctions span a dense subspaté[@fl), so we have found
all eigenvalues, vizA\; = pand+|§(k)|, k=1,2,..., and [T) follows.

(b) The choicgyg(x) = 1(x < p) in (a) was used ai{6) (when the VERG
in question there is an ERG). In this case,

p . 1— e—ZTTikp
A _ —271kx _
9k _/0 & T dx= "ok

and the multiset of eigenvalues can be listed as (changmgumbering)
{Ajj € Z}, where

1—e2mjp in( 7T .
A {| an | _ |sm(nT?p)|’ J £0,
P, ]=0.

5. OPEN PROBLEMS

Calla VERGG(n, 2", U, @) binaryif Pr{@(X1,X2) € {0,1}} = 1 where
X1 andX; are independent draws fromm Sinceu-null sets do not matter,
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this amounts to saying thgtgives a representation of the random graph as
a VRG. We will make use of the observation that
@is binary if and only if B@(Xg,X2)(1— @(X1,X2))] =0. (8)

In Theoreni 4.6 we have seen that every VERG with 3 is a VRG, but
what is the situation when> 47

Open Problem 5.1.1s there any VRG with i 4 that also has a non-binary
VERG representation?

Theorem[4.R rules out constant-valued non-binary VERGesprta-
tions ¢, and the main goal now is to see what other VERGs we can rule
out as VRGs. In the following propositioX; andX, (respectivelyy; and
Y,) are independent draws from(respectivelyy).

Proposition 5.2. If a VRGG(n, %, v, ) has a representation as a VERG
G(n, 2", U, @), thengis binary if and only ifE 2(Y1,Y2) = E@?(Xy, X2).

Proof. BecauseG(n, %, v, ) andG(n, 2", 4, @) represent the same ran-
dom graph, we have

EW(YLYZ) = Pr{l ~ 2} = EQO(X]_,XZ)
Thus, by [(8),p is binary if and only if

0=E[W(Y1,Y2)(1— (Y1, Y2))] = EY(Y1,Y2) —EQ?(Y1,Y2)
agrees with

E[@(X]_,XZ)(l— ¢(X17X2))] = E‘//(YLYZ) - EQUZ(X]_,XZ),
i.e., if and only if E? (Y, Y2) = E@?(Xg, X2). O

The expression B>(X1, Xp) is the squared Hilbert—Schmidt norm of the
operatorT defined at[(R) and equals the SlZ'n/\iZ of squared eigenvalues.
So the proposition has the following corollary.

Corollary 5.3. If a VRGG(n, % ,v, ) has a representation as a VERG
G(n, 2, u, ), and if the respective multisets of nonzero squared eidgenva
ues of the integral operators associated wjittand ¢ are the same, the@

is binary. O

Open Problem 5.4.1s there any VERG with & 4 having two representa-
tions with distinct multisets of nonzero squared eigerestu

By Corollary[5.3, a positive answer to Open Problem 5.1 wamlply a
positive answer to Open Problém5.4.

Our next result, Propositidn 5.5, goes a step beyond Thed2znWe say
thatgis of rankr when the corresponding integral operaldr (2) has exactly
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nonzero eigenvalues. F@rto be of rank at most 1 it is equivalent that there
exists 0< g < 1 (u-a.e.) such that (fo-almost every; andxy)

(X1, %2) = 9(X1)9(%2)- (9)

Proposition 5.5. For n > 6, no non-binary VERG (n, 27, U, @) with @ of
rank at mostlL is a VRG.

Proof. Of course@ cannot be both non-binary and of rank 0. By Corol-
lary[5.3 it suffices to show, as we will, thatyVERG-representatio®(n, %, v, )
of a VERGG(n, 27, U, @) with n > 6 andg of rank 1 must have the same
single nonzero eigenvalue (without multiplicity). Indeedpressp as atl(9)
and letA1,A,... denote the eigenvalues corresponding/to By equat-
ing the two expressions for ¥ obtained by applying Lemnia 4.3 both to
G(n, 2, u, @) and toG(n, Z, v, ), we find, withc := E @?(Xy, Xp) > 0 for
shorthand,

ZA#:&, 3<k<n. (10)

|

Applying (I0) withk = 4 andk = 6, it follows from Lemmd5.6 to follow
(with bj := A* andt = 3/2) thaty is of rank 1, with nonzero eigenvale
O

The following lemma, used in the proof of Propositionl 5.5qiste ele-
mentary.

Lemma 5.6. If b, bp,... form a finite or infinite sequence of nonnegative
numbers and € (1,), then

t
bi > bt7
(30) >34
with strict inequality if more than ong s positive.

Proof. The lemma follows readily in general from the special castwvof
bs, b; andb,. Since the case thég = O is trivial, we may suppose that
b1 > 0. Fix such &, and consider the function

f(bp) := (by +bp)' — b} — b}
of b, > 0. Thenf(0) =0and
f'(bp) =t[(by+bp)' "t —bh Y > 0.
The result follows. O

With the hypothesis of Propositidn 5.5 strengthened te 8, we can
generalize that proposition substantially as follows.

Proposition 5.7. For 1 <r < o and n> 4(r + 1), no non-binary VERG
G(n, 2", U, ) with @ of rank at most r is a VRG.



ON VERTEX, EDGE, AND VERTEX-EDGE RANDOM GRAPHS 19

It suffices to considerp of rank r exactly. The strategy for proving
Propositior{ 5.7 is essentially the same as for Propoditi&in Bnder the
stated conditions on andr, we will show thatany VERG-representation
G(n,%,v,y) of a VERGG(n, 2", u, @) with ¢ of rankr must have the
same finite multiset of nonzero squared eigenvalues; aifit of Corol-
lary[5.3 then completes the proof. The following two staddsymmetric-
function lemmas are the basic tools we need; for completemesinclude
their proofs.

Lemma 5.8. Consider two summable sequencesg, ... and by, by, ... of
strictly positive numbers; each sequence may have eithigg bn infinite
length. Forl < k < o, define the elementary symmetric functions

Si= Y Ay, W= Y bbby (11)

i1<ip<---<lig j1<j2< <]k

Foranyl <K <o, if 3;ak = 3;b% for k=1,2,...,K, then(a) s = t
fork=1,2,...,K and(b) the sequenca has length> K if and only if the
sequencé does.

Proof. Clearly all the sumg ak, 5 b¥, s, t are finite, for any > 1. Using
inclusion—exclusion, eact can be expressed as a finite linear combination
of finite products ofy;a', ;a2 ...y;a (This is true when all indices

for g; are restricted to a finite range, and so also without suchtaatasn,

by passage to a limit.) Eadhcan be expressed in just the same way, with
the sumsy | b?‘ substituting for the respective surfisa". The assertion (a)
then follows; and since the sequersdeas length> K if and only if sx > O,

and similarly forb, assertion (b) also follows. O

Lemmab5.9.Letl <K <o, andleta,...,ax and by,...,bx be numbers.
If the sums sand § defined af{ll) satisfy g =t fork=1,...,K, then the
multisets{ay, ...,ak} and{b;,... bk} are equal.

Proof. We remark that the numbeag andby need not be positive, and may
even be complex. The result is obvious from the identity

(z—a1) - (z—ak) =X -5 1+ X %+ + (D)K. O

Proof of Proposition 517 Consider a VERGs(n, 27, i, @) with ¢ of rankr,
and letM = {AZ A2, ... A2} be its multiset of nonzero squared eigenvalues.
Suppose that the same random graph can also be represetitedvd&=RG
G(n, %, v, ), and let the finite or infinite multised := {AZ,A2,...} be
the multiset of nonzero squared eigenvaluesyiorAs discussed immedi-
ately following the statement of the proposition, it sufice show that the
multisetsM andM are equal.
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Leta; := A% andb; := }~\j4. Applying Lemmd4.B wittk =4,8,...,4(r +
1), we see that the hypotheses of Lenima 5.8 are satisfidd for and for

K =r+1. ThereforeM has sizer and the sumd{11) satist = t, for
k=1,2,...,r. By LemmgJ5.D, the two multisets are equal. O
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