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SANDWICHING BIREGULAR RANDOM GRAPHS

TEREZA KLIMOSOVA, CHRISTIAN REIHER, ANDRZEJ RUCINSKI, AND MATAS SILEIKIS

ABSTRACT. Let G(n1,n2,m) be a uniformly random m-edge subgraph of the complete
bipartite graph Kn, n, with bipartition (V1,V2), where n; = |V;]. Given a real number
p € [0,1] such that di := pn2 and d2 := pni are integers, let R(n1,n2,p) be a random
subgraph of Ky, n, such that every v € V; has degree d;, for ¢ = 1,2. In this paper we de-
termine sufficient conditions on n1,n2, p, and m under which one can embed G(n1, n2, m)

into R(n1,n2,p) and vice versa with probability tending to 1. In particular, in the bal-
anced case n1 = nga, we show that if p > logn/n and 1 —p > (log n/n)1/4, then for some
m ~ pn?, asymptotically almost surely one can embed G(ni,n2,m) into R(n1,ns2,p),

while for p > (log3 n/n)1/4 and 1 — p > logn/n we have the opposite embedding.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. History and motivation. The Sandwich Conjecture of Kim and Vu [7] claims that if
d > log n, then for some sequences p1 = p1(n) ~ d/n and ps = pa(n) ~ d/n there is a joint
distribution of a random d-regular graph R(n,d) and two binomial random graphs G(n,p1)
and G(n, p2) such that with probability tending to 1

G(n,p1) CR(n,d) C G(n,p2).

If true, the Sandwich Conjecture would essentially reduce the study of any monotone graph
property of the random graph R(n, d) in the regime d >> logn to the more manageable graph
G(n,p).

For logn < d < n'/3(logn)~2, Kim and Vu proved the embedding G(n,p;) C R(n,d)
as well as an imperfect embedding R(n,d) \ H C G(n,p2), where H is some pretty sparse
subgraph of R(n,d). In [4] the lower embedding was extended to d < n (and, in fact, to
uniform hypergraph counterparts of the models G(n,p) and R(n,d)). Recently Gao, Isaev
and McKay [5] came up with a result which confirms the conjecture for d > n/+/logn ([5] is
the first paper that gives the embedding R(n,d) C G(n,p2) for any range of d).

Initially motivated by a paper of Perarnau and Petridis [11] (see Section 8), we consider
sandwiching for bipartite graphs, in which the natural counterparts of G(n,p) and R(n, d)
are random subgraphs of the complete bipartite graph K, ,, rather than of K,.

1.2. New Results. We consider three models of random subgraphs of K, ,,, the com-
plete bipartite graph with bipartition (V4,V2) where |V1| = nq,|Va| = n2. Given an integer
m € [0,n1n2], let G(n1,n2, m) be an m-edge subgraph of K, ,, chosen uniformly at ran-
dom (the bipartite Erdés—Rényi model). Given a number p € [0,1], let G(n1,n2,p) be the
binomial bipartite random graph where each edge of K,,, ,, is included independently with
probability p. Note that in the latter model, pns_; is the expected degree of each vertex in
Vi, i =1,2. If, in addition,

dy = png and ds = pny

are integers (we shall always make this implicit assumption), we let R(n1,n2,p) be the class
of subgraphs of K, n, such that every v € V; has degree d;, for ¢« = 1,2 (it is an easy
exercise to show that R(n1,ne,p) is non-empty — see Proposition 21(ii) in the Section 7).
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We call such graphs p-biregular. Let R(ni,n2,p) be a random graph chosen uniformly from
R(n1,na, p).

In this paper we establish an embedding of G(ny,ng2,m) into R(ny,ne,p). This easily
implies an embedding of G(ni,ns,p) into R(ny,na,p). Moreover, by taking complements,
our result translates immediately to the opposite embedding of R(n1, ne, p) into G(n1,ne, m)
(and thus into G(ni,n2,p)). This idea was first used in [5] to prove R(n,p) C G(n,p)
for p > \/b#—gn. We prove a corresponding embedding for balanced bipartite graphs for
P> (10g3 n/n)1/4.

The proof is far from a straightforward adaptation of the proof in [4]. The common
aspect shared by the proofs is that if we reveal edges of R(nq,ne,p) in a random order,
we obtain a graph process which is, for most of the time, similar to the basic Erd6s—Rényi
process which generates G(ny,na, m). The rest of the current proof is different in that it
avoids using the configuration model. Instead we focus on showing that both R(n,nq,p)
and a random subgraph of R(n1,ng, p) are pseudorandom. We achieve this by applying the
switching method (when min {p,1 — p} is small) and otherwise via asymptotic enumeration
of bipartite graphs with a given degree sequence proved in [2] (see Theorem 5).

In addition, for p > 0.49, we rely on a non-probabilistic result about existence of alternat-
ing cycles in 2-edge-colored pseudorandom graphs (Lemma 19), which might be of separate
interest.

Throughout the paper we assume that the underlying complete bipartite graph K, n,
grows on both sides, that is min{n;,na} — oo, and any parameters (e.g., p, m), events,
random variables, etc, are allowed to depend on (n1,n2). In most cases we will make the de-
pendence on (n1, ne) implicit, with all limits and asymptotic notation like O, §2, ~ considered
with respect to min{ni,na} — co. We say that an event & = £(n1,n2) holds asymptotically
almost surely (a.a.s.) if P(€) — 1.

Our main results are Theorem 2 below and its immediate Corollary 3. For a gentle start
we first state an abridged version of both in the case n; = ns = n. Note that pn? is the
number of edges in R(n, n, p).

1/4
Theorem 1. If p > 10% and 1 —p > (10%) , then for some m ~ pn? there is a joint
distribution of random graphs G(n,n,m) and R(n,n,p) such that

G(n,n,m) C R(n,n,p) a.a.s. (1)

1/4
If p> @ and 1 —p> 105", then for some m ~ pn? there is a joint distribution of

random graphs G(n,n,m) and R(n,n,p) such that
R(n,n,p) C G(n,n,m) a.a.s. (2)

Moreover, in both inclusions, one can replace G(n,n,m) by the binomial random graph
G(n,n,p’), for some p' ~ p.

The condition p > (logn)/n is necessary for (1) to hold with m ~ pn? (see Remark 25),
since otherwise the maximum degree of G(n,n,m) is no longer pn(1 + o(1)) a.a.s. We guess
that the maximum degree is, vaguely speaking, the only obstacle for embedding G(n,n, m)
(or G(n,n,p")) into R(n1,nz,p), see Conjecture 1 in Section 9.

We further write N := nins, ¢ := 1 —p, #:= min {ny,n2}, p := min{p, ¢}, and let

-1 -1
ning +n; n2

1, p<
I:=1(ny,ne,p) = logN_ 3
oD =g s g, g

Note that I = 0 entails that the vertex classes are rather balanced: the ratio of their sizes
cannot exceed %log N. Also, I = 0 implies that p > 4/log N.

Theorem 2. For every constant C > 0 there is a constant C* such that whenever the
parameter p € [0,1] satisfies

g > 680 (3(C + 4)a " log N)*/* (4)
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and

c* (p211+ ,/ﬁé—ﬁN), p < 0.49

1>~:= 1/4 . (5)
cr <q3/2]I+ (#) +1,/228 log 10§N> . p> 049,
there is, for m = [(1 — v)pN|, a joint distribution of random graphs G(ni,nz,m) and
R(ny,n2,p) such that
P (G(n1,n2,m) C R(ny,n2,p)) =1 —O(N~C). (6)

If, in addition v < 1/2, then for p' := (1 — 2v)p, there is a joint distribution of G(ni,n2,p’)
and R(n1,ne,p) such that

P (G(m, n2ap/) - R(n17n27p)) =1- O(N_C)- (7)

The constant C* will be made explicit in Section 3.2 (see (36)). By inflating C*, the
constant 0.49 in (5) can be replaced by any constant smaller than 1/2. It can be shown (see

Remark 26 in Section 9) that if p < 1/4 and v = © (, ) los ), then v has optimal order

pn
of magnitude. For more remarks about the conditions of Theorem 2 and the role of the
indicator I, see Section 9.

By taking the complements of R(nj,ng,p) and G(ny,na, m) and swapping p and ¢, we
immediately obtain the following consequence of Theorem 2 which provides the opposite
embedding.

Corollary 3. For every constant C' > 0 there is a constant C* such that whenever the
parameter p € [0,1] satisfies

p > 680 (3(C + 1) log N)'/* (8)
and ,
1/4 N
C* (p3/2]l—|— (logTN) + 14/ logTN log 10”N> , p < 0.51,
1>7:= 3 ¢ 9)
cr (qQJH —bfﬁN) ; p>0.51,

there is, for m = |(p + J9)N|, a joint distribution of random graphs G(ni,ne,m) and
R(n1,n2,p) such that

P (R(n1,n2,p) € G(ni,no,m)) =1—O(N~C). (10)

If, in addition, ¥ < 1/2, then for p"” := (p+25q)N there is joint distribution of G(ni,na,p")
and R(n1,ne,p) such that

P (R(nlu n27p) c G(nlu n27p”)) =1- O(N*C) (11)
Proof. The assumptions of Corollary 3 yield the assumptions of Theorem 2 with v = 4 and
with p and ¢ swapped. Note also that

m=[(1-%)gN]=[N—-pN—-3gN]=N - [(p+75¢)N] =N —m.

Thus, by Theorem 2, with probability 1 — O(N~%) we have G(n,ne, N —m) C R(ny, n2, q),
which, by taking complements, translates into (10). Similarly

p'=(1-27)gN=N—(p+2y9N =N —p"N.
Thus, by Theorem 2, with probability 1—O(N~¢) we have G(ny,n2, N—p”N) C R(n, n2, q),
which, by taking complements yields embedding (11). O

Proof of Theorem 1. We apply Theorem 2 and Corollary 3 with C' = 1 and the correspond-
ing C*. Note that for ny = ny = n, the ratio in (3) equals 4/log N = 2/logn, so

I=1 ifandonlyif p<2/logn. (12)

1/4
To prove (1), assume p > logn/n and q¢ > (105"> and apply Theorem 2. Note that

n

condition (4) holds and it is straightforward to check that, regardless of whether p < 0.49
or p > 0.49, v — 0. In particular, v < 1/2. We conclude that, indeed, embedding (1) holds
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Theorem 2 (1.2, 3.2)

e f

Claim 7 (3.2,7)  Lemma 6 (3.1, 4.2)

f

Lemma 8 (4.1, 4.3)

7 ™~

Lemma 9 (4.1, 5.3) Lemma 10 (4.1, 6.4) < Proposition 4 (2.2)
/ \
Lemma 16 (6.1) Lemma 19 (6.3)
/ \
Lemma 13 (5.2) Theorem 11 (6.1, [13]) Lemma 12 (5.2) LemmaT18 (6.3)
LemmaTll (5.1) LemmaTN (6.2)

f

Theorem 5 (2.4, [2])

F1GURE 1. The structure of the proof of Theorem 2. An arrow from state-
ment A to statement B means that A is used in the proof of B. The numbers
in the brackets point to the section where a statement is stated and where
it is proved (unless the proof follows the statement immediately); external
results have instead an article reference in square brackets.

with m = [(1 —v)pN| ~ pn? and (1) still holds if we replace G(n,n,m) by G(n,n,p’) with
Pr=0=2)p~p »
For (2) we assume that p > (@) and g > l(’% and apply Corollary 3. Note that

condition (8) holds. It is routine to check, taking into account (12), that ¥ < 1/2 and,
moreover, 7q = o(p). We conclude that (2) holds with m = | (p+7¢)N| ~ Np = n?p and (2)
still holds if G(n,n,m) is replaced by G(n,n,p’) with p’ = p + 23q ~ p. O

1.3. Organization. In Section 2 we introduce notation and tools used throughout the paper:
the switching technique, probabilistic inequalities, and an enumeration result for bipartite
graphs with a given degree sequence. In Section 3 we state a crucial Lemma 6 and show how
it implies Theorem 2.

In Section 4 we give a proof of Lemma 6 based on two technical lemmas, one about
concentration of a degree related parameter (Lemma 9), the other (Lemma 10) facilitating the
switching technique used in the proof of Lemma 6. Lemma 9 is proved in Section 5, after we
give some auxiliary results establishing concentration of degrees and co-degrees in R(ny, na, p)
and its conditional versions. In Section 6, we give the proof of Lemma 10, preceded by a
purely deterministic result about alternating cycles in 2-edge-colored pseudorandom graphs.
A flowchart of results ultimately leading to the proof of Theorem 2 is presented in Figure 1.

Section 8 contains an application of our main Theorem 2, which was part of the motivation
for our research. In Section 9 we present some concluding remarks and our version of the
(bipartite) sandwiching conjecture. We defer some technical but straightforward results and
their proofs to Section 7.

2. PRELIMINARIES
2.1. Notation. Recall that
di = png and ds = pny



SANDWICHING BIREGULAR RANDOM GRAPHS 5

are the degrees of vertices in a p-biregular graph, and thus, the number of edges in any
p-biregular graph H € R(ni,na,p) is
M :=pN where N =nins.

Throughout the proofs we also use shorthand notation

¢g=1—p, p=min{p,q}, n=min{ny,ne}, (13)

and [n] :={1,...,n}. All logarithms appearing in this paper are natural.
We denote a set of neighbors of a vertex v in a graph G by I'¢(v).

2.2. Switchings. The switching technique is used to compare the size of two classes of
graphs, say R and R’, by defining an auxiliary bipartite graph B := B(R,R’), in which
two graphs H € R, H' € R’ are connected by an edge whenever H can be transformed into
H'’ by some operation (a forward switching) that, typically, alters (deletes and/or creates) a
small number of edges of H. By counting the number of edges of B(R,R’) in two ways we

see that
Z degp(H) = Z degp(H'), (14)
HeR H'eR/

which easily implies that
minH/GR/ degB(H’) |R| MmaxygreR’ degB(H’)

maxger degg(H) ~ |R/| = minger degg(H) (15)
The reverse operation mapping H' € R’ to its neighbors in graph B, is called a backward
switching. Usually one defines the forward switching in such a way that the backward
switching can be easily described.
All switchings used in this paper follow the same pattern. For a fixed graph G C K
(possibly empty), where K := K, n,, the families R, R’ will be subsets of

Ra:={H € R(n1,n9,p): G C H}. (16)

Every H € R will be interpreted as a blue-red coloring of the edges of K\ G: those in H\ G
will be dubbed blue and those in K\ H — red. Given H € R, consider a subset S of the
edges of K \ G in which for every vertex v € V3 U V4 the blue degree equals the red degree,
Le., deg g\ ayns (v) = deg g\ m)ns(v). Then switching the colours within S produces another
graph H' € R¢. Formally, E(H') is the symmetric difference E(H)AS. In each application
of the switching technique we will restrict the choices of S to make sure that H' € R'.

As an elementary illustration of this technique, which nevertheless turns out to be critically
useful in Section 6, we prove here the following result. A cycle in K \ G is alternating if it
is a union of a blue matching and a red matching. Note that the definition depends on H.
We will omit mentioning this dependence, as H will be always clear from the context. Given
e€ K\ G, set

RG@ :Z{HERgt€€H} and RGﬁe::{HERGz€§H}. (17)
Proposition 4. Let a graph G C K be such that Rg # 0 and let e € K \ G. Assume that

for some number D > 0 and every H € R¢g the edge e is contained in an alternating cycle

of length at most 2D. Then Rg,-e # 0, Rg.e # 0, and

1 < |RG7ﬂe|

< NP 1.
NP —17 |Rgel ~

Proof. Let B be a bipartite graph with vertex classes Rg,. and Rq,-e, where an edge joins
H to H' whenever H' is obtained from H by choosing an alternating cycle S containing e
and the switching the colors of edges within S. Note that by the assumption, the minimum
degree §(B) > 1.

Since Rg = Ra,e URG,—e # 0, one of the classes Rg,e and R, - is non-empty and, in
view of §(B) > 1, the other one is non-empty as well. Further, the number of cycles of length

2{¢ containing e is, crudely, at most nlflng*l = N*! hence the maximum degree is

AB)<N+N?4...+ NP-1 < NP _1.
Thus, by (15), we obtain the claimed bounds. O
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2.3. Probabilistic inequalities. We first state a few basic concentration inequalities that
we apply in our proofs. For a sum X of independent Bernoulli (not necessarily identically
distributed) random variables, writing © = E X, we have by [6, Theorem 2.8 and equations
(2.5),(2.6), and (2.11)] that

t2
> < - >

P(X_u+t)_exp{ 2(M+t/3)}7 t >0, (18)

2
]P’(Xgu—t)gexp{—z—}, t >0, (19)

1

and

P(X > x) <exp{-z}, x> T (20)

Let T be a set of size |I'| = g and let A C T, |A| = a > 1. For an integer r € [0, g], choose
uniformly at random a subset R C T of size |R| = r. The random variable Y = |A N R| has
then the hypergeometric distribution Hyp(g, a,r) with expectation p:=EY = ar/g. By [6,
Theorem 2.10], inequalities (18) and (19) hold for Y, too.

Moreover, by [6, Remark 2.6], inequalities (18) and (19) also hold for a random variable
Z which has Poisson distribution Po(y) with expectation u. In this case, we also have the
following simple consequence of Chebyshev’s inequality. For k > 0, set ¢, = P (Z = k). Then
qr/qe—1 = p/k, and thus, k = |p] maximizes g (we say that such k is a mode of Z). Since
VarZ = p, by Chebyshev’s inequality, P (]Z — u| < v/2u) > 1/2. Moreover, the interval
(1t — /21, 1 + +/211) contains at most 4[p]'/? integers, hence it follows that

1
> . 21

qul = SMEE (21)
2.4. Asymptotic counting of dense bipartite graphs. To estimate co-degrees we will
use the following asymptotic formula by Canfield, Greenhill and McKay [2]. We reformulate
it in slightly different notation.

Given two vectors di = (d1,4,v € V1) and dg = (da,,v € V2) of positive integers such
that Zvevl diy = Z’UEVz da, let R(di,d2) be the class of bipartite graphs on (V1,V2),
|Vi| = n;, and vertex degrees deg(v) = d;,,v € Vi, i = 1,2. Write d; = n; ~* ZveVi d; v,
Di =3 cv (divy —di)?, p=di/ny = dz/ny, and ¢ =1 — p.

Theorem 5 ([2]). Given any positive constants a,b,C such that a + b < 1/2, there exists
a constant € > 0 so that the following holds. Consider the set of degree sequences di,ds
satisfying

(i) maxpev; [dio — di| < Clny/*"), maxyev, [do,y — do| < C(ny/**)

(i) max{ni,na} < C(pq)?(min {nq,ny})t+e

(iii) (1255)2 (1 + g% + 2%) < alogmax{ni,na}.

If min{ny,n2} — oo, then uniformly for all such di,ds

-1
ning N9 n1
R(d,ds)| = X
R(d1,d2)| (pmm) vl;l/l (d1v> II (dz,v)

’ veEVs

Xexp[—% (1— Dy )(1— D )-l—O((max{nl,ng})_b), (22)

pgnin2 pgninz

where the constants implicit in the error term may depend on a,b, C.

Note that condition (ii) of Theorem 5 implies the corresponding condition in [2] after
adjusting e. Also, the uniformity of the bound is not explicitly stated in [2], but, given
n1,ng, one should take dq, ds with the worst error and apply the result in [2].

3. A CrucliaAL LEMMA

3.1. The set-up. Recall that K = K, ,», has N = niny edges. Consider a sequence of
graphs G(t) C K for t =0,..., N, where G(0) is empty and, for t < N, G(¢ + 1) is obtained
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from G(¢) by adding an edge ;11 chosen from K \ G(¢) uniformly at random, that is, for
every graph G C K of size t and every edge e € K \ G

1
P (Et+1 =€ | G(t) = G) = m (23)
Of course (e1,...,en) is just a uniformly random ordering of the edges of K.
Our approach to proving Theorem 2 is to represent the random regular graph R(nq,ng, p)
as the outcome of a random process which behaves similarly to (G(t));. Recalling that a

p-biregular graph has M = pN edges, let
(7717 sy 77M)

be a uniformly random ordering of the edges of R(n1, no, p). By taking the initial segments,
we obtain a sequence of random graphs

R() ={n,...,ne}, t=0,...,M.
For convenience we shorten
R:=R(M) =R(n1,nsa,p) .
Let us mention here that for a fixed H € R(n1,na, p), conditioning on R = H, the edge set
of the random subgraph R(¢) is a uniformly random t-element subset of the edge set of H.
This observation often leads to a hypergeometric distribution and will be utilized several
times in our proofs.
We say that a graph G with ¢ edges is admissible, if it can occur in the regular graph
process, that is, if
P(R(t) =G) > 0.
For an admissible graph G with ¢ edges and any edge e € K \ G, let
pry1(e,G) =P (1 = e|R(t) =G). (24)

The conditional space underlying (24) can be described as first extending G uniformly at
random to an element of R¢ (see definition (16)) and then randomly permuting the new
M —t edges.

The main idea behind the proof of Theorem 2 is that conditional probabilities in (24)
behave similarly to those in (23). Observe that without specifying R(t), the probabili-
ties pi11(e,R(t)) are themselves random variables. Given a real number x > 0 and t €
{1,..., M}, we define an R(¢)-measurable event

Alt,x) = {ptH(e,R(t» >

Xt for every e € K \ R(t)} . (25)

In the crucial lemma below, we are going to show that for suitably chosen 7;, a.a.s. the events
A(t,~:) occur simultaneously for all t = 0,...,t) — 1 where t( is quite close to M. Deferring
the choice of v; and t( for later, we define an event

to—1

A= () Alt,7). (26)
t=0

Intuitively, the event A asserts that up to time ¢y the process R(¢) maintains close “distance”
to the process G(t), which will enable us to embed G(n1,n2,m) into R(tg).

To define time tg it is convenient to switch to the residual time and denote by 7 = 7(t)
the proportion of edges of R “not yet revealed” after t steps, that is,

T:zl—% €10,1] and so t=(1-71)M. (27)

For a given constant C' > 0, recalling notation in (13), we define the “final” value 7o of 7 as
3~32402(c7;r4) 1ogN7 p < 0.49,
To = g 1/4 (28)

700(3(C + 4))'/4 (q3/2ﬂ + (“5TN) ) ., p>0.49.

(Some of the constants appearing here and below are sharp or almost sharp, but other have
room to spare as we round them up to the nearest “nice” number.)
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Further, let

3240, /2CHN 0N ) < 49,
i == 108057 + o - (29)

250004/ CE3) e N ) 5 0 49.

T2¢%h
Consider the following assumptions on p (which we will later show to follow from the
assumptions of Theorem 2):

3-3240%(C 4 4) log N

p > 30
p=> - : (30)
49 1
o< =2 — 31
P2 =51 " 3402(C + 4) 6 (31)
and ,
3(C +4)log N\ V*
q > 680 <%) ) (32)
At the end of this subsection we show that these three assumptions imply
0 <1, (33)
so that
to = \_(1 - TQ)MJ (34)
is a non-negative integer.
Taking (33) for granted, we are now ready to state our crucial lemma.
Lemma 6. For every constant C > 0, if assumptions (30), (31), and (32) hold, then
P(A) =1-0O(N°). (35)

The constant implicit in the O-term in (35) may also depend on C.
It remains to show (33). When p < 0.49, inequality (33) is equivalent to (30). For p > 0.49,
we have ¢ < 51p5/49, which together with assumptions (31) and (32) implies that

1 3/2 .al/4 .0.51
5_13]1) q 700 - 3 700-0.5 <1

700 — <
49 +

TO§700(3(C+4))1/4< 630 = 340° T 6%0

3.2. Proof of Theorem 2. Fix C > 0 and set
C* =15-10°(C + 4). (36)

From Lemma 6, which is proved in Section 4, we are going to deduce Theorem 2 with the
above C* using a coupling argument similar to the one which was employed by Dudek, Frieze,
Ruciniski and Sileikis [4], but with an extra tweak (inspired by Kim and Vu [7]) of letting the
probabilities of Bernoulli random variables depend on t.

It is easy to check that the assumptions of Lemma 6 follow from the assumptions of
Theorem 2. Indeed, (32) coincides with assumption (4) of Theorem 2, while (30) and (31)
follow from assumption (5) of Theorem 2 for sufficiently large C*. To see this, note that each
summand on the RHS of (5) is at most 1/C*.

Our aim is to couple (G(t)); and (R(t)); on the event A defined in (26). For this we
will define a graph process R'(¢) := {n{,...,n,},t = 0,..., M so that for every admissible
graph G with ¢t € [0, M — 1] edges and every e € K \ G

P (nj11 = e|R'(t) = G) = prya(e, G), (37)
where p;+1(e, G) was defined in (24). Since the distribution of the process (R(t)); is deter-
mined by the conditional probabilities (24), in view of (37), the distribution of R" := R’(M)
is the same as that of R and thus we can define R as the graph R’. As the second step we
will show that a.a.s. G(n1,n2,m) can be sampled from the subgraph R’(¢g) of R’.

Proceeding with the definition, set R’(0) to be the empty graph and define graphs R’(t),
t > 1, inductively, as follows. Fix ¢ € [0, M — 1] and suppose that

R'(t) =Ry and G(t) =G,
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have been already chosen. Our immediate goal is to select a random pair of edges €441 and
41, according to, resp., (23) and (37), in such a way that the event e,1; € R'(t+1) is quite
likely.

To this end, draw e;41 uniformly at random from K \ G; and, independently, generate a
Bernoulli random variable &1 with the probability of success 1 — ~; (which is in [0, 1] by
(157)). If event \A(t,~;) has occurred, that is, if

1 _
piri(e, Ry) > N i

for every e € K\ Ry, (38)

then draw a random edge (;+1 € K \ R; according to the distribution

P (s = | R(t) = Ry) o 210 R) = A =0)/(N =)
Yt =

where the inequality holds by (38). Observe also that
Z P (G =€ |R(t) = Ry) = 1,

e€ K\ R,
80 (441 has a properly defined distribution. Finally, fix an arbitrary bijection
Jrico Re\ Gy = Gy \ Ry

between the sets of edges and define

Eta1, if §t+1 = 1,Et+1 c K \ Rt,
771/:+1 =9 fr.,c: (et41), &1 =1,e041 € Ry,
Git1, if &1 =0.

It is easy to check that for n;,, defined above, (37) indeed holds. On the other hand, if
event A(t,v;) has failed, then 7, is sampled directly (without defining (;41) according to
the distribution (37).
Most importantly, we conclude that, for t =0,--- ,tg
A(t,%) N {§t+1 = 1} — Et+1 € R/(t + 1) (39)
In view of this, define a subset of edges of G(M),
S::{Etlgtzl,lgtgto}

and recall that m = [(1 — y)M]. If |S| > m, define G(n1,ne,m) as, say, the first m
edges of S (note that since the vectors (§;) and (g;) are independent, these m edges are
uniformly distributed), and if |S| < m, then define G(nq,n2, m) as, say, the graph with
edges {€1,...,&m}. Recalling the definition (26) of the event A, by (39) we observe that A
implies the inclusion S C R’. Therefore

P (G(ni,ne,m) CR) >P({|S|>m}NA).

Since, by Lemma 6, event A holds with probability 1—O(N~%), to complete the proof of (6)
it suffices to show that also
P(1S] = m) =1 - O(N—O). (10)
To this end, let
X =t —|9]

be the number of edges not included in S. Note that X is a sum of ¢y independent Bernoulli
random variables:

to
X=Y(1-&), 1-&~Be(n)
t=1
We need the following claim whose technical proof is deferred to Section 7.

Claim 7. We have
EX < 6M, (41)

, | 6480, /2CE e N p < 0.49
6 := 10802 + L
25000/ 2N jog 2 p > 0.49.

where
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Moreover,
Clog N
0> ——=>— 42
> Lo (42)
and, with v as in (5),
v >T10+ 704+ 2/M. (43)

In view of (41), we can apply the tail bound (20) and then use (42) to obtain
P(X >79M) < e "M < N7, (44)
Noting that to —m > (y — 70) M — 2 and using (43), we obtain
P(S|<m)=P(X >to—m)<P(X>(H—71)M-2)<P(X >T7M).
This and (44) yield together (40) which completes the proof of (6).

Finally, we prove (7) by coupling G(ni,ne,p’) with G(ni,n2, m) so that the former is a
subset of the latter with probability 1—O(N~¢). Denote by X := e(G(ny,na,p’)) the number
of edges of G(ny,na,p’). Whenever X < m, choose X edges of G(ni,n2, m) at random and
declare them to be a copy of G(ni,na,p’). Otherwise sample G(ni,n2,p’) independently
from G(ny,n2, m). Hence it remains to show that P (X > m) = O(N~°).

Recalling that m = [(1 —v)]pN and p’ = (1 — 27)p, we have m/N > (1 —~)p = p' + vp.
Since X ~ Bin(N,p’), Chernoff’s bound (18) implies that

]P)(X>m)_]P’(X>p'N+”ypN)<exp{—%} < emVPN/2, (45)
- 20'N +7pN/3) | ~

The definition (5) implies v > C*,/loﬁ—ﬁN > C* 1‘;‘—NN. By the choice of C*, C* > v2C.
Thus, from (45) we obtain P (X >m) < N~=¢.

4. PROOF OF LEMMA 6

4.1. Preparations. Recalling our shorthand notation K = K, ,,, fix an admissible graph
G with ¢ edges (i.e., such that P(R(t) = G) > 0) and let e, f € K \ G. With R defined in
(16), we write

Rae-~f ={HERg:ec H, f¢ H}.
By skipping a few technical steps, we will see that the essence of the proof of Lemma 6 is to
show that the ratio |[Rg e, —f|/|Ra, f,—e| is approximately 1 for any pair of edges e, f, where G
is a ‘typical’ instance of R(¢).

Recalling our generic definition of switchings from Subsection 2.2, let us treat the graphs
in R:=Rge—s and R := Rg, - as blue-red edge colorings of the graph K \ G. We say
that a path or a cycle in K \ G is alternating, if it is a union of a blue matching and a red
matching.

When edges e, f are disjoint, we define the switching graph B(R,R’) by putting an edge
between H € R and H' € R’ whenever there is an alternating 6-cycle containing e and f
in H such that switching the colors in the cycle gives H’' (see Figure 2). If e and f share a
vertex, instead of 6-cycles we use alternating 4-cycles containing e and f.

It is easy to describe vertex degrees in B. For u,v € V;, let ¢ m(u,v) be the number of
(alternating) paths uav such that uz is blue and xv is red. In other words, O¢ i (u,v) counts
the vertices 2 which are simultaneously a neighbor of u in H \ G and a non-neighbor of v
in H, or v € Tp\g(u) NTg\ g (v). Then, setting f = uyus and e = viva, where u;,v; € V5,
i=1,2.

degp(H) = [[ Oc.u(uivi), HeR (46)
LU Av;
and
degp(H) = [] Ocm(vi,u), H €R. (47)
U £

Note that equation (14) is equivalent to
Rl 7 Lmer degp(H')
R~ & Sner dogn(H)
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V1 o V2 U1 V2
0\70 -
T1 L7 Ss_ To T1 Z2
Ld ~ ;
~ -,
o PRe
SN, e
r"\
--- Oo—0
U U2 ur fousg
H H’

FIGURE 2. Switching between H and H’ when e and f are disjoint: solid
edges are in H \ G (or H' \ G) and the dashed ones in K\ H (or K \ H').

In view of (46) and (47), the denominator of the RHS above is the (conditional) expectation
of the random variable [, ,. 0cr(ui, v;), given that R contains G and e, but not f (and
similarly for the numerator).

To get an idea of how large that expectation could be, let us focus on one factor, say,
O r(u1,v1). Clearly, the red degree of vy equals |[Tg\r(vi)] = no —da = gna. Since
|ITr(v1)| = pna, viewing R\ G as a 7-dense subgraph of R we expect that the blue neigh-
borhood |I'g\¢(v1)| is approximately Tpny. It is reasonable to expect that for typical G and
R the red and blue neighborhoods intersect proportionally, that is, on a set of size about
q-Tp-n2 = Tqd;. This heuristic argument, indicating that the expected value of 0¢g r(u1,v1)
is close to Tqd1, could be made rigorous, but we do not need it here.

Inspired by this heuristic, we say that, for § > 0, an admissible graph G is §-typical if

Oc r(ui, v;i)
Tqd;

max IP’( max —1’ >5|G§R,Ulv2€R,u1u2§éR> <725, (49)

uiuz,v1v2 € K\G i€ [2]ui#v;
where the outer maximum is taken over distinct pairs of edges. (The bound 726 has hardly
any intuition, but it is simple and sufficient for our purposes.)

Lemma 6 is a relatively easy consequence of Lemma 8 below which states that for a
suitably chosen function 4(¢) it is very likely that for all ¢ < ¢, the initial segment R(t) of
(M, .. -,mar) is 8(t)-typical.

For each t =0,..., M — 1, define

(C+3)A(¢)

5(t) := 120p°1 + 360 50
(t) pl + brpah (50)
where
6log N, p < 0.49,
)\(t) = 641log N (51)
6log N + “pq p > 0.49.
For future reference, note that
§=0(t) < /9. (52)
Indeed, recalling (29), for p < 0.49,
2(C' 4+ 3)log N
05 < 1080p°I + 3240, | 2D 0EN
PN

while, for p > 0.49, noting that A(¢t) < 70log N/(7pq), we have

70(C +3)log N

95 < 10805°I + 3240
= 1080p T+ 0.49% - 67227 —

Ve

Lemma 8. For every constant C > 0, under the conditions of Lemma 6,
P (R(t) is (t)-typical for all t < tg) =1— O(N~C). (53)

Note that the LHS of (49) is a function of graph G, say f(G). Hence Lemma 8 asserts
that if we choose a random argument G = R(t), then the f(R(¢)) is small a.a.s. The main
idea of proof of Lemma 8, which we defer to Subsection 4.3, is to bound f(R(t)) by a ratio
of two simpler functions (again conditional probabilities) of R(¢). Lemmas 9 and 10 below
bound each of these conditional probabilities separately.
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For any t =0,..., M and distinct u;,v; € V;, 1 =1, 2, set
0r(wi, vi) := Op(ryr (Wi, i), (54)
where 0g,m(ui,vi) = |I'mng(ui) NI\ g (vi)| was introduced earlier in this subsection.

Lemma 9. For every constant C' > 0, under the conditions of Lemma 6, with probability
1—-O(N~9), fori=1,2,

P max
u,vEV;, u#v

Lemma 10. For every constant C' > 0, under the conditions of Lemma 6, with probability
1-O(N~%)

ot (ua 1))
Tqd;

1‘ > 6(t) | R(t)) <e PO fort < t. (55)

min ]P) eER, R Rt >e_)‘(t), or t < to. 56
e, FEK\R(t),e£f ( f¢RIR()) = [ < to (56)

4.2. Proof of Lemma 6. In view of Lemma 8, it suffices to show that if ¢ < ¢y, and a t-edge
graph G is d(t)-typical, then
. I—
G) > .
S P (e,6) 2 T

Fix f € K \ G which mazimizes p,4+1(f, G). Since the average of pi41(e,G) over e € K\ G
is exactly ﬁ, we have piy1(f, G) > ﬁ and therefore it is enough to prove that, for every

ce K\ (GU{f}), -

Pt+1 (6, G)

Pt+1 (fv G)
Recalling the definition of Rg in (16) and Rg.e,Rag,—e in (17) and observe that R =
Ra,e~f = Raufe},~f- In view of the remark immediately following (24),

Ra.e 1
piy1(e,G) =P(e e R|R(t) = G) -P(m41 = ¢|R(t) = G,e € R) = %.M—t'

>1— . (57)

Therefore,
1> pr1(e,G) _ |Rael _ [Raugens| + RG el > IR

T pe1(f,G) Rayl [Raugesy| +1Ra.f-el — R

where, recall, R = Rge,~y and R’ = Rg,j—e. Write e = vjvy and f = ujug and for

simplicity assume that both u; # vy and us # vy (otherwise the proof goes mutatis mutandis

and is, in fact, a bit simpler). By (46), (47), and (48),
|R| _ Ewp
|R/| N Ebottom,

(58)

1
Eiop = W Z degB(H’) =E [eg)R(Ul,ul)eg)R(’Ug, u2) | GCR,feR,e ¢ R]
H'ER
and

1
Ebottom = m > degp(H) =E[0gr(u1,v1)0cx(u2,v2) |G SR e €R, f ¢ R].
HeR

Since G is 0-typical with § = §(¢), denoting the LHS of (49) as p., we have p, < 726, so
Eiop > (1 —0)7gdr - (1 — d)7qds - (1 — ps) +0 - ps
> (1—0)*r*p?¢*nina(1 — 726) > (1 — 6)*m*p*¢° N.
Moreover, since, deterministically,
Oc & (u1,v1)0c R (u2,v2) < min{p, g}ng - min{p, g}ny < 4p¢*N,
using (49) again, we infer that
Ebottom < (1 4+ 8)7qdy - (14 6)7qds - (1 — py) + 4p*¢* N - p*
< (14 0)*p*N + 4p* PN - 726 < (14 65 + 62)m2p*¢° N.



SANDWICHING BIREGULAR RANDOM GRAPHS 13

Finally, combining the bounds on Ei,, and Epottom and using (52), we conclude that

pev1(e, G) (1-9)°
> >1-96>1—1,
pa(f,G) - W+G+07) — o
and the proof of Lemma 6 is complete. O

4.3. Proof of Lemma 8. Owing to Lemmas 9 and 10 it suffices to fix arbitrary ¢ < ¢y, and

a realization of R(t), say R(t) = G satisfying the events (55) and (56). Fix any such G and

define events

QGR(’UJ, 1))
Tqd;

€ == Uiy { max - 1‘ > 6(t)} and Fej:={e€R,f¢R}

u,vE€ Vi, uFv

Since, conditioning on the event R(¢) = G, we have 0¢g r(u;,v;) = 0;(u;,v;), by choice of G
we have

P(E|R(t) = G) < 2e~ 2 (59)

and
in P(F.|R(Et)=G)>e ), 60
o (Fer IR(t) =G) >e (60)

Note that the probability on the LHS of (49) does not change if we replace G C R by
R(t) = G, since conditioning on either event makes R uniformly distributed over R¢ (i.e.,
biregular graphs containing G) and the random variables ¢ r(u;, v;) do not depend on the
random ordering of the edges of R. Hence it remains to prove that (59) and (60) imply, for
any distinct edges e = v1ve, f = urus € K \ G, that

P ( max
i€ [2]:u; #v;
The probability on the LHS of (61) is at most P (£ |R(t) = G, Fe,¢). Inequalities (59) and
(60) imply that

Ocr(ui,vi)
7qd;

>0t |R(t)=G,eceR, f¢ R) < 725(t). (61)

P(ENFer|R(E) =G) < P(EIR(t) = Q)
P(FerR(t) =G) ~ P(Fer|R(t) =G)
Finally, even a quick glance at the definitions of 4(¢) and 79 (see (50) and (28)) reveals that
min{7y, d(t)} > 1/A. Thus, we get, with a huge margin,
27 MO < 2/NS < 1/N? < 1/a* < 726(t) < 725(t). (62)
O

P(E|R(t) =G, Foy) = < 2¢O,

= —

5. DEGREES AND CO-DEGREES

In this section we prove facts about neighborhood structure of R(¢), one of which will be
enough to deduce Lemma 9, while the other two will be used in the proof of Lemma 10 in
Section 6. We start, in Subsection 5.1, with a tail bound for the co-degrees in R = R(nq,nga, p)
(Lemma 11). In Subsection 5.2 we analyze the process (R(¢)):. First, we show that the vertex
degrees in the process grow proportionally until almost the very end (Lemma 12). Then,
conditioning on R having concentrated co-degrees, we prove that the co-degrees in R(¢) do
not exceed their expectation too much (Lemma 13). Finally, in Subsection 5.3, we present a
proof of Lemma 9 based on Lemma 11.

5.1. Co-degrees in the random biregular graph. Recall that I'r(v) is the set of neigh-
bors of a vertex v in a graph F. We define the co-degree of two distinct vertices u, v as

codp(u,v) := [Tp(u) NTr(v)|. (63)
Due to symmetry, we prove the following concentration result for pairs of vertices on one
side of the bipartition only.

Lemma 11. Suppose that pi — 0o and let A = A(n1,n2) be such that X — oo. Then, for
any distinct uy, vy € Vi,

P (| codg(u1,v1) — p*na| > 20 (]5311211 22y )\ﬁ2n2> + )\) =0 (\/Ne_’\) . (64)

n

where 1 is defined in (3).
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Tl QD T2
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- 4
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> w2 i
vl ‘I\,

:‘~:
Y1 —0 Y2

H

FIGURE 3. Switching between H € Ry, and H' € Ry_1: solid edges are in
H (or H') and the dashed ones in K \ H (or K \ H').

Proof. We first claim that it is sufficient to assume p < 1/2 and prove that for any distinct
u1,v1 € Vi

P (| codg (u1,v1) — p*na| > 20 (p3n211 22y )\p2n2) + )\) =0 (\/Ne_)‘) . (65)

n

To see this, note that

codg (u1,v1) = [Pr(ur)| + [Tr(v1)] = [Pr(u1) UTr(v1)] = 2pn2 — (n2 — cod g\ (u1,v1))

and therefore

codg (u1,v1) — p°ng = codg\g(u1,v1) — ¢*na. (66)
Further, K \ R = K \ R(n1,ng,p) has the same distribution as R(n1,n2,q). So, if p > 1/2,
applying (65) with ¢ instead of p yields (64).

A crude idea behind the bound we are going to prove comes from our anticipation that
codg (u1,v1) behaves similarly as codg(n, n,,p)(u1,v1), which is distributed as Bin(ng, p?) or,
approximately, as Po(p?nz). We will show that each tail of codg(u1,uz) is comparable to
the tail of Po(u) with expectation y fairly close to p?ny. The proof will be completed by the
Chernoff bounds for the Poisson distribution, stated in Section 2.3.

Fix distinet ui,v; € V7 and set X := codr(u,v1). Further, for £ = 0,...,d;, let Ry be
the set of graphs H € R(ni,ng,p) for which codg(u1,v1) = k. By Proposition 21.(i), all

families Ry, 0 < k < dy, are non-empty. Given integers i,m € {0,...,d;}, we may bound,
for i > m,
TpalRil g~ R _ g~ LR
P(XZZ')Z#S I , (67)
[R(n1,n2.p)] = =t Rl 4= k:l;I-i-l IRp—1]

and, similarly, for ¢ < m,

rwsosg -3 B

J<i Jj<i k=j+1

Our choice of m will be guided by an intuition that the ‘shape’ of the sequence |Ry| is
similar to the distribution Bin(ng, p?), which is increasing up to some point (approximately
nep?) and then decreasing. However, due to errors in the forthcoming estimates of the ratios
|Rk|/|Rik—1] we cannot guarantee monotonicity of |Ry| for k close to p?ns. Hence we will
choose two different values of m for each tail: a slightly larger my in (67) and a slightly
smaller m_ in (68).

We consider separately (and quite differently) the cases T=1 and I = 0.

Case I = 1. If p > 1/5, then deterministically codg(u1,uz) < pna < 5p?ng < p?ng +
20p3ny and codgr(u1, uz) — P2y > —p?noe > —5p>na, and hence (65) holds trivially. So we
further assume p < 1/5.

We are going to prove bounds on |Ry|/|Rik—1], k > 1, using a switching between R = Ry,
and R’ = Rp—1. To this end, recall our terminology from Subsection 2.2 (with G = 0):
any graph H C K is interpreted as a coloring of the edges of K, with the edges in H blue
and the rest red. We define a forward switching as follows: pick a common blue neighbor
wg € Ty(u1) NTy(v1) and find two alternating 4-cycles ujwozixe and viwayiys so that
1 # Y1, T2 # y2. Moreover, we restrict the choice of the cycles to those for which vy,
and wiy2 are red; this is to make sure that swapping of the colors on each of the two cycles
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(but keeping the color of v1x2, u1y2 red) indeed decreases codg(u1,v1) by one, thus mapping
H e Ry to H € Ry—1 (see Figure 3).

Let B = B(Ry,Ri—1) be the auxiliary bipartite graph with H € Ry adjacent to H' €
Ry—1 whenever H is transformed into H' by the described switching.

Since the number of choices of wy is k for any H € Ry, we will show upper and lower
bounds on degg(H)/k, by fixing wy and proving upper and lower bounds on the possible
choices of (x1,x2,y1,y2). For the upper bound, since there are ny — 2d; + k common red
neighbors of w1 and vy, the number of choices of distinct 2,y is exactly (no — 2d; + k)2,
while the number of choices of z1 and 1, as blue neighbors of, resp., 2 and ys, is at most d3.
Ignoring the requirements that x; # y; and that both x;ws and yjwe should be red), we
have shown that possible 4-tuples (1, 2,91, y2) is at most (ny — 2d; + k)2d3, whence

degg(H)/k < (ng — 2d;y + k)2da. (69)

For the lower bound, we subtract from the upper bound (69) the number of choices of
(21, 2,y1,y2) for which either 2; = y; or at least one of x;ws and y;ws is blue (the assump-
tion o # yo was taken into account in the upper bound). The number of the choices with
r1 =y is at most n1d?, and those with, say, x1ws blue, is at most dads - (ng — 2d1 + k)da.
Indeed, there are degy (w2) < do candidates for x; and, then, at most d; candidates for x5,
cod e\ gr(u1,u2) < (n2 — 2dy + k) candidates for y», and then dy choices of y;. Therefore

degB(H)/k Z (7’L2 — 2d1 + k)Qd% — nldf — 2(712 — 2d1 + k)dldg

nld% 2d1

= (ng —2dy + k)od3 [ 1 — —

(n2 —2d1 + k)2 2( (n2 —2ds + K)od3 o — 245 Tk — 1
n3 2pn

dy =nop,do =nip, k>1 | Z (n2 — 2d1 + k)gd% (1 - (n2 — 2;’”2)2”1 - g —p2§)n2>

1 2p
= (ng —2dy + k)od3 [ 1 — -
(12 = 24, + k), 2( =2, 1—2p)

25 10

2

pzio) 2 (=2t Radh (1 - (9pn1 * ?) p)
> (13— 2 + ko3 (1~ dp)

A moment of thought (and a glance at Figure 3) reveals that the backward switching
corresponds to choosing a common red neighbor wsy of u; and vy, choosing alternating cycles
ugwex T2 and viweyiye such that x1 # y1 and the edges vizo and uqy2 are red (note that
these assumptions imply x5 # y2), and swapping the colors along the cycles.

Since for every H' € Ry_1 the number of choices of zo € T'g/(uq) \ T/ (v1) and yo €
g (v1) \ T (up) is exactly (dy — k +1)2, we will bound degg(H')/(d1 — k+ 1)? from above
and below by fixing 22, y2 and estimating the number of possible triplets (wa, z1,y1). For the
upper bound, we can choose wz in exactly cod g g (u1,u2) = ng —2d; + k — 1 ways, and a
pair 21, y; of distinet blue neighbors of w9 in at most (d2)2 ways (we ignore the requirement
that x1x9, y1y2 are red). Thus,

degp(H')/(di — k+1)* < (ng — 2dy + k — 1)(d2)2. (70)

For the lower bound, given z3,y2, we need to subtract from the upper bound (70) the
number of choices of ws, x1,y; for which ;x5 or y1ys is blue. In the former case, ignoring
other constraints, there are at most ds choices of a blue neighbor x; of x3, at most d; choices
of a blue neighbor ws of z1, and at most ds choices of a blue neighbor y; of ws. By symmetry,
the total number of bad choices is at most 2d;d3, whence

degp(H')/(d1 — k+1)* > (ng — 2dy + k — 1)(d2)2 — 2d1d3

1 2d,
>(ng—2dy +k—1)d3 (1 - — - ——
_(n2 Lt >2( do n2—2d1>
4 —mapp<1/5] > (ne—2di+k—1)ds (1—dy" —4p).

>
v
—_
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Since, by our assumptions, dy > pi — oo and p < 1/5, it follows that the minimum degree
0p(H) > 1. Thus, using (15) and bounds on the degrees in B, for k = 1,...,d; we have

|Rk| < maxpg/eRr’ degB(H') < (di — k+ 1)2 ' 1
|Rk,1| T minger degB(H) - k(TLQ —2dy + k) 1—4p
di —k+1)?
(dy ) - (14 20p), (71)

- k(ng —2dy + k)

(where the last inequality holds because p < 1/5 implies 1—- 4p =1+ <1+ 20p), and

- 4p
IRk| > ming ers degg(H') > (di —k+1)° (1—dy' — dp). (72)
|Ri—1| = maxper degg(H) k(ne — 2dy + k)
Let u be a real number such that
(di—p+1)° (73)
p(ne — 2d1 + p)
After solving for u, we have
2
W= % € [p*na2, p*na(1 + 3d7 )] (74)
Define
piy = (1 + 20p) (75)
and
p = p(l = dy ' — 4p). (76)

From (71), (75), and (73), for u < k < dy, we have

IRk—1] p(ng —2dy + p) ko k
Let Z+ be a random variable with distribution Po(ps). Then, writing ¢ := P (Z+ = k),
observe that the RHS of (77) equals ¢ /g, ,, and so, |Ry|/|Rk—1] < ¢ /g, for every
w<k<d.
Let my := |p+ | be the mode of Z; (see Section 2.3). Using (67) with m := m, and the
above inequality, for i > m_,

pxzn<y [ oy Bz (78)

j>i k=m4+1 qk 1 j>i dmy Imy

Turning to the lower tail, it follows from (72), (76), and (73) that, for 1 < k < p,

Rit] plnz — 2dy + 1) k_ k9 (79)
Rel ~ (i —p+1)2(1—-1/da—4p) p  p- g
Using (68) with m :=m_, for i <m_,
;o P(Zo<i
<ZH qklzzq_J = (__Z). (80)
§<i k=j+1 4y, J<i qm_ qm_

Note that, since min{dy,d2} = pi — oo and p < 1/5, it follows by (74), (75), and (76) that
p*na(1 — (pR) ™' —4p) < u_ < py < p*na(1 4 15(pn) 1 + 20p) < 6p*na..

Thus, setting

x =20/ Ap?ng + A, (81)
we have
PP +20 (p° )+ Ay
and

p*na — 20 (p3n2 + @ + /\pznz) A< pu_—
n
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Consequently, recalling the lower bounds on ¢t . given by (21), applying (18) to Z
and (19) to Z_, and combining, respectively, with (78) and (80), we obtain bounds

P(X2p2n2+20(npg+p22+ p2/\n2)+/\)§]P’(X2u++:1:)
P(Zy > py +2) 1/2 a?
< <8[pup]Pexp | ——— |, (82
i [1+1 Nz +a3))

and
P (X <pPno =20 (pPna + 22 4 VP ) —\) S P(X <o — )
fl
P(Z_ <pu_ — 2
< HEEIt g e (<5 ). 69
qu 2u
It is easy to check that the RHS of both (82) and (83) is O(v/Ne ). Indeed, we have
p— < pig < 6p*ng < ng < N, while
22 22 22 A (400p2n2 + 404/ Ap3no + /\)
— 2 > =
2u— 7 2(py +x/3) T 12p2ng + 22/3 12p2ns + 491/ Ap2n, + 20
This completes the proof in the case I = 1.

> (84)

Case I = 0. For the switching argument used in the previous case it was crucial that p
was small, as otherwise several estimates would be negative and so meaningless. Therefore,
it cannot be used now. Fortunately, in this case we are in a position to apply an asymptotic
enumeration approach analogous to the proof of [8, Theorem 2.1] and based on Theorem 5.

Recall that, given two vectors d; = (dy,,v € V1) and dg = (da,,, v € V2) of positive inte-
gers such that Zvevl di,v = Zve% da v, notation R(d;, dz) stands for the class of bipartite
graphs on (V1, V) and vertex degrees deg(v) = d; ,,v € Vi, i = 1,2. Writing A = I'yy(uq) and
B =Tg(v1), we note that every graph in Ry, induces an ordered partition of V5 into four sets
ANB, A\ B, B\ A and V5 \ (AU B), of sizes, respectively, k,d; — k,d; — k, and no — 2d; + k.
After removing vertices u; and v1, we obtain a graph H* € R(d;,ds) on (V4 \ {u1,v1}, Va),
with d; having all its n; —2 entries equal to dy, and entries of do determined by the partition:
entries equal to do — 2 on AN B, to do — 1 on AAB and the remaining ones equal to ds.
Since H* together with the ordered partition uniquely determines H, we have

ng!
Ri| = R(dy,d2)|.
IRl KN(dy — k)12(ng — 2ds + k)!' (di,dz)|
In order to apply Theorem 5 to approximate |R(d1, dz)|, we need to check the three assump-
tions (i)—(iii). When doing so we should remember that we have n; — 2 instead of ny, but
that the parameter p = dy/ns remains intact. With a foresight, choose a = 0.35 and, say,
b= 0.1, and, for convenience C' = 1, which determine, via Theorem 5, an € > 0.

Note that I = 0 implies

4max {ny,na}

and M + 2 < pflogN

n >
"= 10gN N9 ni

< plogmax{ni,na}. (85)
As the degrees on one side are all equal and on the other side they differ from each other
by at most 2, assumption (i) holds true with a big margin. Using ¢ > 1/2 and the first
inequality in (85), we get

p2atte (max «[TLl,ng})lJre

(I+0(1) =0 < (og N+ ) > max {ni,na},

(pq)? min{n, —2,ns}' T >

which implies assumption (ii) for large 7. Finally, using elementary inequalities (1—2p)? < ¢
(since p < 1/2), 1 < (n1/na + n2/n1) /2, and the second inequality in (85), we obtain

M(1+5(”1_2)+ o2 )< ! (1+2> <ﬂ+@)(1+0(1))

4pq 6n9 6(np—1)) — 4_p 2 noe Ny

1
< 3 log max {ni,n2} (14 0(1)) < 0.35 - logmax {n; —2,n2},
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which for large 7 implies assumption (iii) with a = 0.35.
Note that in (22) we have Dy = 0, while Dy < 4ns < pgnina, by the assumption pn — oo.
Thus, uniformly over k, the exponent in (22) is —1/2 + o(1) and, by Theorem 5,

71/2 (nz)n172 (n1—2)k (711—2) 2d; —2k (n1_2)n172d1+k

"2-\4 do—2) \day—1 d
IRy| ~ - ° 2 — 2 =t (86)
k(s = k)12 (ne =2+ (5000

The rest of the proof is similar to the Case I = 1, with ¢; playing the role of |Ry|, but
without switchings. Straightforward calculations yield
tk - (dl — k+ 1)2(711 — 2—d2 + 1)(d2 — 1)
th_1 k(ng —2dy + k) . dg(nl - dg)

(dy — k +1)?
k(’ng —2dy + k)

<

and, because da/nq =p < 1/2,

o (dy — k+1)*
tk,1 - k(?’LQ — 2d1 + k)

(1-2d3").

(Compare with (71) and (72) to note the absence of ©(p) error terms.) With u as in (74),
we redefine

py=p and p_ = p(l —2dy"). (87)

As in the previous case we set m := || and gf := P(Z4 = k), where Zy is a Poisson
random variable with expectation py. Repeating the argument in (77) and (79), we obtain
that

123 wr qr
— <0 ==, k> p, 83
T I (88)
b k o
Ao Eode e (89)
i 14 qy

Recall our notation X = codg(u1,v1). Using (67), (86), and (88), we further obtain, for
i > m4,

P(X 1) Z|'R' Z——Z I ooy [ g _PZe=i

Jj>i j>i k=my+1 j>i k=mi+1 qk 1 qm+
(90)

whereas (68), (86), and (89) similarly imply, for i < m_,

P (X <) Z||R| Z—_ZHq’“z =9 (91)

71<i - i<t k=j+1 Ik qu

From (74) and (87) it follows that

3 20
s g 200
n

py = p < pPno(1+3d ") < pPno+ (92)

and
2Opn2

p = p*ng(1 —2dy 1) > p*ng — 2p > pPng — (93)

Note that p_ < py = pu < 2p?ng < ng < N. Moreover, for x defined in (81), inequalities

(84) still hold (since they use only p_ < i < 6p®na).
Hence, by (92), (93), (90), (91), (21), (18), and (19), we conclude that

2 P(Zy > P(Z_ <p_-—
}P’(|X—p2n2|2—0§n2+x)§ G zprta) B Sn-20) _ o /Fe,

at. Q-

which is (65) in the case I = 0. This completes the proof of Lemma 11. O



SANDWICHING BIREGULAR RANDOM GRAPHS 19

5.2. Degrees and co-degrees in R(t). For the ease of notation, having fixed an H €
R(n1,n2,p), we will denote by Py and Ep the conditional probability and expectation with
respect to the event R = H.

We first show that the degrees of vertices in the process R(¢) grow proportionally almost
until the end. Due to subsequent applications, we state the result also in the residual form.
Recall that dl = pna, d2 = pni.

Lemma 12. If A = \(n1,n2) < 7op#, then for i = 1,2, with probability 1 — O(NZe=94)
Vit S to Yv € ‘/»L |degR(t) (1}) — (1 — T)dz| = |degR\R(t) (’U) - sz| S 3\/ )\le (94)

Proof. Fix t < tg and v € V; and set X;(v) := degg\p((v). For any H € R(n1,n2,p),
conditioning on R = H, the random variable X;(v) ~ Hyp(M,d;, M —t) has hypergeometric
distribution. Since the distribution does not depend on H, X;(v) has the same distribution
unconditionally. In view of (27), E X;(v) = 7d;, therefore combining (18) and (19), for all
x>0,

iZ?2

x
U _»9 - .
2 (rd; + /3) } P { 2rd; (1+ «/(37d;)) } %)
Let x := 3v/A71d;. Since 7 > 79, by the assumption A < mopn,
x/(37d;) = /A (td;) < \/Tonp/(70d;) < 1. (96)

Consequently, taking the union bound over all (1 — 79)Mn; < N? choices of ¢t and v and
using (95) and (96), we conclude that (94) fails with probability at most

2

B (|X(0) — rdi| > 7) < 2exp{—

2

T 97rd; \
2N? - < 2N? L N2V,
eXp{ 2rd; (1 + x/(?)rdi))} = eXp{ Ard, } €

O

In the proof of Lemma 10, in order to have a pseudorandom-like property of R \ R(t) for
p > 0.49, we will need a bound on the upper tail of co-degrees in R(¢). Recall the definition
of co-degree from (63).

Lemma 13. Assume that n1 > ng and p > 0.49. If X = A(ni,n2) > log N, then, with
probability 1 — O(N3e_’\/3),

Vi <M Vuy #v1 codpey(ug,v1) < (11— T)2p2n2 + 20¢°nol + 434/ Ano. (97)

Proof. If A > ng, inequality (97) holds trivially, so let us assume A < ng. By Lemma 11 and
the union bound, we can condition on R = H satisfying

V’U,l, V1 € V1 COdH(ul, 1)1) < p2n2 + 20 (]3377,2]1 + ngﬁ/ﬁ + \/[)2/\712 + )\)

| p < min{q,0.5},ng = n

< p®ng + 20 (q3n211 0.5 4 0.5y g + )\)

< p?ng + 20¢°nol 4+ 404/ Ans. (98)

It suffices to show that if H satisfies (98), then for any distinct ui,v; € V4 and t < M

Py (codR(t)(ul, v1) > (1 —7)*p*ng + 20¢°nsl + 43\/)\712) =2e M3, (99)

since then the proof is completed by a union bound over O(N?3) choices of t,uy,v;.

Fix t < M,u; # v1 and let Y := ’I‘R(t)(ul) ﬂI‘H(Ul)} and cody := codpy(ui,v1). Con-
ditional on R = H, we have that Y has hypergeometric distribution Hyp(M, cody,t), and
hence, by (98),

t cod
CoCH _ (1 —7)cody < (1 —71)p?ng + 20¢>nsl + 404/ Ans.

py =EgY =

Using (18), a trivial bound py < ng, and our assumption A < na,

/\712 _ _
Py (Y > VAng) < — < e M < oA,
(12 ) < e s s
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Since also trivially Y < min{d;,t}, we have shown that, given R = H, with probability at
least 1 — e~ /3,

Y < yo :=min{uy + V/na,dy, t} < (1 — 7)p*ng 4+ 20¢°nsl + 414/ Ans. (100)
Let &gy be the event (in the conditional space R = H) that the inequality in (99) holds.
By the law of total probability,

P (E99)) = Z]P’H (Eo) 1Y =y)Pu (Y =)

Y
< Z Py (5(99)|Y:y)PH(Y=y)+efA/3.

y<yo

Hence, to prove (99), it suffices to show that, for any y =0, ..., yo,
Pr (o) | Y =y) < e 3. (101)

Fix integer y € [0, yo] and some set S C V; of size |S| =y < yo. Under an additional condi-
tioning T'p(u1) NTx(v1) = S, set R(t) is the union of a fixed y-element set {uyw : w € S}
and a random (¢ — y)-element subset of E(H) \ {uiw : w € Ty(u1) N Ty (v1)}. Thus, in
this conditional space, X := codg)(u1,u2) counts how many of these ¢ — y random edges
fall into the set {viw : w € S} and therefore X ~ Hyp(M — cody,y,t — y). Moreover, the
distribution of X is the same for all S of size y, so X has the same distribution conditional
on Y =y. In particular,

y(t —y)
ix =B (XY =y) = 3/,
yt codgy
P I
v=t _M< +M—codH)

1
|M:pn1n2,codHSPn2| S (I_T)y 1+n 1
1 —

n2

<(1- T)2p2n2 + 20¢3nol + 414/ Ana + T
ny —
< (1 —7)%p*ny + 20¢°nol + 424/ Ang.

Using again (18), as well as inequalities px < ng and A < ng, we infer that

)\ng /3
IP’H(XZux+\//\n2 Y=y)§e><p{— }Se /3,
| Q(MX + vV )\7’L2/3)
which, together with the above upper bound on px, implies (101). This completes the proof
of Lemma 13. 0

5.3. Proof of Lemma 9. Recall the definitions of 4(¢) in (50) and A(¢) in (51), and observe
that (157) and (52) imply

5(t) <1/9<1. (102)
We now derive an upper bound on A(¢). By (158), with a huge margin,
6log N < TR TPpgn

~16(C+3) — 8(C+3)
On the other hand, for p > 0.49, squaring and rearranging the inequality (156) implies
641log N < TPpQn
tpqg ~ 8(C+3)

Summing up, for any p,

TPGN
At) < ————. 103
() = 4(C +3) (103)
Without loss of generality, we prove Lemma 9 just for ¢ = 1. Let F; be the family of
graphs H satisfying, for any distinct uqi,v; € V7,

1 (CH3AW) |, (C+3)\0)

dy — cod - < 20p 2T+ = 104
|di — codp (u1,v1) — pgna| < 20pns | p +ﬁ+ " 20515 (104)
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By Lemma 11 with A = (C' + 3)A(¢) and a union bound over the O(N?) choices of u1,v1, we

have

A(t) > 6logn
2

P(R e F) =1—O(N*2e(CF)A0) 1 — O(N~(CFD =220, (105)

Writing d, = 4/ % and noting that (103) implies §, < 1/2, the sum of the last three

terms in the parentheses in (104) is at most

, JCH@ , (€430
n 20pn

304
75

In addition, the factor in front of the brackets is at most 40pgns. Thus, (104) implies

pgd?
<2/pgd. + Wg(l +1/40)6, <
D

. 36,
|dy — codp (u1,v1) — pgna| < 40pgno <p211 + %> = pqns - 6(t)/3. (106)

We claim that for t =0,...,%

max Py | max
HeF, w1 F#v1

PD) 1| > 51)) < 2 ©r0, (107)
Tpqn2 N -

and defering its proof to the end we first show how (105) and (107) imply the lemma.
Inequalities (107) and (105) imply

0
P (max 7t(ul’vl)
u1#v1

TPqn2

- 1‘ > 6(t)) <2NZem (@G L p(R ¢ F)

= O(N~(CFD =220, (108)
Consider random variables, for t =0, ..., to,
O (ur, v1)
TPgmna2
Using Markov’s inequality and (108), we infer that
P (Y} > 672)\()5)) < P EY; = AP (max

w1 A1

Y; :—P(max

w1 F#v1

1‘ > 5(t) |R(t)) .

0 (u1,v1)
)
which, taking the union bound over the O(N) choices of ¢, implies that (55) holds with

desired probability, completing the proof of lemma.

Returning to the proof of (107), fix t < t9, H € F; and two distinct vertices uy,v1 € V4.
Conditioning on R = H, note that from (54) that random variable X := 0;(uj,v1) =
IT sn\r(e) (wi) N T g\ 1 (v3)] counts elements in the intersection of two subsets of E(H): a fixed
set {(us,w): w € Ly (u;) NCi\gr(vs) } of size dy — codp(u1,v1) and a random set H \ R(t)
of size M —t. Hence X ~ Hyp(M,dy —codg(u1,v1), M —t) has hypergeometric distribution
with expectation

Ux = EX = (dl — COdH(ul,’Ul))(M — t)/M = T(dl — COdH(ul,’Ul)).
Note that by (106),

- 1‘ > 6(t)) = O(N~(HD),

lux — Tpgna| < Tpgna - 6(t)/3. (109)
Let A* := (3C 4+ 9)A(t). From (109), (102), and (103) it follows that
26
px = SoTpqna > AT (110)
27
Note that (50) implies
A* A*
() > 7200 > 10 . (111)
TPqn2 Tpgn2
By (18), (19), and (110),
A*
Py (|X—/Lx|2\//l,x)\*) <2exp{ — -

< 2e7 N8 <27 A/3 = 97 (CHEDAD - (119)
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Thus, with probability 1 — 2e~(C+3)A()
|0 (u1,v1) — Tpgna| < [X — px| + [ux — Tpgna|
< Vpx A+ |px — Tpgnsl
< /(14 6(t)/3) Tpgns - 62(t)Tpgna /10 + (8(t) /3)Tpgna
(o2)] < 6(t)mpgna(v/(1+1/27)/10+1/3)

< 0(t)Tpgns.

Hence, applying also the union bound over all n? < N2 choices of uy,v;, we infer (107). O

6. ALTERNATING CYCLES IN REGULARLY 2-EDGE-COLORED JUMBLED GRAPHS

The ultimate goal of this section is to prove Lemma 10. While for p < 0.49 the proof
follows relatively easily from Lemma 12 by a standard switching technique, the case p > 0.49
is much more involved. To cope with it, we first need to study the existence of alternating
walks and cycles in a class of 2-edge-colored pseudorandom graphs.

In Subsection 6.1, we define an appropriate notion of pseudorandom bipartite graphs
(jumbledness), inspired by a similar notion introduced implicitly by Thomason in [13]. We
show that for p > 0.49 and suitably chosen parameters the random graph K \R(¢) is jumbled
with high probability (Lemma 16).

The next two subsections are devoted to 2-edge-colored jumbled graphs which are almost
regular in each color. After proving a technical Lemma 17 in Subsection 6.2, in Subsection 6.3
we show the existence of alternating short walks between any two vertices of almost regular
2-edge-colored jumbled graphs (Lemma 18).

An immediate consequence of Lemma 18 is Lemma 19, which states that every edge
belongs to an alternating short cycle. The latter result together with a standard switching
argument (Proposition 4) will be used in the proof of Lemma 10 for p > 0.49. That proof,
for both cases p < 0.49 and p > 0.49, is presented in Subsection 6.4.

6.1. Jumbled graphs. Let K := K,, », be the complete bipartite graph with partition
classes V; and Vi, where |V;| = n;. Given a bipartite graph F C K and two subsets A C V4,
B C Vs, denote by er(A, B) the number of edges of F' between A and B. Recall that
N =nine and M = pN.

Given real numbers 7, § € (0, 1), we say that a graph F' C K is (r, §)-jumbled if for every
ACViand BCV,

ler(A, B) — w|A||B|| < §v/N|A||B]. (113)

The following result of Thomason [13, Theorem 2], which quantifies a variant of jumbled-

ness in terms of the degrees and co-degrees of a graph, will turn out to be crucial for us.

Theorem 14 ([13]). Let F C K be a bipartite graph and p € (0,1) and p > 0 be given. If

mi&l degp(v) > pna  and max codr(u,v) < p*ng + p, (114)
veVy

u,veV]

then, for all A C Vi and B C Vs,
ler(A, B) — p|A||B|| < \/(pn2 + p|A])|A]|B] + | B|L{ ajp<1}-

Remark 15. The proof in [13] is given only in the case n; = ns = n. However, it carries
over in this more general setting, as in [13] n always refers to |Va|.

Recall that the random graph K \ R(t) has precisely N—t =N — (1—-7)M = (tp+ ¢)N
edges. The following result states that with high probability K \ R(¢) is jumbled for certain
parameters.

Lemma 16. Let o = min{7p,q}. If p satisfies p > 0.49 and the conditions of Lemma 6,
then, for every constant C > 0, with probability 1 — O(N~C) it holds that

Vi<tyo K\R() is (mp+q,a/17)-jumbled. (115)
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Proof. Since the definition of jumbledness (see (113)) is symmetric with respect to the bi-
partition (V,V2), we may, w.l.o.g., assume that n; > no.
Let C >0 and A :=3(C+4)log N and

§ =20 (\/n2)"* + 104321 (116)

Set a := |A] and b := |B|, for convenience. We aim to show that for every fixed ¢ < g, with
probability 1 — O(N=¢~1) for all AC V; and B C Vs

Q
ler\r() (A, B) = (Tp + q)ab| < - VNab. (117)

Then, of course, Lemma 16 will follow by the union bound over all (at most tc < M < N)
choices of ¢. Since
eK\R(t) (A, B) =ab— eR(t) (A, B),

setting m := 1—(7p+¢q) = (1—7)p, it is enough to prove that with probability 1 —O(N~¢~1)

ler() (A, B) — mab| < 6V Nab  for every A C V; and B C V5, (118)

and that o
0< —. 119
<l (119)

Observe that if 7 < §2, then inequality (118) holds rather trivially. This is because (noting
that # = ¢t/N)

er() (A, B) — mab < eg() (A, B) < min {¢t,ab} < V'tab = vVrNab < 6V Nab
and, using 6 > 7 (which follows from 1 > 7 and 6% > ) and N = niny > ab,
er() (A, B) — mab > —mab > —6v Nab.

So, from now on we assume, recalling the choice of § in (116), that

7> 02 > 400/\/ns. (120)
We will first show that, with probability 1 — O(N~¢~1), conditions (114) are satisfied by
F =R(t) for suitably chosen p and p. Then we will apply Theorem 14 to deduce (118) and,
finally, show that (119) holds.
By (158), A < 7opn with a big room to spare. Hence, by Lemma 12 and inequalities
dy < ng, 7 < 1, with probability 1 — O(N2e=9V/4),

nen‘;l degg(y)(v) = (1 = 7)d1 — 3/ Atd1 = mna — 3y/Atdy > (7 — 3/ A/n2)ns. (121)

Moreover, since n; > no, Lemma 13 implies that, with probability 1 — O(N3e_)‘/3),
max  codgy) (u,v) < 7°ng + 20¢°nsl 4 43n2/A/ns. (122)

u,vEVy , uFv
Since A = 3(C'+4) log N, the intersection of events (122) and (121) holds with probability
1 —O(N3e*?3) =1—0O(N-¢"1). Hence, it remains to show that they deterministically
imply, via Theorem 14, inequality (118). Setting

pi=7—3VAny and pu:=20¢>nsl + 49121/ \/ng — 9N,
we see that (121) and (122) are equivalent to the assumptions (114) with F' = R(¢). By (120)

we have 0 < p < 7 < 1 and, trivially, u < 20¢®na + 49n2/\/n2. Applying the conclusion of
Theorem 14, we obtain (using a < ny)

lere) (A, B) — pab| < \/(wnz + 20¢3n1nol + 491112/ )\/ng) ab + 0.
Using ny > ny > b and a > 1, we have

T <1<ni/Ana and b<\/bny < VNab(\/ng)'/%.
It follows, using also /& +y < v/ + /y and (116), that

ler() (A, B) — pab| < ((\/% + 1) (A n2)V* + 5q3/2]1) VNab < g\/Nab. (123)
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Moreover, note that (120) yield that
2
|(7T—p)ab|:3\//\/n2-ab§j—go-vNangvNab, (124)

where the last inequality holds generously (say, by (120) and = < 1). Hence, (123) and (124)
imply
ler@) (A, B) — mab| < e (A, B) — pab| + |(m — p)ab| < 6vV/Nab,

establishing (118).

It remains to show that (119) holds. We start by noting that, owing to p > é—?q, (31)
implies that 1/(340) > ¢'/?I. After multiplying both sides by 10¢, we get
314 > 10 ¢*/2I. (125)
We separately consider the cases & = ¢ and o = 7p. If a = ¢, then (32), (125), and (116)

imply
/4
a q q 3(C+4)log N\ ' 32
— >90 L L/ Te0T 10 - I[=6.
7347317 ( 2 +10-¢

If o = 7p, then, using p > 0.49, 7 > 7y (see (28)), we infer that

700 - 1/4 1/4
a _7p_ 0.49-700- (3(C +4)) <<1ogN> +q3/zﬂ>

17 17— 17

_ e
3(C + 4)log N\ /*
> 20 (ﬁ) + 10q3/2]1 — 4.
2

O

6.2. A technical inequality for blue-red graphs. We find it convenient to introduce
relative counterparts of basic graph quantities. Below i € {1,2}. As before, let K := K, ,,
be the complete bipartite graph with partition classes V4 and Vs, where |V;| = n;. The
relative size of a subset of vertices S C Vj is

1S
S) = —.
s(S) o
Further, for X C V5 and Y C V5 and a subgraph F' C K, we define the relative edge count
XY
er(X,Y) = ep(¥, X) = 2T
ning

Moreover, for v € V; and Y C V3_;, we define the relative degree

dp(o,y) = £A0BY)

n3—i
If Y = V3_;, we shorten dp(v,Y) to dp(v).
In this notation, a graph F is (m, §)-jumbled if for every X CV}, Y CV;
ler(X,Y) —ms(X)s(Y)] < 0+/s(X)s(Y). (126)
Note that
EBUR(Xv Y) = EF(Xv Y) = ER(Xv Y) + EB(Xa Y)
We say that a blue-red graph F is (r,b, d)-regular, if
b—0<dp(v)<b+d, and r—9§<dr(v)<r+¢ foreveryveV3UVs. (127)
If F is at the same time (r + b,d)-jumbled and (r, b, §)-regular, as in the technical lemma

below, we will sometimes loosely refer to such a graph as regularly jumbled.
Finally, for every S C V;, i =1,2,set S :=V; \ S.

Lemma 17. Let r,b € (0,1) be real numbers and define « := min{r,b}. Let v < a/16 and
6 < «/16 be positive reals and let F C K be a (r,b,d)-regular, (b + r,d)-jumbled bipartite
blue-red graph. If sets X CV;, Y C V3_; satisfy

EB(X, ?) + ER(Y, Y) <v, (128)
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and
rb
. <« T
min{bs(X),rs(Y)} < Eo (129)
then
max{bs(X),rs(Y)} < T 75/@ (130)
Proof. Since
Y)
ER(X, Y) _ eR(Xu Y) _ Z’UGX eR({U} Z dR ’U Y
ning ning UGX
from (127) we have
er(X,Y) +er(X,Y) < (r+6)s(X) (131)
and, similarly,
e(X,Y) +ep(X,Y) < (b+6)s(Y). (132)
By summing (128), (131) and (132), we infer that
er(X,Y)+er(X,Y) +ep(X,Y)<v+ (r+6)s(X) + (b+6)s(Y). (133)

On the other hand, by (127),
er(X,)Y) =ep(X,Va) —ep(X,Y) > (b+1—20)s(X) —ep(X,Y)
and
er(X,Y)=er(W,Y) —ep(X,Y) > (b+71—20)s(Y) —ep(X,Y).
Hence, by (126) with m =b+r,
er(X,Y)+er(X,Y) +er(X,Y) > (b+7r—20)(s(X) +s(Y)) —ep(X,Y)

> (b+ 71— 20)(s(X) + s(Y)) — (b+1)s(X)s(Y) — 6y/5(X)s(Y).

Comparing with (133), we obtain the inequality

(b+T)bSb(rX)TS(Y) < 1/+5(3 (X)+3s(Y +\/7)

Introducing shorthand notation z := bs(X) and y := rs(Y’) and h = rb/(b+1r), this becomes

Ty z 3y [x
-2 <v+ —|———|— =
T4y A v 5( ) 2. (134)

Trivially, by the definitions of s(X) and «, and by our assumptions on v and §, we have
_r
1/b+1/r

Since our goal — inequality (130) — now reads as

bs(X) +rs(Y) —

1
Y <v4+T7< a<

ax{z,y} < v
max o e ———
ST

to complete the proof it is enough to assume that, w.l.o.g., max{z,y} = y and show, equiv-
alently, that
y < v+ Toy/a. (135)

By (129) we have x = min{z,y} < h. Note that = h cannot hold, since then the LHS
of (134) would equal h, contradicting the fact that ) < h. Hence, we have & < h, which,
together with ¢ < h and (134), implies that

P —x h— xr 3y
ygl—x/h h— /h_ —(h—v) = w—l/—i—&( +—+\/;><l/+75y/a

and (135) is proved. O
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6.3. Alternating walks and cycles. A cycle in a blue-red bipartite graph is said to be
alternating if it is a union of a red matching and a blue matching, that is, every other edge
is blue and the remaining edges are red. The ultimate goal of this subsection is to show that
for every edge in a regularly jumbled blue-red bipartite graph, there is an alternating cycle
of bounded length containing that edge. We are going to achieve it by utilizing walks.

Given z,y € V4 U Vo, an alternating walk from x to y in a blue-red graph F' is a sequence
of (not necessarily distinct) vertices (v1 = z,...,vs = y) such that for each i =1,...,5—1,
viviy+1 € F, every other edge is blue and the remaining edges are red. There is no restriction
on the color of the initial edge viva. The length of a walk is defined as the number of edges,
or s — 1.

If the vertices vy, ..., v, are all distinct, an alternating walk is called an alternating path.
Note also that if F' is bipartite, x € V3, y € Vo, and the edge zy is, say, blue, then every
alternating path from x to y which begins (and thus ends) with a red edge together with zy
forms an alternating cycle containing zy.

The first result of this section asserts that regularly jumbled blue-red bipartite graphs
have a short alternating walk between any pair of vertices.

Lemma 18. Given r,b € (0,1) such that o := min{r,b}, let § € (0,/16] and let F C K be
an (r,b,d8)-regular, (b+ r,d)-jumbled blue-red graph. Let L = 4[16/rb] + 1. For any x € V;
and y € Va_; there exist at least two alternating walks from x to y of length at most L, one
starting with a blue edge and another starting with a red edge.

Proof. For w € V1 UV, and an integer & > 1, define R}’ and B}’ as the sets of vertices
v € V(F) such that there is an alternating walk from v to w of length £ < k, £ = k (mod 2),
starting with, respectively, a red edge and a blue edge. (Note that these definitions concern
walks ending with w.)

Clearly, for every k > 3, By , C B}y and R}}_, C R}’. Observe also that for any k£ > 2,
by definition the sets RY ; and B} are contained in opposite sides of the bipartition (7, V3)
and, moreover,

eg(BP,Ry_;)=0. (136)
By symmetry, B} ; and R}’ are contained in opposite sides of (Vi1,V2) and
e n(RF, Biy) = 0. (137)

Set v = rb/16 and note that, since b < «, we have v < «/16. There exists an integer
t <T:=[1/v] =[16/rb] such that

S(RSJtH \ Ry_1) <, (138)

since otherwise 1 > s(Ryp, () > Eil s(R$;, 1 \ Ry;_y) > vT > 1, which is a contradiction.
By (136) and (138),

EB(R%H?B_S%) =ep(Ry,_y, Byy) + eB(Rsi \ Ry_1, BS;) < s(Ryp \ Ry 1) < v (139)
Combining (137) for k = 2t 4+ 1 and (139), we get
en(RY 41, BE) + er(B8r, BY) < v. (140)
Set X = RY, |,Y = Bj}, for convenience. We claim that
s(X)>r/(r+b) and s(Y)>b/(r+Db). (141)
Assuming the contrary, we have
min {bs(X),rs(Y)} < br/(r +b)

which, together with (140), constitute the assumptions of Lemma 17. Applying this lemma,
we get (130), that is,

b b b
v T r _rb (142)

max {bs(X).rs(Y)} < 7570 = 61— 78/a) = T6(L—7/16) ~ 9

where the second inequality follows by our assumption § < a/16.
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On the other hand, since X contains the set R} = T'g(w) of red neighbors of w, by
(r,b, 0)-regularity of F' we have s(X) > r —§ > 127, a contradiction with (142). Hence, we
have shown (141). Since X = RY, | C Ry, | and Y = Bj; C By, we also have

s(Byria) > o=, 8(Bar) > = (143)
Since we chose w arbitrarily, (143) holds for w € {z, y}, implying
s(R¥p. 1) > S s(B3r) > L (144)
ATy r+b

Let us assume, w.l.o.g., that x € V; and y € V5. Then, By, RgTJrl C V4 and, in particular,
for every vertex v € BY, there is a walk (of even length at most 27") from v to x starting
with a blue and thus ending with a red edge. By (144), s(B3;) + s(Ry, ;) > 1, so there
exists v € By, N Ry 41- This means that there is an alternating walk of length at most
2T 4+ (2T 4+ 1) = 4[16/rb] + 1 = L from z to y (through v) that starts with a red edge.

By an analogous reasoning with the roles of the colors red and blue swapped, R, N
B‘;/TH # (), and thus there is an alternating walk of length at most 27 + (274 1) = L from
x to y which starts with a blue edge. O

The following result is an easy consequence of Lemma 18.

Lemma 19. Letr,b € (0,1), o := min{r, b}, and 6 € (0,/16]. If F C K is a (r,b, )-regular
(r+b,0)-jumbled blue-red bipartite graph, then every edge of F belongs to an alternating cycle
of length at most 2D, where D = 2[16/rb] + 1.

Proof. Let xy be an edge with « € Vi, y € V5. Without loss of generality we assume that xy
is blue. Then, by Lemma 18, there exists at least one alternating walk from x to y of length
at most 4[16/rb] + 1 = 2D — 1 starting with a red edge. Consider a shortest such walk W.
We claim W is a path. Indeed, assume that W is not a path and let w be the first repeated
vertex on W. If we remove the whole segment of the walk between the first two occurrences
of w, what remains is still an alternating walk from z to y starting with a red edge (since
this segment has an even number of edges), contradicting the minimality of W. The path W
is not just a single edge zy (since zy is blue) and therefore W and zy form an alternating
cycle of length at most 2D. 0

6.4. Proof of Lemma 10. Let @ = min{7p,q}. We claim that it is enough to fix an
admissible graph G with t <ty edges which satisfies that

Vv eV, |degp q(v) — 7di| < dird;, with &; = 31/(C + 1)log N/(rd;) (145)
and, if p > 0.49, also that

K\G is (tp+q,a/17)-jumbled, (146)
and prove that for every distinct edges e, f € K\ G

N6, p < 0.49,

N—64/7pa=6 > (.49, (147)

PeeR, f¢R|R(t) =G) > e ) = {
Indeed, applying Lemma 12 with A = (C'+1)log N (note that the condition A < mopn follows
generously from (158)) we have that with probability 1 —O(N~¢) condition (145) is satisfied
by G = R(t) for every ¢t < tg, and, whenever p > 0.49, by Lemma 16, condition (146) is
satisfied by G = R(¢) for every t < tg.

Proceeding with the proof of (147), fix distinct edges e, f € K\ G. Let D = 3 if p < 0.49
and D = 32/7mpq + 3, if p > 0.49. Aiming to apply Proposition 4, we need to verify the
assumption on the existence of alternating cycles containing a given edge.

Given a graph G’ and H € R¢, recall our convention to call the edges of H \ G’ blue and
the edges of K \ H red.

Claim 20. Let G' € {G, GU{e}}. For every H € R¢-, every edge g € K\ G’ is contained
in an alternating cycle of length at most 2D.
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From Claim 20 we complete the proof of (147) as follows. Since G is admissible, we have
Reg # (). Therefore Proposition 4 implies

Ra.e #0, and < NP 1. (148)

Since (148) implies Rgugey = Ra,e # 0, Proposition 4 applied to graph G'U {e} and edge f
implies

Rauge
Reu(ep-y 70, and [Revgasl oy, (149)
' Rautey sl
Using (148) and (149), we infer
1 __Ral  _ Rcl  _[Ra.l
PleeR, f¢RIR()=G) |Rae-sl  [Rael [Rae-sl
Ra ﬂel) ( Ra.e.rl )
= (145Gl (g 4 CGeS] (150)
( IRG.el Ra e~
—-e R €
_ (1+ [Re. |) : (1+ Raugeys > <N*P. (151)
IRa.e IRaugey

which implies (147).
It remains to prove Claim 20. As a preparation we derive the following bounds on the
vertex degrees in G and G U {e}. From (145) we infer

Yv; € V; le(l—(S) §d1—degG(vl) Sle(l-F(S), xS {1,2}, (152)

where

§ = max {01,02} = 31/(C + 1)log N/ (rpn).
Note that the inequality (158) implies

§ < 0.001, (153)
and
drd; > 3+/Crphlog N > 3Clog N > 1. (154)

The latter, together with (152), implies that, for an arbitrary e € K \ G,
Yv; € V; sz(l — 25) <d; — degGU{e}(vi) < sz(l + 5), 1€ {1, 2} (155)

We consider two cases with respect to p.

Case p < 0.49. We first claim that for any two vertices xz; € V;,© = 1,2, there is an
alternating path z1ysy122 such that z1ys is red (and thus yyys is blue and y1x2 is red). We
can choose a blue edge y11ys in

M—|G'|>M—-t—1=7pN -1

ways. We bound the bad choices of y;y2 which do not give a desired alternating path. These
correspond to the walks (we must permit y; = x1 and yo = z3) z1y2y1 and zoy1y2 whose
first edge in non-red, i.e., it belongs to H, while the second one is blue, i.e., it belongs to
H\ G'. By second inequalities in (152) and in (155), there are at most dy - 7(1+ )dz choices
of such z1y2y1 and at most ds - 7(1 4+ §)d; choices of such x2y1y2, so altogether there are at
most 2p?7(1+§)N bad choices of y1y2. Thus, noting that 1/7pN < § < 0.001 (cf. (154) and
(153)), the number of good choices of y1y2 is

pN — 1 —2p*7(1 +6)N > 7pN(1 — 2p — 38) > 0,

implying that there exists a desired path x;y2y122.

This immediately implies that if g = x122 is blue then ¢ is contained in an alternating 4-
cycle. If g = ujus is red, then we choose blue neighbors z; € T'me (ug) and 25 € Tiar (u1)
(which exist due to the lower bounds in (152) and (155) being positive). Since there exists
an alternating path ziyoyi1xs starting with a red edge, we obtain an alternating 6-cycle
containing g. This proves Claim 20 in the case p < 0.49.

Case p > 0.49. We aim to apply Lemma 19. We first verify that, for G’ € {G,G U {e}}
and every H € Rq, blue-red graph K\ G’ is (¢, 7p, /16)-regular. This assumption is trivial
for the red graph K \ H, which is ¢-biregular regardless of G'. In view of (152) and (155),
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the relative degrees dp\ ¢/ (v) in the blue graph fall into the interval (7p — 267p, 7p + 267p).
Since (32) implies

B (C+1)rplog N \/(C—l—l)logN qg\2 ¢
s (R [ < v ()" <
and (153) implies d7p < 7p/32, we obtain 207p < «/16. Hence, indeed, K\G' is (¢, 7p, a/16)-
regular.

Now we check that K \ G’ is (¢ + 7p, @/16)-jumbled. For G’ = G this follows from (146).
For G’ = G U {e} we first note that (158) and (32) imply a/N = Q((log N/7)'/*/N) — oo
as i — oo; therefore, for all A C V; and B C V5,

ler\(cuien (A, B) = (¢ + mp)|A||B|| < lex\a(A, B) — (¢ + 7p)|Al|B|| + 1

(146) §%\/N|A||B|+1
o
< & /NTATE

(We silently assumed that |A], |B] > 0, since otherwise the inequality is trivial.)
By Lemma 19 with F' = K\ G’, r = ¢ and b = 7p, the edge g belongs to an alternating
cycle of length at most 2D with D = 2[16/7pq]| + 1 < 32/7pg + 3. Claim 20 is proven. 0O

7. TECHNICAL FACTS

Here we collect a few technical or very plausible facts with their easy proofs. Most of
them have been already utilized in the paper. An exception is Proposition 23 to be used
only in Remark 25, Section 9.

We begin with simple observations on existence of biregular graphs.

Proposition 21. Recall that ny = |V1| and ne = |Va.
(i) If do > 2, p < 1/2 and 0 < k < dy, then for any pair of vertices ui,us € Vi, there
exists a graph in R(ni,n2,p) in which uy and uy have k common neighbors.
(ii) For all n1,no,p such that di = pns and do = pny are integers, R(ny,na,p) # 0.

Proof. (i) Writing Vi = {u1,...,un, }, we will define a sequence of bipartite graphs G;,i =
2,...,n1, such that G,, € R(n1,n2,p) and u,us have k common neighbors in G,,. Let
G2 be any graph in which vertices u; and us have each degree d; and share precisely k
neighbors, while us, ..., un, have no neighbors, so that vertex degrees in V2 belong to the set
{0,1,2}. For i > 3, graph G; is obtained from G;_1 by connecting vertex u; to dy vertices
with smallest degrees (say by ordering V5 so that degrees do not decrease and connecting u;
to the dj first of them).

Let ¢/ be the first index i > 2 for which the graph G; has fewer than d; vertices of degree 0
in V5. The number of vertices in V5 of degree 0 or 1 in G/ is still the same as in G, that is,
ng —k > ng —dy > dy. Then Gy 41 is obtained from G by connecting vertex u; 41 to all
vertices of degree 0 and some vertices of degree 1. Hence, vertex degrees in V5 in Gy 41 lie
in {1,2}. Tt is clear that for ¢ > ¢’ + 1 the degrees in V5 will continue to belong to some set
{z;,z; + 1} (if they are all equal we agree they equal x;). In particular, the average degree
of G; over V; lies in the interval [x;,x; + 1). Since in the final graph G,,, the average degree
over V5 is "711;11 = n1p = do, an integer, it means that all vertices in V5 have the same degree
x1 = dg, implying that Gy, is p-biregular.

(ii) First, assume that p < 1/2. Case dy = 0 is trivial and in the case dy = 1 the set
R(n1,n2,p) is any union of vertex-disjoint stars K; 4, with centers in V5 and leaves in V5.
The remaining case dy > 2 follows from the claim (i).

If p > 1/2, by the previous argument there exists G € R(n1,nz2,1—p) and then K,,, ,, \G
belongs to R(n1,n2,p). O

We continue with convenient consequences of the assumptions of Lemma 6.

Proposition 22. Fort < tg, the conditions of Lemma 6, namely (30), (31), and (32), imply
that

3(C+4)logN

Tq > T0q > 700 - 680 ,  whenever p > 0.49, (156)
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Y < v <1, (157)
and
Tph > Toph > 3000%(C + 4)log N. (158)

Proof. Since 7 = 7(t) > 7(t9) > 70 and ; is increasing in ¢, the first inequalities in (156)—
(158) are immediate and it is enough to prove the second inequalities.

Inequality (156) follows from the definition (28) of 79 and (32).

To show (157), for p < 0.49, using the definition of 7 (see (28)) and (31), we get

1080 [2
< 2 0014082 <1
%0—3404+\/;< +o82<l,

while for p > 0.49

25000
—— <
680 - 700
To see (158) first note that for p < 0.49 it is straightforward from the definition of 7y

in (28). For p > 0.49, observing that (30) implies |/2CF1EN < /573940 < 1/3240, we

argue that

Yeo < 0.01+ 1.

49  (156) 49 3(C+4)logN C+4)logN
Top > —70q > — - 700 - 680 w > 30002&,
51 51 n n
whence (158) follows. O

Next, we give a proof of Claim 7 which was instrumental in deducing Theorem 2 from
Lemma 6 in Section 3.2.

Proof of Claim 7. Writing o := 1080p%I and

3240,/ 2+ loe N p < 0.49,

pn ’
25000, /{CE3) e N 5 049,

q2n

we have

Y=+ ﬁT_1/27 p =049,
Br—1, p > 0.49.

Since, trivially, 27;0:1 a = atg < aM = 1080p° - M, in order to prove (41), it suffices to
show that

t() t()
2
S rt2<oM, and Y 7' < Mlog = (159)
t=1

—.
=1 0

Since 7 = 7(t) = 1 — t/M is positive and decreasing on [0, M),

to M-—1 M 1 1
ZT71/2 < Z 172 < / V2t = M/ 12qr < M/ 124y = 2M,
t=1 t=0 0 0 0

implying the first inequality in (159). On the other hand

to+1 1 1
27'71 S/ =t < M r~tdr = M log ———.
i— 0 To—1/M 70— 1/M

Since (158) implies 79 — 1/M > 79/2, we obtain the second inequality in (159).
For (42), note that (30) implies C'log N/(pn) < 1 and thus

0> C’l(A):gN < CIE)AgN S Clog N _ C’logN.
- pn — pn  —  pN M
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To prove (43), consider first the case p < 0.49. We have

1
7=C*<p211+ OgA>
pn
[(C +3)log N 3(C +4)log N log N
> 7.1080p%1 + 7 - 6480 %MMO\/( +4)log +2\/°gA
pit pit pit

(33)
> 70+ 10+ 2+/1/M > 70+ 19+ 2/M.
In the case p > 0.49 first note that ¢3/2 > ¢ > p?. Next, since

1/4
TOZ2<10gAN> )
n

ul ~ - Therefore

we have logT—QO < %log Tog

(C’—i—3)10gN10g "

3> 7-1080¢%/%1 + 7 - 25 000
/32 ¢ ) log N

On the other hand, with a huge room to spare,

log N\ /4
7/3 =700 (3(C +4))"* <q3/211+ <gT) ) =70,

and finally, because p > 0.49,

2
= > 2/M,

ph
which, with the previous two inequalities, implies (43). O

/3 > 10° (log N/i)/* >

The last two facts deal with random binomial graphs. The first of them completes the
proofs of Theorem 2 and Corollary 3.

We conclude this technical section with a lower bound on the maximum degree in a
binomial random graph.

Proposition 23. If p’ <1/4 and na < ny, then a.a.s. the mazimum degree of G(ni,n2,p’)
in Vi is at least £ := min{[p'na + 1/p'(1 — p')nalogni ], na}.

Proof. Writing Z ~ N (nap’,na2p’(1 — p’)), by Slud’s inequality [12, Theorem 2.1] we have
r:=P(Bin(ng,p') > k) >P(Z > k) > P (Z > /P (1 —p)ng 1ogn1) ,

hence by a standard approximation of the normal tail we obtain
14+ 0(1)
r
~ V27logny

Therefore, the probability that all vertices in V; have degree smaller than & is

(1 _ ’f‘)nl < e—mr < exp (_nlef(l/QJro(l))lognl) N 07

6_% logni _ e—(1/2+o(1)) logn1'

proving the proposition. O

8. APPLICATION: PERFECT MATCHINGS BETWEEN SUBSETS OF VERTICES

Perarnau and Petridis in [11], in connection with a problem of Pliinnecke, studied exis-
tence of perfect matchings between fixed subsets of vertices in random biregular graphs. In
particular, they proved the following result (which we state in our notation to make it easier
to apply Theorem 2).

Theorem 24 (Theorem 2 in [11]). Let k > 0 be a constant, and assume ny = kni and
png < ny. Take subsets A C Vi and B C Va of size png and let M 4 p denote the event that
the subgraph of R(ni,nz2,p) induced by A and B contains a perfect matching. As n — oo,
we have

P(Map)—0, if p’ng—logpng — —00 or pny is constant,
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and
P(Map) =1, if p*nz—logpns — oc. (160)

The authors of [11] speculated that if the bipartite version of the Sandwich Conjecture
was true, then Theorem 24 would follow straightforwardly from the classical result of Erdés
and Rényi on perfect matchings in the random bipartite graph (see [6, Theorem 4.1]). That
result, in particular, implies that the bipartite binomial random graph G(n’,n’,p’) contains
a perfect matching a.a.s. whenever p'n’ —logn’ — oo as n’ — oo. We show how this, together
with Theorem 2, implies the 1-statement in (160), provided that condition (4) of Theorem 2
is satisfied, which in particular implies

q> (105 )1/4. (161)

n

By Theorem 2, the random graph R(nq,ns,p) a.a.s. contains a random graph G(ni,nz,p’)
with
p'=(1-2v)p,
where v is defined in (5). In particular, the subgraph of R(nj,ng,p) induced by A and B
contains a random graph G(pna,pnz,p’). To see that the latter random graph contains a
perfect matching a.a.s., let us verify the Erd6s—Rényi condition
p'png — log png — oo. (162)

From the assumption in (160) it follows that
png' =0 (A1) (163)
For our purposes it is sufficient to check that
v < (log )71, (164)
since then
vlogpno < vlog N — 0, and ~ — 0,
which together with the condition in (160) imply
p'png — logpng = (1 — 2v)(p*ng — log pny) — 2vlog png — oo.
To see that (164) holds, first note that I = 1 implies p = O((log N)™1) for p < 0.49 and
q = O((log N)~71) for p > 0.49; hence, regardless of p, the first term in the definition of v is
0 ((log N)~'). The remaining terms are much smaller: for p < 0.49 inequality (163) implies

that the second term in the definition of v is O ((log N)'/27a~1/4) < (log N)~!, while in the
case p > 0.49 assumption (161) implies that the last two terms in the definition of v are at
most (log N)9Ma~=1/4 <« (log N)~1.

9. CONCLUDING REMARKS

Remark 25. Assume p < 1/4. If a.a.s. G(n1,n2,p’) C R(ny, ng,p), then we must have

ﬂ:p(l—Q(min{ (logN)/(pﬁ),l})). (165)

To see this, assume, without loss of generality, that ny < ni, and note that by Proposition 23
(1—p’)logny
p'n2

p' <p<1/4 and ny < ny, we have p/p’ =1+ Q (,/1";‘—75\’), whence (165) follows.

Remark 26. In view of Remark 25, the error v in Theorem 2 has optimal order of mag-
nitude, whenever p < 1/4, provided that also p?1 = O (\/logN/pﬁ) (that is, if either

p=0 (((10gN)/ﬁ)1/5) or I =0).

From Remark 25 it also follows that we cannot have v = o(1) for log N = Q(pn). Theo-
rem 2 does not apply to the case log N > pi/(C*)?, but we think it would be interesting to
find the largest p’ for which one can a.a.s. embed G(n1,no,p’) into R(n1,ng,p) even in this
case. The tightest embedding one can expect is the one permitted by the maximum degree.
We conjecture that such an embedding is possible.

we must have p'na++/p/(1 — p/)nz log ny < pno, and therefore p/p’ > 1+ . Since
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Conjecture 1. Suppose that a sequence of parameters (ni,n2,p,p’) is such that a.a.s. in
G(n1,ne,p’) the mazimum degree over Vi is at most di = nap and the mazimum degree
over Vo is at most da = nip. There is a joint distribution of G(ni,n2,p’) and R(ni,n2,p)
such that

G(n1,n2,p") CR(ni,na,p) a.a.s.

Note that if Conjecture 1 is true, then by taking complements we also have the tightest
embedding R(n1, na2,p) C G(ny,n2,p”) that the minimum degrees of G(ny,na, p”) permit.

Remark 27. For constant p, in order to obtain v = o(1) in Theorem 2, we need to assume

I = 0, which requires a rather restricted ratio ni/ng. For example one cannot afford n; =

n;”; for any constant > 0. This restriction comes from an enumeration result we use in

the proof, namely Theorem 5 (see condition (iii) therein). Should enumeration be proven
with a relaxed condition, it would automatically improve our Theorem 2.

Remark 28. The terms p?I and ¢3/2I in (5) are artefacts of the application of switchings in
Lemma 11. In the sparse case (p — 0) it is plausible that the condition I = 0 can be made
much milder by using a very recent enumeration result of Liebenau and Wormald [9] instead
of Theorem 5. Due to the schedule of this manuscript, we did not check what this would
imply, but the readers seeking smaller errors in (5) are encouraged to do so.
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