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Abstract

We prove that the number of perfect matchings in G(n,d) is asymptotically nor-
mal when 7 is even, d — co as n — oo, and d = O(n'/7/logn). This is the first
distributional result of spanning subgraphs of G(n,d) when d — occ.

Moreover, we prove that G(n,d—1) and G(n, d) can be coupled so that G(n,d—1) is
a subgraph of G(n, d) with high probability when d — oo and d = o(n'/3). Further, if
d=w(log"n),d=0(nY"/logn), and d < d < n — 1 then G(n,d) and G(n,d’) can be
coupled so that asymptotically almost surely (a.a.s.) G(n,d) is a subgraph of G(n,d’).

1 Introduction

In this paper we address two problems regarding G(n,d), the random d-regular graph: the
limiting distribution of the number of perfect matchings in G(n, d), and the sandwich conjec-
tures of random regular graphs in terms of nesting G(n, d;) C G(n, dy) with high probability
when d; < d».

1.1 The number of perfect matchings

The study of subgraphs lies in the centre of random graph theory. The commonly studied
examples include spanning subgraphs such as perfect matchings, Hamilton cycles, spanning
trees, H-factors where H has a fixed size, as well as smaller subgraphs such as independent
sets, cycles, and in general subgraphs isomorphic to some given H of fixed size. Let Zy
denote the number of subgraphs isomorphic to H. The phase transition of positive Zg and
the distribution of Zy have been well studied in G(n,p) and in G(n, m) for both small and
large H. It is interesting that Zg has different types of distributions for small and large
H. If H has fixed size and is balancedEL then Zy is asymptotically normally distributed
in G(n,p) and G(n,m) when EZy — oo [22]. The distribution of Zy for H with linear
size becomes complicated. For p > n~? and p not too close to 1, the numbers of perfect
matchings, Hamilton cycles, and spanning trees are log-normally distributed in G(n, p), but

'A graph G is balanced if maxycq |E(H)|/|V(H)| = |E(G)|/|V(G)|. Graph G is said strictly balanced
if maxpca rzc |EH)|/|V(H)| <[EG)]/[V(G)].



are normally distributed in G(n,m) when m > n3? [12]. For m = ©(n*?), these random
variables also become log-normally distributed in G(n,m). It is not known if they remain
log-normally distributed in G(n,p) when p = O(n~'/?) and in G(n,m) when m = o(n*?),
although it is conjectured so [12]. The distributional phase transition of Zy when the size
of H grows from constant to linear size has been studied in [8], where H is the number of
(-matchings (i.e. matchings of size ¢). Its distribution in G(n,p) changes from normal to
log-normal at the critical value ¢ = {(p) ~ n,/p. Such distributional phase transition is also
observed in G(n,d) when d is a fixed constant. It is well known that the distributions of
short cycles in G(n,d) are asymptotically Poisson [I, 23], whereas the distribution of the
number of large subgraphs such as perfect matchings and Hamilton cycles in G(n,d) is of
an unusual type [14] as follows. Suppose that Z is the number of perfect matchings (or the
number of Hamilton cycles) in G(n,d). Then the limiting distribution of the logarithm of
Z/EZ is an infinite linear combination of independent Poisson variables. More precisely,

Z (o]
"7 H(l +6;) e % as n — oo, (1)
where X1, X, ... are independent Poisson variables with mean A;, Ao, ..., and 91,09, ... are

real numbers whose values depend on which subgraphs (i.e. perfect matchings or Hamilton
cycles) Z counts. The distribution of Z is determined by using the small subgraph condition-
ing method, originally developed by Robinson and Wormald [20} 2] to prove Hamiltonicity
of G(n,d). The argument is then tuned to produce the distribution result of Z by Janson [14].
Recently, Greenhill, Isaev and Liang [I1] proved that the number of spanning trees in G(n, d)
has the same type of distribution as (I). On the other hand, Garmo [10] studied the dis-
tributional phase transition of the number of /-cycles in G(n,d) as ¢ grows from constant
to linear in n. Its limiting distribution changes from a linear combination of independent
Poisson variables to the exponential of that form, and the critical phase transition occurs
when ¢ becomes linear in n.

It is natural to ask, in the case d — 0o, whether the distribution type of these subgraphs
(e.g. perfect matchings, Hamilton cycles, spanning trees) are the same as, or analogous to,
that for constant d, and whether the distributional phase transitions occur when the size
of the subgraphs (e.g. ¢-matchings and ¢-cycles) grows from constant to linear in n, as for
constant d. We give a negative answer to this question. There have been few distributional
results that are known for the number of subgraphs of G(n,d) when d — oo, even for small
subgraphs. The limiting distribution of the number of /-cycles was extended from constant
d and ¢ to those such that (d —1)*~! = o(n) by McKay, Wormald and Wysocka [19]. Z. Gao
and Wormald [9] determined the limiting distributions of strictly balanced graphs of fixed
sizes for d that grows sufficiently slowly with n. There has been no result on the distribution
of the number of subgraphs whose size is beyond logn when d — oo. In particular, the
analysis for the number of perfect matchings, Hamilton cycles, and the spanning trees when
d = O(1), based on the configuration model, cannot be extended easily to d — co.

One may expect that the number of large subgraphs such as perfect matchings or Hamil-
ton cycles would be of log-normal type in G(n,d) as d — oo, which can be viewed as an
analog of . It is also reasonable to believe that the number of /-matchings may exhibit a
distributional phase transition as ¢ grows from constant to linear in n, as that is what hap-
pens for the f-matchings in G(n, p) and for the ¢-cycles in G(n, d) for constant d. In contrast
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with the intuition, we show in this paper that the number of perfect matchings is asymptot-
ically normally distributed in G(n,d) when d — 0o as n — oo and d = O(n'/"/logn). The
power of the logarithmic term is not optimised.

Theorem 1. Let Y denote the number of perfect matchings in G(n,d) where n is even.
Then, Y is asymptotically normally distributed if d — 0o as n — oo and d = O(n'/7/logn).
More formally,

Y —EY 4

—_— =
v VarY

This result suggests that there is likely no distributional phase transition on the number
of f-matchings as £ grows. The condition d = O(n'/7/logn) in the result is imposed only
for technical reasons and we believe that the same distribution holds for all d — oo until d
is too close to n — 1; see Conjecture [2| below.

To our knowledge, this is the first result on the limiting distribution of the number of
spanning subgraphs in G(n,d) when d — oo. The main contribution of Theorem || is the
discovery of the distribution type of the number of perfect matchings, and we believe that this
phenomenon is ubiquitous among other spanning subgraphs such as the number of Hamilton
cycles. For future research, it would be interesting to determine the limiting distributions of
the number of /-matchings and ¢-cycles in G(n, d) for all ¢.

N(0,1), asn — oo.

Conjecture 2. The numbers of perfect matchings, Hamilton cycles, spanning trees, and
k-factors, where k < d — 1, are all asymptotically normally distributed in G(n,d) for all d
where dn is even and min{d,n — d} — oo as n — oo (and also n is even in the case of
perfect matchings, and kn is even in the case of k-factors).

Conjecture 3. Suppose min{d,n — d} — oo as n — oo. The number of {-cycles in G(n,d)
is asymptotically normal for all 3 < ¢ < mn. The number of {-matchings of G(n,d) is asymp-
totically normal for all 3 < < mn/2.

Remark 4. The condition n—d — oo in the above conjectures is likely not necessary. Indeed,
when n—d = o(n'/?) and k = o(n'/3) the asymptotic number of k-factors of a d-regular graph
G is independent of G and can be obtained by Theorem[14) in Section [3

1.2 The sandwich conjectures of G(n,d)

Analysis in G(n,d) is highly nontrivial, especially when d — oo. Kim and Vu initiated the
study of approximating G(n,d) by G(n,p), known as the sandwich conjecture [I5]. Since
then several groups of authors [2, [6] [16] [4] have worked on this conjecture, and it is close to
being fully resolved. Along the line of the research there has been new conjectures that are
proposed, one of which is stated as follows [6l Conjecture 1.2].

Conjecture 5. Let 0 < d; < dy < n — 1 be integers, other than (di,ds) = (1,2) or
(dy,dy) = (n—3,n — 2). Assume that din and den are both even. Then, there exists a
coupling (G1,G2) such that Gy ~ G(n,dy), G ~ G(n,ds) and P(G; C G3) =1 —o(1).



The conjecture is only known to be true for (d;,ds) where d; =1 and 3 < dy < n — 1,
as well as for (dy,dy) where dy — d; is larger than some function of d; (see [6, Corollary 1.7]
for the precise statement). When d; and dj are both fixed constants and (d;,ds) # (1,2), it
is known that G(n,dsy) is contiguous to the union of two independent copies of G(n,d;) and
G(n,dy — dy) conditional on G(n,d;) and G(n,dy — di) being disjoint (see more contiguity
results in [24, Section 4]). However, contiguity does not imply a coupling as in the conjecture.
In this paper we prove Conjecture [5| for a certain range of d;.

Theorem 6. Conjecture @ holds for all integers dy < dy < n — 1 where dy = cu(log7 n) and
dy = O(n'"/logn) if n is even.

Theorem [6] follows as a corollary of [4, Theorem 2] and the following theorem that simul-
taneously couples a sequence of random regular graphs.

Theorem 7. Suppose d — oo and d = O(n'/"/logn). For any ¢, = o(1), there is a
multiple coupling (Ga, Gat; - - -, Gl(+ed)) such that marginally G; ~ G(n, 1) for all d <1 <
(1 + €,)d] and jointly Gg € Gapq1 C -+ € G14en)d) 0-0.S..

If we only consider (d;, dy) where dy = d;+1 then we have the following coupling theorem
which holds for a much larger range of d;.

Theorem 8. Suppose d — oo and d = o(n'/®). There is a coupling (Gq, Ggi1) where
marginally Gg ~ G(n,d) and Ggp1 ~ G(n,d+ 1), and jointly G4 C Ggy1 a.a.s..

Theorem [§ follows as a corollary of a more general version (Theorem which we state in
Section Indeed, it is possible to prove that Theoremholds for all d — oo and d = o(n'/?).
However, for the sake of a simpler proof, we did not pursue that. See Remark (16| for more
explanations.

The two problems studied in this paper seem unrelated. However, the key ingredient in
the proof of Theorem [19]is the construction of a coupling procedure of G(n, d) and G(n, d+1).
The success of the coupling relies on the concentration of the number of perfect matchings
in G(n,d + 1), which is one of the main results we obtain for the first problem under study.

All asymptotics in the paper refers to n — oco. Given two sequences of real numbers a,
and b,, we say a, = O(b,) if there exists a constant C' > 0 such that |a,| < C|b,| for all
n. We say a,, = o(b,) where b, > 0 for all sufficiently large n, if lim,_,o a,/b, = 0. We say
a, = w(b,) if both a, and b, are positive for all sufficiently large n, and b, = o(a,,). We say
a, = (b,) if both a, and b, are positive for all sufficiently large n, and b, = O(ay,).

2 Proof of Theorem

Recall that Y denotes the number of perfect matchings in G(n, d). Throughout the paper we
assume that n is even. Let X denote the number of triangles in G(n, d). We will approximate
Y by a linear function of X using linear regression, and then study the distribution of Y via
analysing the distribution of X. This method is known as orthogonal decomposition and
projection, developed by Janson [I3]. Originally, it is developed to determine the limiting
distribution of the number of (large) subgraphs in G(n,p), and Janson also applied the



method to determine the distributions of the numbers of spanning trees, perfect matchings
and Hamilton cycles in G(n, m) [12]. We are not aware of any previous applications in G(n, d).
More specifically, we approximate Y by Y* = aX + b where a = Cov(X,Y)/VarX and
b=EY —aEX. The values of a and b are chosen so that E(Y —Y™*) = 0 and E((Y —Y™*)?) is
minimised. It follows immediately that Y —Y™* and Y* are orthogonal random variables. We
prove that E((Y —Y™*)?) is sufficiently small and thus the distribution of Y is asymptotically
determined by the distribution of aX + b. Since X is asymptotically normally distributed,
so is Y. The expectation EX, the variance VarX and the limiting distribution of X have
been studied in [5, Theorems 8 and 10], which we state below.

Theorem 9. Suppose d = o(n?®) and d > 2. Then,

(d—1)°
EX = (1+0(1/n)), VarX ~EX,
X —-EX
2 = 4 N(0,1) as n — oo, provided d — oco.
Var X

Next, we calculate the expectation EY, the second moment EY? and the covariance
Cov(X,Y), which allow us to estimate a and b and to bound E((Y — Y™*)?).

Theorem 10. Suppose d = o(n'/?) and d > 3. Then,

nl exn/2 (d—1\Fm 1 &3
EY = (n/2)127/? (ﬁ) ( d > d? exp (Z +0 (E)) 2)

1 a3 d
EY?=(1+— g \/jl 3 EY)?
<+6d3+0<d +n+ nogn))( ) (3)

Cov(X,Y) = (—% + 0 (d—4 + %)) EXEY. (4)

Remark 11. Although Theorem holds for constant d, the expressions in (@ and do
not provide any asymptotic information about EY? and Cov(X,Y) since the error terms in
O(+) are too big.

From Theorem [10] it follows immediately that

Vary = [ = 40 d‘4+d3+\/glo3 (EY)?
—\6a3 n n e '

Proof of Theorem . Recalling that a = Cov(X,Y)/VarX, we make the following claim.
Claim 12. E((Y — Y*)?) = o(VarY™).
Since

Y = Y4+ (Y -Y*), EY*=EY,



it follows then that

Y - EY B Y*—EY*+Y—Y*_X—IEX+Y—Y* (5)
v/ VarY* v VarY+ v VarY* VVarX v VarY* .

By Claim [I2] and Markov’s inequality, a.a.s.
Y — Y*| = o(vV/VarY™). (6)

Moreover, by the orthogonality of Y — Y* and Y*, Cov(Y — Y*, Y*) = 0 and so VarY =
VarY* + Var(Y — Y*) ~ VarY* by Claim Thus, the left hand side of (5] is asymptotic
to (Y —EY)/v/VarY in probability, and the right hand side converges to a random variable
whose limiting distribution is A'(0,1) by (6) and Theorem [9] Consequently,

Y - EY
4 N(0,1), asn— oco. B
VvV VarY

Proof of Claim[18  Since EY* = EY’, we know that E((Y —Y™*)?) = Var(Y —Y™*). Moreover,
since Cov(Y™*,Y —Y*) = 0, we have VarY = VarY™* + Var(Y — Y*). Hence, it is sufficient
to prove that

Cov(X,Y)?

VarY ~ VarY” =
ar ar VarX

(7)
By and ,

1 d? \/E
2 2 —4 3 2
VarY = EY (EY)* = (6 3 +0 <d + o + nlog n)) (EY)~,

and by and Theorem @,

Cov(X.Y? (440U +am)* BXEYE 1 o

VarX EX 6d3

Now (7)) follows since d — oo and d = O(n'/"/logn).

3 Proof of Theorem 10

We will use the tools from [7, Theorem 1] and [I8, Theorem 4.6] to estimate EY, EY? and
Cov(X,Y).

3.1 Edge and subgraph probabilities in G(n, d)

Let H be a graph on [n] and let d¥ = (dff,... d¥) denote the degree sequence of H.
Suppose that d < d for every 1 < i < n. Let |H| denote the number of edges in H.
The following result is a special case of 7, Theorem 1] for the conditional edge probability

P(uv € G(n,d) | H C G(n,d)).



Theorem 13. Suppose d = o(n) and suppose that H is a graph on [n] such that d < d for
every 1 <i <mn and dn — 2|H| = Q(dn). Then,

P (v € Gln.d) | H € G(n.d)) = <1 L0 (%)) (d —(gf_)(;;ﬁf)_

We will apply Theorem [13]to estimate the probabilities of small subgraphs of G(n, d). For

large subgraphs, we apply instead the following enumeration result of McKay [18, Theorem
4.6].

Theorem 14. Let g = (g1, ...,9n) be a sequence of non-negative integers. Let m = m(g) =
lgll1/2. Let X be a simple graph on [n] with degree sequence x. Let A(g) and A(x) denote
the mazimum components of g and x respectively. Suppose A(g) > 1, A(g) = o(m) where

A(g) = A(g)* + A(g)A(x). Define

A= \g

) = p(g, X ;-

Z]EX

Let N(g, X) denote the number of simple graphs with degree sequence g and with no edge in
common with X. Then,

(2m)!
m!2m [[5_, gi!

Corollary 15. Suppose d > 3 and d = o(n). Let 0 < k < n/2 be an integer. Let H be
a graph on [n] containing k isolated edges and a collection of disjoint cycles spanning the
remaining n — 2k vertices. Then, with o = 2k /n,

B ((d—2)n+ Qk)ldnlzn—kdn(d — 1)n2k d_3
P(H C G(n,d)) = (22 (an)! exp (¢(d,a)+0 (n))

_<e>(1—§)n d—24a\F"
“\n d

4(d —2)% — (& — 5)a® — (24> — 14d + 20)a .
4(d -2+ «a)? ' (8)

Remark 16. (a) Theorem|[13 can be deduced from an earlier work than [7], e.g. by McKay [17].
We cite [I, Theorem 1] as it is written in form of conditional edge probabilities, which is
what we need in this paper.

(b) A stronger version of Theorem[13 is available in [3, Theorem 6] which estimates the
conditional edge probabilities up to a relative error d*/n? instead of d/n. Using that result,
we can deduce Corollary [15 with a smaller error O(d?/n) than O(d®/n). This will result in
an improvement in the range of d in several of theorems in the paper, e.g. in Theorems|§,
and . However, applying [5, Theorem 6] involves more intensive calculations, and for a
simpler proof we deduce Corollary |15 from Theorem [14] instead.

(¢) It might be useful to notice, in applications of Corollary[15, that ¢(d, ) is essentially
O(1). In particular, as d — oo, ¢(d, ) — 1 — (a® + 2a) /4.

N(g,X) = exp (= Mg) = M&)” — n(g. X) + O(A(g)*/m(g))).

. 4
Az (d — 1) exp (¢(d, a)+ 0 (g)) :

where

¢(d, o) =
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Proof of Corollary . Let d” denote the degree sequence of H and let g = d —d!’ where
d=(d,...,d). Then, g has exactly 2k components of value d — 1 and n — 2k components of
value d — 2. Hence,

2m(g) = (d —2)n + 2k
Ag) = ((d—l)(d—?)-2k+(d—2)(d—3)(n—2k)>

—_

plg 1) = (g (= 1 e (4= 20— 28).
and )
2m(d) =dn, Md)= Sdn (d(d—1)n), u(d,0)=0.
Moreover, X R
Ag), A(d) = O(d®) and m(g), m(d) = Q(dn).
Thus,
P(H C G(n,d)) = ]]\\7[((% Ig))

d — 9 4 2%/ ( (d=2nt2k o =2nt2k
= (( 2) +2 ) / 2 2 > . dn(d - 1)”—2k exp(¢(d’ a) 4 O(dii/n))7 (9)

where

o(d, ) = —=A(g8) — A(g)* — u(g, H) + A(d) + M(d)* + p(d, 0)
 4(d—2)2 = (& = 5)a? — (242 — 14d + 20)a
B 4(d — 2+ )2 '

(10)

See Maple calculations of in the Appendix. Now the corollary follows by applying the
Stirling formula to the factorials in (9). The relative error O(1/dn) in the Stirling formula
is absorbed by O(d*/n). 1

3.2 Cov(X,Y)

Fix a perfect matching H of K,. There are (n/2) - (n — 2) ways to choose a triangle T’
such that |[H NT| = 1. For any such T, by Theorem (13| twice, the conditional probability
of T C G(n,d) given H C G(n,d) is (d — 1)*(d — 1)2/(M — n)?(1 + O(d/n)). There are
(5) — (n/2- (n—2)) = (1 + O(1/n))n?/6 ways to choose a triangle T such that H NT = 0.
For any such T', again by Theorem [13|three times, the conditional probability of T' C G(n, d)
given H C G(n,d) is (d — 1)3/(M —n)3(1 + O(d/n)). Hence,

EXY =) P(HCG(n,d)> P(T CG(nd)|HCG(n,d),

Hed Tev



where @ is the set of all perfect matchings in K,,, and W is the set of all triangles in K,.
By the discussions above, } ;..o P(T' C G(n,d) | H C G(n,d)) is the same for every perfect
matching H. Noting that } . P(H C G(n,d)) = EY, we have, by setting v = 1/d,

EXY =EY ( 5 (d (_f\;)—%; 2 4 % §C _(A‘Z)_(i)_f) ) (1+0(d/n))

=EY (%2(1 —z)(1—2z) + %3(1 - 2x)3) (1+0(d/n))
= (1—1/d*+O(1/d* + d/n))EXEY, (11)

where the last equation above is obtained by taking the product of %2(1 —z)(1 — 2x) +
dg(l —2x)3 and (EX)™! = (1 + O(l/n))dS( s from Theorem @, and then taking the
Taylor expansion of the product at z = 0. We include the Maple expansion formulae in the
Appendix.

3.3 EY

Let H be a perfect matching of K,,. By Corollary (15| with & = n/2 (i.e. @« = 1), we have
¢(d,a) = 1/4 and thus,

where (a1,
n/2 (d—1\"2"" ., 1
pi(n,d) = (%) <T> d> exp (z_l) : (12)
Hence, |
EY = (1+ O(d3/n))(n/2an1(n, d). (13)
3.4 EY?

Let 0 < k < n/2 be an integer. Fix two perfect matchings H; and H, of K, such that
|Hi1 N Hs| = k. Let a = a(k) = 2k/n. Then, by Corollary [15]

P(H, U Hy C G(n,d)) = (1+O(d*/n))pa(n, d, a)

where
_ ((d—=2)n + 2k)1GH12n g (d — 1)m—2F
p2(n7 d7 Oé) - ((d 2)n + k’) (dn)' exXp ((b(da Oé)) (14)
_ay, _ a (d7§+a)" o
_ (g)(l 2) <d#) d5™ (d — 1) exp (¢(d, @) + O(1/dn))

(15)

with ¢(d, o) defined in (8)). Next we compute the number of pairs (Hy, H») of perfect match-
ings of K, such that |H; N Hy| = k.



Lemma 17. Let 0 < k < n/2 — 2 be an integer. The number of pairs (Hy, Hy) of perfect
matchings of K, such that |H, N Hy| = k is

1+ 0((n - 2]{:)_1»%/&:! mZi —2k) /2

Proof. The exponential generating functionﬂ for bi-coloured alternating cycles (i.e. edges
along the cycle have alternating colours) of length at least 4 is

2n

F(z) = Z 527;)71 2 ém' = —%(log(l —2%) +2%).

n=2

Thus, the number of pairs (Hy, Hs) of disjoint perfect matchings of Ky, is

2m)! - [z2™]ef® = (2m)! - [2*™]

2 _
We know f/l_g = 511/222 + O((1 — 2)'/?) by expanding e */? at z = 1. Hence, by the

transferring theorem [3, Theorems VI.3 and VI.4] and the binomial theorem,

o—1/2 e~1/2 /om
e = (2 0((1-2)) = S () +0(m ™) = (10,

Thus, the number of pairs (Hy, Hy) of perfect matchings of K, such that |H; N Hy| = k is

(o0) S e (1 0((n=20)) = (14 0((n=20) ) 7

SR N
2k) 2°k! /e (n — 2k)/2 bkl /en(n — 2k) /2

By Lemma |17 and recalling ,

n/2—2 » ) o
EY? = ; (L+0((n = 20)" + & ) o 2k)/ng(n, d,a(k)) +EY.  (16)

Next, we show that the main contribution to EY? comes from k near some specific value.
The proof of the lemma is postponed till Section [3.4.2]

Lemma 18. Assume d = o(n'/®) and d > 3. Let

1

o= F=lanf2], 5= 2ddld - 2)

n (d—1)%

d d? 2 nlps(n,d, @)
EY?=(1+0 \/ilog‘gn—i—— —— 1
( ( n n ved k12k\/n — 2k

Then,

2We refer the readers to [3, Part A] for enumeration by generating functions.
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3.4.1 Comparing EY? with (EY)?

We complete the proof of Theorem [10| by verifying that

6d3

where £ = d* + Cfl—g + \/glogg' n. By and Lemma ,

EY)? = (1+0©)2 (%) pi(n, ),

EY? = (1 + L + O(f)) (EY)?, (17)

and
2 _ 2 n (n/e)”pQ(n, d> @>
EY®=1+00) JZS\/%(z%/e)EM'
Hence,
EY? n p2(n,d, &)
Evr T OO Grm o @k e

By straightforward but tedious calculations (see Appendix for more details)

n p2(n,d, @) 1
__ - ik =14+—4+0 18
e = 28) @hje)pmmdr e T O (18)
and now follows. 1
3.4.2 Proof of Lemma [18
Recall from that
n/2—2 !
EY? = 1+0((n -2k +d/n : n,d,a(k)) + EY
> (4 O 2H 40 i .0
n/2—2 5
= Z (1+O((n—2k’)_1+d3/n))\/e—n!gp(k)+EY, (19)
T
k=0

where

P2 (n7 dv a(k))
o(k) = E AN
2FkI/n — 2k
The proof of Lemma (18| is standard. We prove that the summand in is maximised at
k Then we approximate the summatlon around k by an integral of a functlon of the form

. The contributions to from k far away from k is negligible.
It is easy to see then that exp(gzﬁ(d a(k))—¢(d, a(k—1))) = exp(O(1/n)). Hence, by (14)),

p(k) S (1+0 (%) forallk <n/3
—— O(«H)_w%) =0(1/d) foralln/3<k<n/2—2

2(d—1)2k

(20)
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(‘12(_;_)—?;;? to 1 we find that k = n/2d. It follows immediately that at k, the
ratio “;(ﬁ—q;f“ is 1+ O(d/n), since rounding n/2d to k would change this ratio by O(d/n).

Moreover, noticing that

(d—2)n + 2k +2i (d‘Q)””k(H(dL) (Hi)_l

2k +i)d—1)2  2k(d—1)? —2)n + 2k k

By equating

21

= (1+0(d/n))exp (m 7 +0 (%—2))

we have that for every positive j = o(k):

7 (d—2)n + 2k + 2i
)H 2(k +i)(d — 1)2

=1

(o0 (g 1) ol h)
o)

— exp (——g +0< % )) (21)
]

recalling that @ = 1/d, k = |a - n/2] and

= (6 aaem) (0 )
- (- aem) (+05))

Symmetric calculations show that holds also for every negative j = o(k). It follows then

that
+00
> ew=0ro@emy: [

k—5-1/210g(1/6)<k<k+35-1/21og(1/6)

2 _
= (1+0(9)y/ F¢(R),
where
€ =6Y21og(1/0) + o 12% <1/5) na 1210g(1/6) 4+ 6% = O (\/glog?’n) :

Note that the first three terms in ¢ come from the accumulative error O(05 + j°/k? + dj /n)

in (21), and the last term comes from approximating the sum of exp(—0352/2) by an integral.
The contributions to from k where |k—k| > 6~'/2?log(1/6) is smaller than n~' — indeed,

12



at most exp(—Q(log”n)) — as a relative error by and standard calculations on summing
a geometrically bounded series. So

d d? 2 nlpy(n,d,a)
EY?2=(14+0 \/jloggn—k— -
( ( n n ) ) Ved k12/n — 2k

where the error d*/n is carried from (19).

4 Proofs of Theorems 6] —

4.1 Proof of Theorem

We prove Theorem @ assuming Theorem . Given 0 < p < n, recall that G(n,p) denotes the
Erd6s-Rényi random graph with edge probability p. Let d; = w(log” n). By [, Theorem 2],
there exists d,, = o(1) such that G(n, d;), G(n, p1) and G(n, dy) can be coupled together, where
p1 = (1 +0,)dy/n and dy > (1 + 26,,)d;, such that a.a.s. G(n,dy) € G(n,p1) € G(n,d). It
follows now that Conjectureholds for any (dy, ds) where d; = cu(log7 n) and dy—d; > 20,d;.
Now suppose d; +1 < dy < (1 +25,)d; and d; = O(n'/7/logn). Then, there is a coupling
where a.a.s. G(n,d1) € G(n,dy) by Theorem [7} Now Theorem [6] follows. B

4.2 Couple G(n,d) and G(n,d + 1)

Throughout this section we assume d — oo and d = o(n'/?). Our goal is to couple G(n, d)
with G(n,d + 1) so that G(n,d) C G(n,d + 1) with sufficiently high probability. In the next
section, we “stitch” a sequence of such couplings together to obtain a simultaneous coupling
as in Theorem [7l

Given o = a;, = 0(1), define n = n(«) where

1 C'd®  C'\/d/nlog*n
n(a) =2a + o + 3 + 2

, where C' > 0 is a sufficiently large constant.

We prove the following stronger version of Theorem [§|

Theorem 19. Assume o = o(1) is such that n(a) = o(1). There is a coupling (Gg, Gai1)
where marginally G4 ~ G(n,d) and Ggyq ~ G(n,d+1), and jointly G4 C Gay1 with probability
at least 1 — 5n for all sufficiently large n.

4.2.1 The coupling procedure

In this section we assume that n(a) = o(1) for some aw = o(1). This assumption ensures that
various quantities in our procedure below are positive. This assumption also immediately
implies that d = o(n'/?) and d — oo, which satisfies the condition for Theorem [10] In
this subsection, with slight abuse of notation, we also let G(n, d) denote the set of d-regular
graphs on [n]. From the context it is always clear whether we refer to a set of graphs or a
random graph from the set.

13



For G € G(n,d+ 1) let Y(G) denote the number of perfect matchings of G. For G €
G(n,d) let Z(G) denote the number of perfect matchings in K, \ G. We say G and G’ are
related, denoted by G ~ G, for G € G(n,d) and G’ € G(n,d+1),if G C G'. We can represent
this relation using an auxiliary directed bipartite graph X where V(X) = G(n, d)UG(n,d+1),
and (G,G") is an arc if G C G’. Thus, a d-regular graph G in X has out-degree Z(G), and
a (d 4 1)-regular graph G’ in X has in-degree Y (G’).

Let @ = o, = 0(1). By Theorem [10| and Chebyshev’s inequality,

Vary 1 L0 n
a2(EY)2  6d3a? d4a2 na2

\/d/nlog n

Pgn.a+1) (IY —EY[ = oEY) <

(22)
By Theorem (14| (with g being the all one vector and X being a d-regular graph) and Theo-
rem [I0] there exists a sufficiently large constant C' > 0 such that

d2

|Z(G)—Z*| < C’— Z*, for all d-regular graph G, (23)
3
EY(G) —Y*| < C’— -Y*, for G ~G(n,d+1), (24)
n
where d
. nle=/2 . nlet/4 e\"/? d \? n
~ (n/2)12m/2’ = (n/2)12n/2 <ﬁ) (d—i— 1) (d+1)2.
Let
Y=(1-a-Cd/n)Y", (25)
d2
7 = <1 +C— ) (26)
Define
B={Gegn,d+1): Y(G)<Y} (27)
B={GeGn,d+1): Y(G)>(1+a+Cd/n)Y*}. (28)

Since @ = o(1) and n(a) = o(1), it follows immediately that o > d®/n. Thus, by
and ,
\/d/nlog n
+O<&2+ —+ >. (29)

Let D and D denote the total in-degrees of G(n,d + 1) and G(n,d + 1) \ B respectively in
X. That is,

P(BUB) <

_6d3 2

D ={(G,G") € G(n,d) x G(n,d+1): G ~ G} (30)
D ={(G,G) eGn,d) x (Gn,d+1)\B): G~ G} (31)

14



Further, let d=(B) and d~(B’) denote the total in-degrees of B and B’ respectively in X'. We
prove the following bounds on d~(B) and d~ (B’). Recall that

. C'd? N C’\/d/nlog’n
d3a?  na? a? ’
where C’ > 0 is a sufficiently large constant.

Lemma 20. Assume a = o(1) is such that n(a) = o(1). Then, d~(B) +d~(B') < nD.

n(a) = 2a +

Proof. The number of edges in X' is D = |G(n,d + 1)|EY. This can be rewritten as
d~(B)+d (B)+1|G(n,d+ 1)\ (BUB)|-EY (1+¢),

where || < a + O(d®/n) since |Y(G)/EY — 1] < a + O(d®/n) for all G ¢ BU B by the
definition of B and B’. By , the above is equal to

d"(B) +d~(B') +|G(n,d+ 1)[ (1 = &) - EY (1 +¢)

where

1 d? N \/d/nlog?’n)
a? '

0§£’§®+O(d4a2+m2
Thus,
G(n,d+ DEY =d " (B) +d " (B) +|G(n,d + 1)| - EY (1 - "+ = £9),
which implies that
d”(B) +d~(B') = |G(n,d + 1) - EY (' — £+ £'¢) <nD,
where the last inequality holds because £ — & + &' < |€] + 2" < n by the definition of 7. 1§
Finally we are ready to define the coupling (G4, Gg11).

e Let Gy be a uniformly random graph in G(n, d) and let G be the graph obtained from
Ga by adding a uniformly random perfect matching of K, \ Gg4. Let H be a uniformly
random graph in G(n,d + 1) independent of G, and G.

e If G € B then let Gy4;1 = G with probability (1 — n)@ and let G441 = H with the
remaining probability.
e If G€G(n,d+1)\ B, then
G with probability (1 — n)@ : %,,
Gat1 =4 G” with probability (1 — n)@@_y’# for every G" € B
H  with the remaining probability.

Note that Z(G) < Z for every G € G(n,d) by the definition of Z. The following lemma
bounds a few quantities in the above probability terms, and in particular, it justifies that
the coupling procedure is well defined (for all sufficiently large n).
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Lemma 21. Assume o = o(1) is such that n(a) = o(1).

2
@ >1- 3C’d—, for every d-regular graph G,
n
Y d?
V(&) >1—3a—3C—, for every (d+ 1)-reqular graph G' € G(n,d+ 1)\ (BUB'),
n
and for every (G,G") € G(n,d) x (G(n,d+ 1)\ B) where G ~ G,
Z(G) Y Z(G) (¥ - Y(G"))
1—n)—=- 1-— — 1
(1—n)— vyt > (1—1n)

Proof. Since a = o(1) and n(a) = o(1), it follows immediately that d = o(n'/3) and d — co.
The first inequality in the lemma follows by and . The second inequality in the
lemma follows by , and . For the last inequality, note that

) 4 <1
Z 'Y(@)~
always by and the definition of B. Thus it is sufficient to show that
Y _ Y "
ey
D

G"eB

By ([22),

1 \/d 1
1Bl < ( d3a? +0 <d4a2 * na2 /n Og n)) G(n,d+1)|.

By Lemma |20,
D= (14+0(m)D = (1+0()|G(n,d+ 1)|EY = (1+ O(n)|G(n,d+ 1)|Y

Thus,

S (Y-Y(G") <YIB < (L +0 <d4a2 + LA s ”) ) 1G(n, d+D]Y < D,

302
e 6d3a
by the definition of n. Thus, the last inequality of the lemma follows. 1

4.2.2 Proof of Theorem [19

By the construction, G4 is obviously distributed as G(n,d) marginally. We prove that the
marginal distribution of G441 is G(n,d +1). Let

1 1
G, ) " T G, d+ 1))

Ogq =
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Let G be a (d + 1)-regular graph. If G € G(n,d + 1) \ B then

P(Gysy = G) = g & X 32
(Gas ) GZGSGZ(G) (1=n)— Y(G>+so (32)
where
= od 1-(1- )@ Od+1
’ G<§ZGQ,2;BZ(G>( ! Z)
oo (B Y~ ZO YY)
GG, G'¢B

In the first summation in , 04/Z(G) is the probability that G, = G and G = G.

Conditioning on that, (1 — n)@ L __ is the probability that Ggyq is set to be G . Thus

Z Y@

this summation gives the contribution to P(Gay1 = G) from the case that G = G and
Gt is set to be G. Similarly, it is easy to see that ¢ is the probability that H = G and
G441 is set to be H. Note that the value of ¢ is independent of G. Hence, by noting that

Y(G) = |{G : G ~ G}|, we obtain

A

Y
P(Gay1 =G) = (1 - 77)%% + ¢,

which is independent of G for all G € G(n,d+ 1)\ B.
Next, suppose G € B. Then,

. o Z(G o Z2(Q) (Y =Y (G
Fewm 0= 3 00T 8 g 0o P e
G~(G’7,G)’;¢B

G:G~G

where the second summation above is from the case where Gy, = G, G = G’ ¢ B, and

Gas1 is set to be G” = G which occurs with probability (1 — n)@w, given (G, G").

The first summation above es (1 — )oY (G)/Z. The second summation above gives
31)

(1—n)oa(Y — Y (G))/Z by (31). Hence,

~

Y
P(Gap1 =G) = (1 - U)Ud% + ¢,

which is independent of G for all G € B, and is the same for all G € G(n,d + 1) \ B. This
confirms that the marginal distribution of G444 is uniform in G(n,d + 1).

Finally, we prove that G4 C G4, with probability at least 1—>5n for all sufficiently large n.
We use Gg,1 — G and G4y — H to denote the events that the coupling procedure sets G g1
to be G, and H, respectively. We use G411 — B to denote the event that G € G(n,d+1)\ B
but Gy is set to be some graph G” € B. Note that Gy C Gy if Ggy1 — G. Thus, it is
sufficient to show that the probability that G414 — H or G441 < B is at most 57.
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First we see that

P(Gg1 = HAG € B) = Z Z Z((Té)(l_(l_m@)

< Z Z‘(’é) <1 —(1-7n) (1 - 30%2» (by Lemma [Z1)

GeG(nd)  G':G'~G

where the last inequality holds by the definition of 7, the assumptions that n = o(1) and n
is sufficiently large. Similarly,

1@((@,+1 < Hor Gayy = B)AG ¢ B)

-2 ¥ @ ( -0 )

GeG(n,d) G':G'~G
G'¢B

Od
< 3n E E @k
GeG(n,d) G': G’NG GeG(n,d) G':G'~G
G'¢BuUB’ G'epB’

as for every G' ¢ BUB', 1 — (1 — n)@ Y( 5 < d®/n < 3n by Lemma | the
definition of 7, the assumptions that 7 = o(1) and n is sufficiently large; and for G’ € B’ we

use the trivial upper bound 1 — (1 — 77)%(;) Y(Z,) < 1. Since {G': @' ~ G, G ¢ BUB'}| <

HG' : G' ~G}| = Z(G), and 0,4 - |G(n,d)| = 1, the first double summation above is at most
3n. By , the second double summation above is equal to

(1+O(d*/n)) %]{(G, G)egGnd)xB :G~G} = (1+ O(dz/n)) d—(B')
< (1 + O(dQ/n)) %nD (by Lemma [20)

= (L+0(&/n)) Zn|G(n, d)[EZ < 2n,

A

where the last equality above holds because Z* ~ EZ and 04/G(n,d)| = 1. Combining all
cases above, we know that the probability that G411 — G (and thus G4 C G441) is at least
1—5n. 1

4.3 Proof of Theorem

Suppose d — oo and d = o(n'/?). Then there exists o = o(1) such that n(a) = o(1).
Theorem [§] follows by Theorem [19] with such a choice of .. |

4.4 Proof of Theorem [Tl

Suppose d — 0o, d = O(n'/"/logn) and n is sufficiently large. Let a = 1/d. It follows now
that n = O(1/d). We prove that for each 1 < j < |¢,d], there is a coupling (Gy, ..., Gatj)
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where G; ~ G(n,i) for every d < i < d + j and with probability at least 1 — 551, G4 C
Gat1 C -+ € Ggyj. Then Theorem |7| follows by taking j = |€,d].

We prove by induction on j. The base case j = 1 follows directly by Theorem [19| with
our choice of a. Suppose the statement holds for some 1 < j < [e,d|. Let m; be the
joint probability distribution of such a coupling (Glq,...,Gg4v;). Again, by Theorem [19]
there is a coupling (Ggyj, Garjr1) where Gapy ~ G(n,d + j), Garjr1 ~ G(n,d + 5 + 1)
and with probability at least 1 — 51, Gq1; € Ggayjy1. Let 7 denote the joint probability
of this coupling (Ga4j, Gayj+1). We construct a coupling (Gy, . .., Gyarj41) by first sampling
(Gg,...,Gay;) according to the distribution 7;, and then sampling Ggij41 according to
the conditional probability 7(Gasj+1 | Gatj). The resulting coupling satisfies the required
marginal distribution conditions. Moreover, the probability that either G4 C --- C Gy fails
or Ggy; € Gay i fails is at most 5jn + 5n = 5(j + 1)n by the union bound. The assertion
follows by induction. 1

5 Future research

As mentioned in Remark [16] the error ¢®/n in Corollary [15] can be improved to d*/n if
we apply [0, Theorem 6] and go through more involved calculations. Another approach
is to improve the error in Theorem [14] which is of independent interest and can lead to
improvements of many other existing results on subgraphs of G(n, d).

We solved Conjecture [5| for a certain range of d; by simultaneously coupling a sequence
of random regular graphs. This is certainly not necessary, and is the cause of the restrictions
on d; in Theorem [} A more direct approach would be to prove concentration of the number
of k-factors in G(n,d). This would significantly relax the restrictions on dy, and is itself of
independent interest.
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Appendix
o Justify

& 1 2 & 2°
N G O S e )
3

L1

(-7
simplify( f(d) )

(d—2) (& —d+1)
(d—1)°
2
myiar{ (1-2x)-01 2x+x ) ,x=0,4]
(1—x)
17x3+0(x4)
o Justify ((10))
_ alphan
-~ Hphan
A=) (d—2)2k+ (d—2)-(d—3)-(n—2k) ((d—1)-(d—2)-2k+(d=2)-(d=3)-(n—2k) (d—1 k+(@d=-2(n-24k _did—1)n  (dd—1)n)
2-((d—2)-n+2 k) 4 ((d—2)n+2-k? (d—=2)-n+2:k 2d-n 4.dnt
simplify( %)
(-r’—s)rf—(-2f—|4d—fo)rx—4|d—2|3 “w
4(d-2+a)
o Justify ((18))
We verify
n ~ 1 2/~ an/2
— —p2(n,d,a) = (14— +O0(§) | pr(n,d)*(an/e)*™~. (33)
eé(an/2)(n — an) 6d

Recall that £ =d~* + % + \/glog:Sn and @ = 1/d and

d—1
exn/2 (d—1\"7" 1
p1(n, d) = (ﬁ) <—d ) dz exp (Z) ,
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and

d—2+a

) eN1-8m (d—2+a\ T2 " e ) B
pa(n,d, &) = (5) (T) 5" (d— 1) exp (p(d, @) + O(n "))

it is easy to check that all exponential terms cancel exactly from both sides of . By
Corollary (15| with = & (See Maple calculations and expansions below),

A —10d+ 5 o3 1
day—C W0+ 4 15 o
o(d @) = — a7y 20 1 @ o)

L
e
4-d—2)*—(F—5)-o’ — (2:d" —14-d +20) -alpha_
4-(d — 2 +alpha)’ '

alpha =

simplifvi ¥a)

44 —10d +5
4id—1)

(4d° —10d +3) (a2, 3, 4

4.4 R S J
simplify %)

48 —2d -3 -4l —25d4+20
a4

expand| %)

The polynomially bounded term on the left hand side of is

n ~ d—1 1 3 1 _
\/eg(om/Q)(n —an) exp (9(d, @) = e(d—2) P (1 2 A2 @B +ou 4))
1 3 7 1 3 1
= exp(—1/2) exp (2_d + 12 + o + O(d_4)) exp (1 5 iR B + O(d_4))

1 1
= exp <§+@ —i—O(f)) :

See Maple expansion of \/(d — 1)/(d — 2) below where z = 1/d:

fof 1
x y 2
I—2-r|

,x=0,4‘

E— A

f
tayiar) In| | 1+
Lok

1 3 T 3 4
?X—?X——EX —'Dl:);‘:]

The polynomially bounded term on the right hand side of is

(1 + é + 0(5)) exp(1/2) = exp (% + # + O(g)) :
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