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Abstract

Given a graph G, a colouring is an assignment of colours to the vertices of G' so that
no two adjacent vertices are coloured the same. If all colour classes have size at most ¢,
then we call the colouring t-bounded, and the t-bounded chromatic number of G, denoted
by xt(G), is the minimum number of colours in such a colouring. Every colouring of G is
then a(G)-bounded, where «(G) denotes the size of a largest independent set in G, and we
denote by x(G) = Xa(e)(G) the chromatic number of G.

We study colourings of the binomial random graph G, 1,2 and of the corresponding
uniform random graph G, with m = |3(3)] edges. We show that for ¢ = a(Gpnm) —
2, Xt(Gn,m) is maximally concentrated on at most two explicit consecutive values. This
behaviour stands in stark contrast to that of the normal chromatic number, which was
recently shown by the first author and Oliver Riordan [16] not to be concentrated on any
sequence of intervals of length n'/2=°(1) Moreover, when t = a(Gp,1/2) — 1 and if the
expected number of independent sets of size t is not too small, we determine an explicit
interval of length n®% that contains x¢(Gy,1/2) with high probability. Both results have
profound consequences: the former is at the core of the intriguing Zigzag Conjecture on
the distribution of x (G, 1/2) and justifies one of its main hypotheses, while the latter is an
important ingredient in the proof of a non-concentration result in [16] for x(G,, 1/2) that is
conjectured to be optimal.

Our two results are consequences of a more general statement. We consider a specific class
of colourings that we call tame and which fulfil some natural, albeit technical, conditions. We
provide tight bounds for the probability of existence of such colourings via a delicate second
moment argument, and then we apply these bounds to the case of t-bounded colourings,
where t € {a(G) — 1,a(G) — 2}. As a further consequence of our main result, we prove
two-point concentration of the equitable chromatic number of Gy, .
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1 Introduction

Given n,m € N and p € [0,1], the binomial random graph Gy, is the graph on n labelled
vertices where each possible edge is included independently with probability p. The uniform
random graph Gy, ., is the graph on n labelled vertices with exactly m edges chosen uniformly
at random from all possible edge sets of size m. In this paper we consider colourings of random
graphs, where a colouring of a graph G is an assignment of colours to the vertices of G so that
no two neighbouring vertices are coloured the same. The smallest number of colours for which
this is possible is called the chromatic number of G, and is denoted by x(G). In the rest of the
paper we will abbreviate without further reference

N = <Z>, g=1-—p and b=1/q.
We denote by P,, E,, P,,, E,, probability and expectation in G, , and G, p,, respectively; if
we simply write P and E this refers to G,,,,. Moreover, we will be interested in asymptotic
properties of the random graph, that is, when n — co. As usual in this context, for a sequence of
discrete probability spaces (2, P, )nen we say that a sequence (E), ),en of events holds with high
probability (whp) if P,,(E,) — 1 as n — oo. For two functions f(x), g(x), we write f(z) < g(z)
if f(z) < (1+0(1))g(z) as z — oo.

Some History. In one of the seminal papers initiating the study of random graphs [9], Erdds
and Rényi raised the question of the chromatic number of a random graph. While originally
the focus was on sparse random graphs G, ,, where p is of order n~! and thus the graph has
bounded average degree, attention soon also turned to dense random graphs where p is constant,
and in particular to the special case p = 1/2 corresponding to the uniform distribution on all
graphs on n vertices.

In 1975, Grimmett and McDiarmid [11] determined the likely order of magnitude of x(Gy, p)
when p is constant, showing that whp x(G,p) = ©(n/lnn). In a landmark contribution
in 1987 [5], Bollobds pinned down the asymptotic value of the chromatic number when p is
constant, showing that, whp,

n

X(Gn,p) ~ (1.1)

2logyn

This result was sharpened several times [20, 22, 10]. The currently sharpest bounds were given
by the first author in [13], showing that if 0 < p < 1 — 1/e? is constant, whp

n n
G _ 1.2
X(Gnp) 2log, n — 2log, log, n — 2 +0<log2n> ’ 12

with a similar but slightly more complicated expression given for the case 1 — 1/e? < p < 1.
The case p — 0 has also been studied. In particular, if p > 1/n, then results of Luczak [19]

imply that whp
np

2In(np)

It was noted early on that the chromatic number of the random graph G, is sharply concen-
trated. In 1987, Shamir and Spencer [24] showed that for any function p = p(n), whp x(Gp p)
is contained in an interval of length about y/n. Alon [4, 23] improved this to about /n/Inn
when p > 0 is constant. Later it was observed that if p — 0 quickly enough, then this can be

X(Gn,p) ~



improved dramatically. Alon and Krivelevich [2] proved that if p < n~1/2=¢ for some ¢ > 0,
X(Gn,p) takes one of at most two consecutive values whp. In other words, in this range x (G, p)
behaves almost deterministically. However, neither of these results gives any clue about the
location of the concentration intervals. Achlioptas and Naor [1] determined two ezplicit values
for x(Grp) when p = d/n and where d is constant, and Coja-Oghlan, Steger and the second
author [8] extended this to three explicit values when p < n=3/4-¢

From the late 1980s, Bollobas raised, and he and Erdés popularised, the opposite question:
are there any non-trivial examples where x(G,, ;) is not very narrowly concentrated? In the
appendix of the first edition of the standard textbook on the probabilistic method [3], Erdés
asked for a proof that x(G, 1/2) is not whp contained in any sequence of intervals of constant
length. Bollobds highlighted the problem [6], asking for any non-trivial results showing a lack
of concentration, and, more generally, for the correct concentration interval length of x (G, )
as a function of n and p. In 2019, the first author [15] gave the first result of this type:
it turns out that, at least for some subsequence of the natural numbers, x(Gy, 1/2) is not whp
contained in any sequence of intervals of length n'/4~¢, for any fixed ¢ > 0. Together with Oliver
Riordan [16], this was improved to intervals of length n'/2=¢ essentially matching Shamir and
Spencer’s aforementioned upper bound on the concentration interval length.

Notably, the results in [15, 16] give no lower bound on the concentration interval length for
any particular n, let alone all n. The method that is developed ‘only’ asserts that for every n,
there must be some nearby integer n* ~ n such that x (G- ; /2) is not too narrowly concentrated.
Furthermore, for most n, the lower bound on the concentration interval length at n* from the
proof in [16] is actually far away from the best upper bound of y/n/Inn: depending on n,
the lower bound varies between n°1) and n!'/2=°(1)_ It therefore remains a challenging widely
open and timely problem to establish the correct concentration behaviour — or, ultimately, the
limiting distribution — of x(G,, ) for p = 1/2, and more generally, for all constant 0 < p < 1.

The Zigzag Conjecture. An intriguing conjecture about the concentration interval length
of X(Gy,1/2) was made by Béla Bollobas, Rob Morris, Oliver Riordan, Paul Smith as well as
the present authors. The conjecture, on which we will elaborate more below, proposes that
the concentration interval length behaves in a rather unusual way: roughly speaking, it is
conjectured to be a function of n that ‘zigzags’ between n'/4+°(1) and n!/2+°()  We refer to [16]
for a detailed exposition and many further related results, observations and conjectures.
Before we continue, let us quickly review some background. The chromatic number of any
graph G on n vertices is closely related to the distribution of independent sets in G. We call an
independent set of size t a t-set, and denote by N; the number of t-sets in G, ;. Let

e = B [Ny] = (’Z) q(2) (1.3)

be the expected number of t-sets in G, ,, and set
ap = ap(n) = 2log, n — 2log, log, n + 2log,(e/2) + 1, a=a(n):= |ap(n)]. (1.4)

We denote by a(G) the independence number of a graph G, which is the size of largest inde-
pendent set. Bollobds and Erdds [7] proved that if p is constant, then whp

a(Ghp) = [ao(n) +o(1)], (1.5)



pinning down a(Gy, ) to at most two consecutive values. In fact, even more is true: for almost
all n, whp (G, ) = «, that is, except for a set of density zero in the natural numbers, the
independence number is known exactly whp.

The chromatic number is closely related to the independence number, since in any colouring
all colour classes are independent sets. In particular, for any graph G on n vertices, x(G) >
n/a(G). This simple lower bound is asymptotically tight for random graphs: the result (1.1)
of Bollobas implies that whp x(Gy p) ~ n/a(Gy ) for constant p. Even more can be said: by
looking closely at (1.2) and (1.5), we see that actually the average size of a colour class in an
optimal colouring differs from a(G,, ;) by at most a mere constant.

With this preparation at hand we can delve into the Zigzag Conjecture. Our primary goal
is to understand the distribution of x(Gp ). One immediate and promising approach to do
so is to enumerate colourings of G, , with a specific number k = k(n) ~ n/2log,n of colours;
let’s call this (random) number Xj. If the expectation E,[Xj] vanishes, then whp X; = 0
and so x(Grp) > k. On the other hand, if E,[X}] is large and X}, is concentrated around its
expectation, then whp Xj > 0 and so x(G,p) < k.

Note that in the latter case, where E,[X}] is large, we actually have some wiggle room.
Indeed, we may replace X}, by some other quantity X, such that E[X}] is also large and X} > 0
implies that X > 0, that is, there is a colouring with k colours. This may sound innocent, but
it allows us to switch from a random variable (in this case X}) with concentration properties
that are potentially difficult to handle or even non-existent to another random variable (X}),
where the distribution is easier to study or that has better properties. In particular, instead of
enumerating all colourings, we may restrict to a subset of them that possess a specific profile
k = (ky)1<u<a: a profile fixes the number k,, of colour classes with u vertices, for all 1 < u < a.
Obviously k should be chosen in a way so that the expected number of such colourings is as
large as possible. Of course at this point, it is not obvious at all why, in expectation, there is
a plethora of such colourings when E[X}] is large, but we may expect that typical colourings
of Gy have a typical ‘shape’, in the sense that their profile is close to the aforementioned
maximizing profile. So let us write X}, for the number of colourings with profile k’, where k’
maximizes, among all profiles, the expected value.

The crucial question is about concentration properties of X;, and there is something that
we can immediately observe. As it turns out and as we will make more precise later, the profile
k' is such that k, is proportional to k for all u close to «, that is, the number of colour classes
of each of the sizes a — i, where i = O(1), is linear in the total number k of colours. However,
it is well-known that for most n, the number N, of largest independent sets is o(k), see also
Section 3.1 below. In other words, E[X}] is dominated by an atypical event regarding N, and
thus X, is not concentrated (actually, X; = 0 whp). There is also another issue. The number
Nq—1 is (much) larger than the number k of colours, but its standard deviation is o(k). So
requiring that G, ;o has a specific colouring with profile k' alters the distribution of the graph
significantly, since it then has an atypically large number of (o — 1)-sets. This provides a second
reason why X} does not concentrate. On the positive side, there are no such issues with the
number of t-sets where ¢t < a — 2, since they are so numerous and fluctuate so much that
‘planting’ ©(k) of them should not really alter the distribution of G, 1.

The aforementioned observation is at the core of the Zigzag Conjecture, which postulates
that the variations in Ny, t < a — 2, play no role in a very strong sense: as soon as we have
decided on the part of a colouring that fixes the colour classes of size a and a — 1, x(Gy, 1/2)
should concentrate extremely sharply on one point only, at least for most n, resembling the



behaviour of the independence number. Based on this assumption, the conjecture formulates
the claimed precise dependency of x(G,, 1/2) on the variations in N, and N1, see [16].

Our Results. In this paper we take the first step towards confirming the Zigzag Conjecture,
and towards ultimately determining not just the concentration interval length but also the lim-
iting distribution of the chromatic number. One consequence of our main result is Theorem 1.1
below, which suggests rather strongly that colour classes of size o and ov — 1 are indeed the only
potential sources of non-concentration of x (G, ). Roughly speaking, we show that if we colour
the random graph and only allow colour classes of size < a — 2, then the required number of
colours is maximally concentrated — it takes one of at most two consecutive values whp.

Let us introduce some terminology. We say that a colouring is ¢-bounded if no colour class
is larger than ¢. So a colouring of a graph G is always a(G)-bounded. We call the minimum
number of colours for which a t-bounded colouring exists the t-bounded chromatic number of G,
and denote it by x:(G).

Theorem 1.1. Let p = 1/2, m = |pN| and a = a(n) = a(n) — 2. Then there is a function
k = k(n) such that, whp,
Xa(Gnm) € {k,k+1}.

Actually, we can be a bit more precise than that. Let E, ;; denote the expected number of
unordered ¢-bounded k-colourings of Gy, 1/2, where ‘unordered’ refers to the fact that we count
colourings up to permutations of the colours; see also the discussion after Lemma 2.2. Then
the t-bounded first moment threshold is defined as

ki(n) :==min{k : Ey, 1+ > 1}. (1.6)

Note that E, ; is increasing in k for £ < n, so that k. (n) is well-defined. With this notation
at hand, we could obtain an even more precise statement: we show in the proof of Theorem 1.1
in Section 8 that we can actually pick

k(n) € {kq—2(n) —1,ka—2(n)}.

Let us remark briefly on the use of Gy, 5, in Theorem 1.1, rather than G,, ;o which we discussed
earlier. The reason for switching to G, ,,, is that the delicate second moment argument in the
forthcoming proof only applies to Gy, . As pointed out by Alex Scott (see the remarks at the
end of [15]), there is a simple coupling of the random graphs G, 1/, and Gy, ,, wWith m = [N/2]
so that whp their chromatic numbers (or (a —2)-bounded chromatic numbers) differ by at most
w(n)Inn, where w(n) — oo is arbitrary. Thus it is almost equivalent whether to study G, 1/
or Gy, m in the context of the concentration or limiting distribution of the chromatic number.
Theorem 1.1 implies that xo—2(Gp 1 /2) is concentrated on w(n)Inn values, although we believe
that a two-point concentration result could likely be achieved by allowing m in Theorem 1.1 to
vary slightly around N/2.

Theorem 1.1 is a consequence of our main result Theorem 2.5, which is more general. There
we establish a lower bound for the probability of existence for a large class of possible colourings
that we call tame colourings. We postpone the precise formulation of the setup to Section 2.
Before we come to that, we give two further applications. The second application is Theorem 1.2
below, which roughly states that the first moment threshold is a good approximation for the
typical values of x4(Gj,1/2), provided that the expected number p, of a-sets, see (1.3), lies



within certain bounds. Setting a = a — 1 and using the fact that (for most n) whp x(Gj,1/2)
and Xa-1(Ghp,1/2) differ by less than about i, (see Lemma 44 in [16]), this result can be used
to improve the previously best explicit bounds (1.2) for x(Gy, 1/2), which had pinned down its
value up to an error term of size o(n/In%n).

Assuming (a special case of) Theorem 1.2, it was shown in [16] that x(G,, 1/2) is not concen-
trated on any sequence of intervals of length /nlnlnn/ In® n. This lower bound comes within
a power of Inn of Alon’s aforementioned upper concentration bound of \/n/lnn. Even more
significantly, in [16] it is argued heuristically why this lower concentration bound should be best
possible; see the finer conjectures in §1.3.2 of [16]. With Theorem 1.2 below, the proof of this
lower concentration bound is now complete.

Theorem 1.2. Let G ~ Gy, 173, and let a = a(n) be a sequence of integers such that
nt! < Ha < n?9,

Then, whp,
Xa(G) = ko + O(n29).

Let us remark briefly on the bounds on p, above. It is well-known that they imply in particular
that a € {a(n)—1, a(n)—2}, see also Lemma 3.1 below. The upper bound n*? has no significance
beyond ensuring a > « — 2 and could be relaxed to n3~¢ for any € > 0. However, the lower
bound n!! cannot be pushed towards n'*¢: curiously, the behaviour of the optimal a-bounded
colouring profile changes significantly when s, < n'T@° for some small constant zq ~ 0.02905,
and our proof does not apply in this case. We elaborate more on this in Section 7.4 and after
Lemma 7.20.

The last application of our main result concerns equitable colourings. We say that a colouring
is equitable if the colour class sizes differ by at most 1. Let x—(G) denote the equitable chromatic
number of a graph G, that is, the smallest k such that there exists an equitable k-colouring.
The famous Hajnal-Szemerédi Theorem [12] states that if G has maximum degree A(G), then
X2 (G) < A(G) + 1. For random graphs, Krivelevich and Patkés [18] showed that if n=1/5%¢ <
p < 0.99, whp x=(Grp) ~ X(Gnp)- In [14], the first author proved that for constant p < 1—1/e?,
there is a subsequence of the integers where x—(Gy, ) with m = [pN | is maximally concentrated
on only one value. We extend this concentration result to all integers n (and two consecutive
values) when p <1 —1/e ~ 0.63.

Theorem 1.3. Let 0 < p < 1—1/e be fired and m = |[pN|. Then there is a sequence k = k(n)
such that, whp,
X=(Gnm) € {k, k+1}.

Outline. The paper is roughly structured as follows. In Section 2 we present our main result,
Theorem 2.5 and set up the appropriate framework. Section 3 is a collection of auxiliary
technical statements and known results that we shall use repeatedly. In the subsequent Section 4
we guide through the proof of our main result and, in particular, define the random variable
Zy that we will study. Section 5 is devoted to the analysis of the first moment of Zy, while in
Section 6, the technically most elaborate part of the paper, we determine asymptotics for the
second moment of Zy. Optimal profiles in the case of t-bounded colourings for t € {o—1,a— 2}
and p = 1/2 are characterised in Section 7, where we also establish their tameness. Finally, in
the last regular section we prove Theorems 1.1, 1.2 and 1.3. All proofs omitted in the main part
can be found in the appendix.



2 Tame colourings and the general result

2.1 Colouring profiles

We will view a colouring as an ordered partition of V' = [n] into independent sets: let
II=W,....,Vk)

be an ordered partition of the vertex set V into non-empty parts. If all V; are independent,
then we call II a colouring. By a partial ordered partition, we mean an ordered collection

= (Vi..., Vi)

of disjoint sets. If all V; are independent, then we say that Il is a partial colouring of G. The
sets V; are called the colour classes of the (complete or partial) colouring II. In the following
definition we put some structure on the set of partitions, describing them in terms of how many
parts of any given size they contain.

Definition 2.1. Let n, k and t be integers.

a) A k-colouring profile is a sequence k = (ky)1<u<n such that

Z ky = and Z uky, < .

1<usn 1<usn
If Z1<u<n uk, = n, we call k a complete (colouring) profile, otherwise a partial profile.
b) A colouring profile k is called t-bounded if k,, = 0 for all u > t.

c) A (complete or partial) ordered partition I = (Vi,..., V) of V has profile k if it contains
exactly k, parts of size u for all 1 < u < n, and the parts are decreasing in size, that is,
Vil = [Va| = ... = |Vk|. Moreover, a colouring with colours in {1,...,k} has profile k if the
induced ordered partition given by its colour classes has profile k.

d) Given a colouring profile k, let k, be the fraction of vertices in sets of size u, that is,

k
Ky = M, and set K = (Ky)1<u<n- (2.1)
n

Let k=) 1 cyecp bu < 1. Note that k =1 if and only if k is a complete colouring profile.

e) Given a colouring profile k or equivalently K, let
Xk or XH

count the number of valid colourings in the random graph G with profile k, and let
_ _ Xy
X=X, = — %
" nguén ku'
be the number of unordered colourings with profile k.

f) Given k = (ky)1<usn and X = (Ay)1<u<n, we write A < K if Ay < Ky for all u.



We will use both k and & to refer to colouring profiles, and specifying one of these sequences
defines the other via (2.1). We will often use the letters i, j to index colour classes V;, Vj, and
the letters u, v often refer to colour class sizes, which may in principle range from 1 to n, but
are usually ¢-bounded for some ¢t = o+ O(1). To keep notation compact, we will often just
write >, [[,, >_; and so on when the range of u, ¢ is clear.

We will tend to use k for the number of colours in a complete colouring, and ¢ for the number
of colours in a partial colouring. The number of colour classes of size u will then be referred
to as k, or £,, and it will often be the case that ¢, < k, and that k, is the number of colour
classes of size u in a complete k-colouring, and ¢, is the number of colour classes of size u in a
partial f-colouring. Usually &, = kyu/n, K =Y, Kku, Ay = Lyu/n, A=Y Ay

From the definitions we readily obtain the following simple lemma about the expected num-
ber of colourings with a given profile.

Lemma 2.2. Let n,k € N and let k = (ky)1<u<n be a k-colouring profile. Then
)
E,[Xx] = Pcg®™, pe[0,1] and E,[Xy] = P22

(m)

n! u
P = = d = ku.
k Moo, and  fx Z <2>

usn 1<usn

where

Proof. The number of ways to choose an ordered vertex partition of profile k equals P.. More-
over, once we have chosen such a partition, it is a colouring if and only if none of the edges
within the parts appears in the graph; the number of such forbidden edges is fy. O

Let p € [0,1] and k,t € N. With Lemma 2.2 at hand we can also determine the expected
number of unordered ¢-bounded k-colourings E, 1, of G, p, and we abbreviate, as before,
Enkt = Epgy1/2- Indeed, if we denote by P, i ¢ the set of all t-bounded k-colouring profiles on
n vertices, then

f
En,k,t,p = Z Z Z ]Dkiqkk|

kePy, k¢ keP, k.t H1<u<t u! KEP, 1.t nguét u

In §7 we will study E,;; and in particular the ‘optimal’ t-bounded colouring profile that
maximizes the (unordered) expectation in very great detail.

2.2 Tame colourings

We specify some technical smoothness properties of colouring profiles. These properties (among
others) will occur naturally in the ‘optimal’ colouring profiles under consideration later, and so
they impose no real restriction.

Definition 2.3. Let 0 < p <1 be fized. Set m = |pN|, and let a = a(n) = ap(n) — O(1) with
a < « be a sequence of integers, and k = k(n) a sequence of complete a-bounded k-colouring
profiles. Then k is called tame if there is a constant ¢ € (0,1) and an increasing function
v : Ng = R with y(x) — oo as x — oo so that both of the following hold.

a) Ky = uky/n < b= @Y for 41l 1 < u < a and sufficiently large n, and



b) InE,, [Xi| > —n'~c.

Some comments on the conditions are in place. Condition a) on the tail of the ,,’s is a convenient
assumption that facilitates our computations; we believe that our results are true under weaker
conditions (perhaps only requiring a ‘second moment’-type condition such as Y, (a—u)?k, being
bounded), but the case treated here is sufficient for all intended applications. In particular, we
will see that the relevant optimal (a — 1)- or (a — 2)-bounded colourings of G, ,, have the
property that k, ~ p—(a—w)?/ 250 a) will be satisfied with plenty of room to spare.

Condition b) requires that the expected number of unordered colourings is not too small.
Obviously, under such a condition we cannot in general establish that X} > 0 whp, and our main
result Theorem 2.5 actually makes the stronger assumption that InE,, [Xk] > Inn, i.e., the
expected number of colourings is at least superpolynomial. However, assuming just b) enables
us to formulate intermediate proof steps and results in a more general form that may facilitate
future use.

We will require a similar condition for the expected number of certain partial colourings in
Theorem 2.5 — see (2.4). It is easy to see that some condition of this kind is also necessary so
that Xy > 0 whp: it is possible to construct profiles k so that the expectation of Xy is large,
but the expectation of X, tends to 0 for some £ < k. (For example, we may boost E[Xy] by
allowing for an atypically large number of a-sets, as we described in the introduction.) But then
whp X, = 0, which implies that also whp Xy = 0, since any colouring with profile k contains a
partial colouring with profile £. Thus, a lower bound on E, [X,] for all £ < k is also necessary,
which we will stipulate in (2.4), but to keep our second moment calculations in as general a
setting as possible, in the definition of a tame colouring we do not require it yet.

Let us collect some quick properties of tame profiles k that we will use several times.

Proposition 2.4. Let k be tame. Then there is a function u* ~ a ~ 2logy n so that k, =0 for
all uw < u*. Moreover, for any s € N,

Z (v —u)’ky = O(1).

u*<u<La

Proof. Let 1 < u < a. From condition a) we obtain that k, = r,n/u < b~ (@-wWra—uwp
and since 7 — 00, we may choose @ — u* = o(Inn) so that k, < 1 for all u < u*, as claimed.
Moreover, for z large enough we have b=7®) < 1 /10 and so

Z (0 —u)’ry < O(1) + Z (@ —u)*107*T < O(1) + 21)5107” =0(1).

u*<u<a u*<u<a v=0

O

Remark. In the following, whenever we consider a tame profile k we will tacitly assume
functions a = ap — O(1) with a < o and u* ~ « such that k, = 0 unless v* < u < a, and we
will use these functions a,u* without further reference or explanation. Moreover, without loss
of generality, we will assume that v* < a — 2 and that y(a — u*) > 10 (since y(z) — oo as
x — 00). In particular, whenever we write ) ,[], and the profile is tame, then the range of u
will be ©v* < u < a.

Remark. If k is tame, then we obtain that

n:Zuku ~210gbn2kzu,
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and so the total number of colours k = ), k, ~ n/2log,n. We will also use this fact several
times without explicit reference.

2.3 The general result

Our main (technical) result provides a lower bound for the probability that an a-bounded
colouring with a tame profile exists, provided that there are many a-sets and that the expected
number of colourings and partial colourings is large enough.

Theorem 2.5. Let p € (0,1) and € > 0 be fized and m = |Np|. Let a = a(n) be an integer
sequence such that a = ag — O(1) and

o > e (2.2)
Suppose that k = k(n) is a tame a-bounded sequence of complete colouring profiles so that
InE,,[Xx] > Inn. (2.3)

Furthermore, suppose that for any fized d > 0, if n is large enough, then for all colouring profiles
A< K such that 6 <Y1 ycq M < 1 =0 (and letting £, = nh,/u),

Ep [Xa] = exp <1n6 n) H <§Z>2 (2.4)

1<u<a
Then
k2 kX 1n?
P, (Xx > 0) 2 exp ( -2 - O(Ml)), where M) = —= n2 r (2.5)
Ha nlu’a

Let us comment briefly on the assumptions (2.3) and (2.4). We will see later in Lemma 7.20
that assuming E,,[X}] > Inn poses no real restriction, as in the range of k that we consider,
increasing the number of colours by just one boosts the expectation by a factor of (I n) (
for equitable colourings, by e®(nnInnn) in the worst case). Moreover, as we already mentioned
after Definition 2.3, for X) > 0 to hold it is necessary that E[X] is large enough; the binomial
coefficients account for the choice that we have when choosing the partial profiles. As we will
see, the requirement (2.4) will hold with room to spare, as for the ‘optimal’ colouring profile
under consideration later, the expected numbers of sub-colourings in question will actually be
exponential in n.

Using that k, < k = O(n/Inn) for all u, we immediately obtain the following statement
that provides conditions for the whp-existence of a colouring.

or

Theorem 2.6. Under the conditions of Theorem 2.5, if additionally pq > n*/In?n, then with
high probability, G, ., has a colouring with profile k.

As we will see below in (3.5), g > n?/In*n is equivalent to pg42 — oo. In particular, for
p = 1/2, this is the case if a < a(n) — 2, which will be crucial in the verification of Theorem 1.1.

3 Preliminaries

In this section we collect several facts and basic bounds concerning independent sets in random
graphs and the expected number of colourings with certain properties. The proofs are mostly
routine (but sometimes involved) and are all contained in the appendix.



3.1 Independent sets in random graphs

Fix p € (0,1), and let V; be the number of t-sets — that is, independent vertex sets of size ¢ —
in G,, . Recall the definitions of ap and a from (1.4), which we repeat here for convenience:

ap = ap(n) = 2logy n — 2logy logy n + 2log,(e/2) + 1, a=a(n) = |ap(n)].

As we already saw, for almost all n the independence number of G,, , satisfies a(G,, ,) = o whp.

Moreover, «q is the approximate value of u for which the expected value p,, = Ep[N,] = (Z)q(;),
interpreted suitably for u € R, is equal to 1. The following statement, proved in the appendix,
gives us bounds on the expected number of u-sets when u is close to ay.

Lemma 3.1. Let 0 < p < 1 be fized. Let u(n) < ap(n) be an integer sequence such that
x=2xz(n):=ay—u=0(). Then

o = na:—l—O(lnlnn/lnn). (31)
Moreover, if 0 <p < 1—e™4,
fo = Ep[Ng] — o00. (3.2)
Now define § = 6(n) by letting
fro = nP. (3.3)

Then, by (3.1),

Inlnn

0=0n)=a)—a+0 < ) € Jo(1),1+ o(1)], (3.4)

so that 6 is essentially the fractional part of agy. In the lemma below, which is also proved in
the appendix, we give bounds for u, for a large range of u.

Inn

Lemma 3.2. Let 0 < p < 1 be fized. Let a = a(n) = ag — O(1) and u = u(n) be integer
sequences such that 0.1a < u < 10a. Then, uniformly in u,

= pa (OS50 0/2)) (3.5)

Inn

3.2 Bounds on the expected number of colourings

This section contains a few basic but important lemmas that determine or provide bounds
for the expected number of colourings. We start with a bound that determines the leading
exponential order of the expected number of colourings with a given profile.

Lemma 3.3. Let 0 < p < 1 be fized. Let k = k(n) be a sequence of (complete or partial)
colouring profiles such that K, = 0 for all v < 0.1a and for oll v > 10, and such that
S ku(a—u)? = O(1). Then

En [Xa], By [Xe] = exp <<p(n)n +o(m 1“”)) ,

Inn

where
()=~ (=)= r) - 2 S (a0 -1 - o —u), k=Y
o(kr) = k) In K 2unua0 lnbu,n—umu.
If k is complete and so k =1, then we let (1 — k)In (1 — k) = 0 in the definition of .
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For tame profiles we have k, # 0 only for u ~ 2log, n and so k, = kyu/n ~ k,/k, uniformly in
u. In this case, if in addition [E, [X,J — o0 but not too quickly, the lemma readily implies that
o(k) =o0(1) and so ), kyu = ag —1 —2/Inb+ o(1). In that case the average colour class size
n/k satisfies

no >, kwu B 2
= x Nzu:ﬁuu—ao—l—lnb—l—o(l).

The next lemma provides an upper bound for the expectation when the average colour class

size is larger than this, which also holds if ), Kkuu? is unbounded.

Lemma 3.4. Let 0 < p < 1 and C > 0 be fizred. Let k be a sequence of complete colouring
profiles so that ky = 0 for all u < 0.1a and for all u > 10c. If
2

n
E>Ozo—1—m—|—0,

then
Clnbd

E,, [Xk] JEp [Xk] < exp < — n—+ 0(n)>.

In the next lemma we give a lower bound for the expected number of a-bounded colourings if
lq is large enough, with a very small error term.

Lemma 3.5. Let 0 < p < 1,e > § > 0 be fized, let a = a(n) = oy — O(1) be a sequence of
integers such that p, > n'*e, and suppose that u* = u*(n) ~ 2log, n. Then for all sequences K
of a-bounded colouring profiles such that k,, = 0 for all u < u*, uniformly

Ep [ X1, Ep[Xi] = exp (2s(k)n + O(In? n)), where K= Z K,
and @5 : [0,1] — R satisfies

Gs(a) = —(1— ) In(l — z) — (1 - %5) .,

where, as before, we set 01n0 := 0 in the case Kk = 1.

The following statement will be useful in the verification of Theorem 2.5, giving a lower bound
on the expected number of partial profiles for a range of A = ) A, where the lower bound
(2.4) does not apply.

Lemma 3.6. Assume the conditions of Lemma 3.5. Then there is a C = C(g) > 0 so that the
following holds. If k is a sequence of a-bounded colouring profiles so that k, = 0 for all u < u*,
then uniformly for all sequences A = (Ay)ur<u<a With 0 < Ay < Ky, and In3n< Yo <O,

e, 1) 2 e (05 )T ()

11



3.3 Basic bounds

In this section we collect some basic bounds that will be useful later. We begin with the following
lemma that gives us the asymptotic probability that a given set of x edges is not present in

Ghnom-
Lemma 3.7. Let p € (0,1) be constant and m = Np+ O(1). If z = z(n) = o(n*/?), then

(o) o exp (_ (b—1)a? )

(m) n

where g =1—p and b=1/q.
The following bound is a handy technical estimate for factorials.

Lemma 3.8. Let a = a(n), b = b(n) be two nonnegative integer sequences such that 0 < b—a —
0o. Then

(b—a)!
b!

The following statement of analytic flavour will be needed in the proof of Lemma 7.20.

< b e/t

Lemma 3.9. For every x € [0,1], let (si(x))i>1 be a sequence of real numbers so that s;(z) is a
continuous function of x € [0,1] for all i > 1. Suppose further that for all x € [0,1], s;(z) — 1
as i — oo. Then minge(g 1) 8i(x) — 1 as i — oo.

4 Proof overview for Theorem 2.5

We will prove Theorem 2.5 in §4, §5 and §6. Throughout these sections, let G ~ G, with
m = |pN| where p € (0,1) is constant, fix a sequence a = a(n) = ap(n) — O(1) and let k be
a tame sequence of a-bounded colouring profiles. Let ¢ > 0 be the constant and ~(n) be the
function from Definition 2.3 for the tame sequence k, together with a function v* = u*(n) ~ a
as mentioned in the remarks (since y(z) — oo as  — 00) so that k, = 0 for all u < u*.

Recall the Paley-Zygmund inequality, which states that for any non-negative random vari-

able Z with finite variance,
P(Z > 0) > E[Z)*/E[Z?]. (4.1)

To prove Theorem 2.5, it suffices find a non-negative random variable Zy so that Zy > 0 implies
Xk > 0, and so that under the conditions of Theorem 2.5,

E[Z2)/EZ]? < exp (i— +o0n)). (12)

The most natural candidate for Zy is the number of unordered colourings with profile k. How-
ever, determining the second moment of this random variable is a complex and elaborate task,
and there is no a priori reason to expect a statement like (4.2).

Fortunately, we are able to take a different route. We greatly simplify the underlying
structure of the possible pairs of colourings by only considering colourings that are well-separated
in a certain sense. More specifically, we show that it is sufficient to consider only colourings 7
with the property that if a colour class from another colouring has significant overlap with a
colour class in 7, the two colour classes must be essentially identical. This property guarantees

12



that if we look at any pair of colourings and remove the (essentially) identical colour classes,
then what remains looks completely random; in essence all correlations disappear and this is
the most important ingredient in verifying (4.2). The identical colour classes of size a shared
between pairs of colourings will account for the terms k2/u, + O(Mjy).

4.1 Definition of Zj

Before defining the random variable Zy that we will consider, let us begin with a simple notion
that quantifies how a vertex set is put together from the sets of a vertex partition.

Definition 4.1. For an ordered partition m = (V1,..., Vi) of V and a set S C V', we write
z(S,7) = Hz VNS # 0}
If z(S,m) = z, we say that S is z-composed with respect to 7.

With this definition at hand, we will define some events for vertex partitions 7 in G, ,,, below.
This will ensure that any two partitions m, 7" which define colourings in Gy, ,, and for which
these events hold are rather dissimilar in the following sense. As we will see, for any two such
partitions 7 = (V1,...,V;) and n’ = (V{, ..., V}/) which are colourings in G, ,,,, the colour classes
V/,1 < i <k, up to a small number of exceptions, have no non-trivial intersection with the V;’s.
More specifically, essentially every V/ is either identical to a colour class of 7, or it is composed
from (1—o0(1))|V/| colour classes of 7. This is a quite useful property: in the study of the second
moment E[Zy], after taking the identical parts into consideration, it will allow us to restrict our
considerations to pairs (m,7’) that do not interfere much. Indeed, if 7,7 are dissimilar as just
described, then knowing that 7 induces a colouring of G,, ,,, doesn’t really tell us much about
the chances that 7’ is a colouring, as only a small number of edges within the V/’s are known
not to be contained in the graph. So the events that = and 7’ both induce colourings are almost
independent, and then the second moment is under control. Let us proceed with the precise list
of properties that we will assume.

Definition 4.2. Let m = (Vi,...,V}) be an ordered complete partition of V' with tame profile k.
Define the following events.

Ay . T is a colouring, that is, the sets Vi ,..., Vi are independent.

By : If S CV is an independent set with u* < |S| < a, then
2(S,m) <2 or z(S7) =S| —-2(a—-|S])-1.

That is, S is composed of vertices from at most two parts of w, or from at least | S| —2(a—
|S]) — 1 parts.

Cr: If S C V is an independent set such that v* < |S| < a and such that z(S,7) = 2, then
there are parts V; and V; such that

ISAVi|=1 and |SNV;|=|S|— 1.

That is, any 2-composed independent set S has a simple structure: it is obtained by taking
one vertex from a part V; of m, and all other vertices from another part V;.

13



Dy : There are at most In® n independent sets S of size between u* and a such that

z(S,m) =2 and there is a part V; such that |SNV;| > |Vi| — 1.

We are now ready to define the random variable Z, which we will apply the second moment
method to: let

Zk = E gﬂ, Where 571— = lAmeﬂ-ﬂCn-mDn-'
7 of profile k

Obviously Zx > 0 implies Xx > 0, because &, > 0 implies A;. The first, crucial, point is
that switching from Xy to the more restrictive Zy has little impact on the first moment, and
therefore on the expectation threshold.

Proposition 4.3. Let k be tame. Then E [Zy] ~ E [Xy].

The second important point is that the heavy structural restrictions (‘dissimilarity’) imposed
by Br N Cr N Dy on possible pairs of colourings allow us to obtain a sufficient upper bound on
the second moment of Zj.

Proposition 4.4. Let k be tame. Then, under the conditions of Theorem 2.5 and recalling the
definition (2.5) of M,
E 7]
E[%4?

< exp (k—g +O(M;) + o(1)> .

a

Theorem 2.5 then follows immediately from Proposition 4.4 and Payley-Zygmund (4.1). We
will prove Proposition 4.3 in §5 and Proposition 4.4 in §6.

5 The first moment

In this section we prove Proposition 4.3, showing that the expectations of Xy and Zy are
asymptotically the same. To this end, let 7(n) be a partition with profile k(n) for each n € N,
where k is tame. We will show in Lemmas 5.1, 5.2 and 5.3 that

P(B, | Ax), P(C:|As), P(D;| A;) =o0(1),

from which Proposition 4.3 immediately follows. Since it is no additional effort, we will also
prove the same statements for the probabilities in Gy, ,. In the rest of this section we will write
without further reference

n u
Ne= (D) - 3 =N - 0(nl

for the number of admissible edges in G given Ay, that is, given that 7 is a colouring. Recall
that G ~ Gy, has
m = [pN]|

edges in total. We continue right away with the proof for B;.

Lemma 5.1. With the notation in this section, P(By | Az) = o(1) and P,(B, | Ax).

14



Proof. Let m = (Vi,..., Vi) (where we suppress the dependence on n). We begin with a simple
observation. For ¢ > 0, let E(c) be the event that there is an independent set S such that
ISNV;| - 1SNV, = clnn for some 1 < i < j < k. There are at most n? ways to choose i, j
and at most 2IVil*Vil < 241087 wways to choose subsets from V; and V. If E(c) occurs, then the
edges with one endpoint in S NV; and the other in SNV} are not contained in Gy, ,,. Thus

B(E(0) | A7) <ot (Vo7 e (),

m m

By applying Lemma 3.7 twice we obtain that the ratio of the binomial coefficients is ~ ¢°*".

Thus
P(E(c) | Ay) < n? - 2ilosn . gelnn,

It is clear that we can choose ¢ independent of n such that this probability is o(1); let ¢o be such a
choice and let us write (in a slight abuse of notation) F = F(cg). Then the complementary event
E asserts that all independent sets S in Gy, ,,, have the property that [SNV;|-[SNV;| < colnn
for all ¢ < j, that is, there is no significant overlap of any independent set with two (or more)
colour classes in 7. With this at hand, denote by

I.., v"<u<a, z€{3,...,u—2a—u)—2}

the event that there is an independent set S with u vertices that is z-composed. We will show
that

a u—2(a—u)—2

Z Z P(I,.NE | A;) = o(1),

from which the claim in Lemma 5.1 follows immediately.

Let u,z be fixed in the respective intervals. We estimate the probability of I, . N E as
follows. There are at most (Z) ways to choose z vertices in z different parts of m. Let us
consider a specific choice such that these vertices are contained in Vj,,...,V;,, where 1 < i; <
ig < -+ < i, < k. We pick non-negative integers x1,...,x, that sum up to u — z and such that
(1+2;)(1+2;) < colnn, and then we select for each 1 < j < z another z; vertices from V;. The
number of such choices is at most ], i<z (;J) Finally, the selected subsets from V; ,...,V;,
form an independent set of size u if and only if the >3, ;. (1 + 2;)(1 + z;) edges between
them are not included in G, ,,, conditional on A,. So abbreviating

sz:{(ml,...,xz)GNS::C1—|—---—|—3:Z:u—z,(l—l—xi)(l—l—xj)<colnn},

we obtain that

P(I,.NE | Az) < (:) > II

(3317 mz)exuz 1<z

< ) Nﬂ*21<¢<j<z(1+mi)(1+xj))
)

Using Lemma 3.7 twice we obtain that the fraction of binomial coefficients in the previous
expression is ~ g1<i<i<=(1H#)0425)  Noreover, for each (1,...,2) € Xyz,

Z I4+z)1+z)=——= Z (1+ )

1<i<y<z 1<]<z
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This is minimized when all z; = 0, except for one that equals u — z; in that case the value is

%(uz—(u—z—l—l)Q—z—i-l)=(Z—1)(U—Z/2)-

By putting everything together we obtain that

X1,y @z ) EX, 2 T

— n a
P, . NE | A< (™) - gt-D@=/2 (2, | max ( )
(L-E |45 (1) Xl - y

In the next steps we will estimate the binomial coefficient and the exponent of ¢. Since it will
be quite convenient, let us write

z=u—2(a—u)—d, where 2<d<u—2a-—u)+3.

Regarding the binomial coefficient, note that

<n> < (ﬂ>z _ q—zlogbn—l—zlogbz—zlogbe‘
z z

Moreover, recalling from (1.4) that « > 2log, n — 2log log, n + 2log,(e/2), we obtain that

a—u+d).

z—D(u—2/2)=(z-1)2a—-u—-d)/2 > (z—1)<10gbn—logblogbn—i—logb(e/Q)—i— 5

Combining these bounds, and using z > 3 > e, yields

P(Iu,z NE | Aﬂ) < nq(zfl)(logb(z/ﬂogb n)+(a7u+d)/2) ) |Xu,z| . max (a > ‘ (51)
($17---71'z)6-)(u,z 1<j<z x_]

From here on we will distinguish three cases. Consider first the ‘few parts’ case, where z <
(Inlnn)?; or equivalently d > u — 2(ov — u) — (Inlnn)2. In particular d is of logarithmic order.
Let us look more closely at a sequence x = (z1,...,2;) € &, .. Since the z;’s sum up to u — z,
there is at least one one index j* with z;+ > (u — 2)/2 = Q((Inn)/z). As x € &), », we obtain
that there is a constant ¢; > 0 such that x; < [c12] for all j # j*. With this observation at
hand, we can bound |X,, .| as follows. There are at most z ways to choose j*, a ways to pick
zj« and ¢z ways to pick each of the z; with j # j*. So as z < (Inlnn)?,

| X2| < za(er2)* 7t = n°W,

The monotonicity and log-concavity of binomial coefficients, the bound (Lc?z J) < a®?, and the
fact that u = a — o(log n) guarantee for such x that

1<aH<z (92) ) <LC(112J>Z_1 <u —z— lezj(z - 1)> <a?? (a _ OZOg n)> = noW,

Note also that log,(z/2log,n) > —log,log,n = —o(d) as d is of logarithmic order, and that
a—u+d~ «a~ 2log,n. Since ne®) = g=onn) 4nd z > 3, we obtain in the ‘few parts’ case
from (5.1)

14+o0(1) | q(lfo(l))(zfl)(a7u+d)/2

Hho(1) . g(2=o()logyn — p=140() 3 < ;< (Inlnn)?. 2
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Consider the ‘intermediate parts’ case, where (Inlnn)? < d < u — 2(a — u) — (Inlnn)?; in
particular z > (Inlnn)2. We again use that log,(z/2log,n) > — log,log, n. Moreover, since
Xy~ is a subset of the solutions in the non-negative integers to 1 +--- + 2, = u — 2,

-1
’Xu z’ < (u ) < uz_l < az_l- (5'3)
' z—1
This bound is true for all z and we shall use it again later. Consider also the crude bound

H <ﬂ(j> g G/Eléjéz Tj — aufz - a2(a7u)+d’ (1’1, e 71.2) € Xu,m (54)
1<z N

valid also for all z. By plugging all these estimates into (5.1) we obtain in the ‘intermediate
parts’ case that

<. q(zfl)(flogb logy n-+(a—u-+d)/2+0(1) — (1+(2(a—u)+d)/(—1)) log; a)

~

P(I..NE | Ay)
and since z = w(lnlnn), d = w(lnlnn), log, a = log, log, n + O(1), with room to spare
P(I,.NE | Ay) Sn- g D@20 <=1 (Inlnn)? < d < u—2(a —u) — (Inlnn)2. (5.5)

Finally, let us consider the ‘many parts’ case where 2 < d < (Inlnn)?, that is, z > u — 2(a —
u) — (Inlnn)? ~ 2log, n. Then z/2log,n =1 — o(1) and so log;(z/2log, n) = o(1). From (5.1)
we obtain that

P(l.NE | Ar) < p! (el lamurd) | Xz - max H (a )

(2131,---71'z)€/¥u,z 1<j<z x]

Moreover, from the bound in (5.4) we obtain that

1—[ <a> < a2(a—u)+d _ no(oz—u-i—d)‘
h €5
1<j<z

Regarding |X,, .|, we obtain from (5.3) that

X, ., < u—1 _ u—1 < u2(a7u)+d < a2(a7u)+d _ no(afqud).
’ z—1 20 —u)+d

Thus, again with room to spare and since & —u > 0 and d > 2,
P(I,.NE | Ay) < n'~0ro)emurd) pola—urd)  py=l+o(l) = 9 < q < (Inlnn).

Combining this bound with (5.2) and (5.5) we obtain

u—2(a—u)—2
Z Z P(I,.NE | A;) <a-a-n~ o0 =o(1),
u*<u<a z2=3

as desired.

For the corresponding statement for P, observe that throughout the proof, we estimated all
probabilities in Gy, ,,, to be (140(1)) times the corresponding probability in G, , via Lemma 3.7.
So the conclusion in Gy, , follows in exactly the same way. O
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Lemma 5.2. With the notation in this section P(Cy | Az) = o(1) and Pp(Cy | Ay).

Proof. Let m = (V1,..., Vi) (where we suppress the dependence on n). Suppose that C; occurs.
Then there is a 2-composed independent set S with |\S| > u* and there are indices 1 <7 < j < k
such that 2 < |SNV;[,[SNV;| <|S|—2. As S is independent, this means that |[SN V|- [SNV}]
edges are excluded from G, ,,, (conditional on A;). We obtain that

- Vil (vl (Y
PO A< S YD (e g %
1<i<j<k 002 ( m )

u*<b+0'<a

Applying Lemma 3.7 (twice) to the ratio of the binomial coefficients and using that k£ < n and
|V;| < a for all i we obtain that

@A s S (§) ()

0,0/ >2
a—u*<l+0'<a

Let us first consider the terms with 2 < £ < Inlnn or 2 < ¢ <Inlnn. Then ¢/ > 2(u* —2) =
(4 — o(1)) log, n and moreover, the log-concavity of the binomial coefficients and the fact that
0+ 0 ~ 2logyn ~ a guarantees that

a a a a 0(1)
< =n .
0]\ Inlnn/) \L+¢ —Inlnn

<a> <a>qa’ <n ) 2< i <Inlnnor2< ¢ <Inlnn.

Thus,

I AN4

On the other hand, if both ¢,¢' > Inlnn, then as £ + ¢’ ~ a = O(logn), we have /' = w(lnn).
As all binomial coefficients are < 2% = n®® we obtain

P(C_ﬂ | Aﬂ) < n2 . a2 . (n0(1)74 + n(?(l)qfw(lnn)) — 0(1)

For the corresponding statement for P,, observe that, as in the last lemma, we only ever
calculated probabilities in Gy, ,,, to be (1+0(1)) times the corresponding probability in G,, ,, via
Lemma 3.7. So again the conclusion in Gy, , follows in the same way. O

Lemma 5.3. With the notation in this section P(Dy | Az) = o(1) and Pp(Dy | Ayr).

Proof. Let m = (V4,..., Vi) (where we suppress the dependence on n). Let us write Y for the
(random) number of independent sets S that are 2-composed and have the property that there
isal<i<kwith |[SNV;| > |Vj|—1and |S| =|SNV,|+1 (that is, S contains exactly one
more vertex outside of V;). We will show that

P(Y >1n®n | A;) = o(1), (5.6)
from which the statement in the lemma follows immediately from Lemma 5.2:

P(Dy | Ar) <P(Dy N Cy | Ax) +P([Cr | Ar) <PY >1n3n | Ay) + o(1).
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We shall first compute the expectation of Y. For a vertex v € [n] let us write ¢(v) for the unique
index j with v € V;. Define the families of indicator random variables

Yoi)vemlichn e} Yowlvemlwen\Vw):

where Y, ; equals one if {v} UV; is an independent set, and Y, ,, equals one if {v} U Vi) \ {w}
is independent. Then, by definition, Y is the sum of all these variables. From now on we will
write v for a vertex, 7 for an index in [k] \ {c(v)} and w for a vertex in [n] \ V(). Note that

B[V | Ag] = (Nw T_nw/(]:frf)'

By applying Lemma 3.7 twice (by now we should have enough routine) we obtain
E[Yoi | Azl = (14 0(1))gV! and similarly E,, [V | Ax] = (14 0(1))gVee =1

There are n choices for v. Moreover, we can choose w by selecting an ¢ # ¢(v) and then selecting
a vertex from V;. We obtain that

Em[Y ’ AT(] = Z Em[YU,i ‘ AW] + Z Em[Yv,w ’ AT(]
ve[n],ie[k]\{e(v)} ve[n],weln]\Ve(v)
=1+oW)n | Y gt Y VilgY
1<i<k 1<i<k

and since k ~ n/2log,n and |V;| ~ 2log, n, recalling k, = kyu/n and that k is tame (so we
may apply Proposition 2.4),

En[Y | A:] < (¢71 + 0(1))n?¢® Z kg T < O(In%n) Z kug T = O(In%n).

u*<u<La u*<u<La

The claim follows by applying Markov’s inequality.

For the corresponding statement for P, as in the previous two lemmas, we only ever calcu-
lated probabilities and expectations in G, ,, to be (140(1)) times the corresponding expressions
in G, via Lemma 3.7. So again the conclusion in G, ,, follows in the same way. O

6 The second moment

In this section we prove Proposition 4.4. Throughout, we fix a sequence k = k(n) of tame
a-bounded k-colouring profiles with a = o — O(1) and ¢, y(n), u*(n) as in Definition 2.3 and
the remarks thereafter. Whenever we index a sum, product or sequence with u or v, this means
u* <u < aoru” <v < aunless otherwise specified.

Recall Definition 4.2 of the events B, Cr, and D,. We say that a pair (7,7’) of ordered
partitions is relevant if, roughly speaking, 7’ being a colouring would not violate the events By,
Cr, and D,, and 7 being a colouring would not violate the events B/, Cy/, and D,,. We spell
out what this means in the following definition.

Definition 6.1. Let 7 = (V;)k, and 7' = (Vj’)?:1 be ordered partitions with profile k. Then
we say that (m,7") is relevant if all of the following hold.
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a) 1. If V] is a part of 7' of size u, then

2(Vi,m) <2 or z(Vi,m)>u—2a—u) -1

2. If z(V],m) =2 for some part V] of 7', then there are parts Vi, and Vi, of m such that

]Vj’ﬂVil\ =1 and \Vj’ﬂViQ\ = ]V]’] —1.
3. There are at most In®n parts V] of ' such that

2(Vj,m) =2, and there is a part V; of m such that |V] N V;| > |Vi| - 1.

b) All of the above also hold with m and @' swapped.
Let o) = I (k) denote the set of all relevant pairs (7, 7") of vertex partitions.

The crucial point of this definition is that A, N B, N C; N D, and A, N By N Cyr N Dy can
only hold at the same time if (7, 7") € Il,e. Therefore,

E [Zﬁ] = Z E [£7r£7r’] = Z E [£7r£7r’] < Z P (AW N Aﬂ/) .

(ﬂvwl)enrel (ﬂvwl)enrel

So to verify Proposition 4.4, it suffices to prove that under the conditions of Theorem 2.5,

k2
. P(AmAm<exp<ﬂ—z+o<M1>+o<1>>. (6.1)

E [Zk] (ﬂvwl)enrel

The following observations are immediate from Definition 6.1 and the fact that all parts of the
partitions we consider are of size between u* and a, where u* ~ a ~ 2log,n. Recall that we
say that a set S is z-composed (with respect to 7) if z2(S,7) = z as in Definition 4.1.

Fact 6.2. Suppose that (mw,n') € Iy, and that V; is a part of . Then exactly one of the
following five cases applies.

a) Vi =V] for some part V, of .

b) V; is at least (u — 2(a — u) — 1)-composed (with respect to 7'), where u = |Vj|.

c) V; is 1-composed and V; C V] for some part V! of 7', and |V} \ V;| = 1.

d) V; is 2-composed and V; O V] for some part V] of 7', and [V; \ V]| = 1.

e) There is a part V] of n' such that |V} \ V;| = [V;\ V]| =1 (so both Vi, V; are 2-composed).
If case (a) of Fact 6.2 applies, we say that V; is identical (with respect to (w,7’)). In case (b),
we say that V; is scrambled (with respect to (m,7’)). If one of the cases (c), (d) or (e) applies,
we call V; exceptional (with respect to (m,7’)). It follows from Definition 6.1 that 7 has at
most 21n3n exceptional parts. Finally, if V; is either scrambled or exceptional (i.e., if it is not
identical), we say that V; is transmuted.

As 7 and 7’ have the same profile k, the number of identical and transmuted parts of each
size (with respect to the other partition) is the same in both 7 and 7. So, given (m,7’) € I,
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let us define the following quantities that all, without always mentioning it explicitly, depend
directly on (7, 7’). Set

L= (Uy)u<u<a, ¢y =number of identical parts of size u, ¢ = Z by

u*<u<a
Moreover, we define the ‘normalised’ versions of these quantities,
Ae=Lyu/n, A=Y A
uw*<u<a
In addition to that, we set
t, = number of transmuted parts of size u, t= Z tu,
u*<u<a

and write

s = total number of scrambled parts.
Note that

by+t,=k, and {+1t=%k.

Furthermore, as there are at most 21n®n exceptional parts,

s<t<s+2In’n.

Z IS Z Aut = An,

u*<u<a u*<u<a

Note that since

the quantity A is the fraction of vertices contained in identical parts. The calculations for the
proof of Proposition 4.4 will be split up into three cases depending on the value of A. Recall the
constant ¢ € (0, 1) from the Definition 2.3 of the tame sequence k, set ¢g = ¢/3 € (0, %), and let

Iscrambled = {(71',77,) € 1Lq ‘ )\(7’(’,71',) < ln_3 n} R
Mniddie = {(ﬂ-aﬂ-/) € e | 11’17371 < )\(77,71-/) <1l- nico} ) (62)
Heimilar = {(7‘(‘,71'/) € ey | M, 7') > 1 — nfco} )
Then the three lemmas below readily imply (6.1) and thus Proposition 4.4. Some of the lemmas
here, as well as later on, are formulated in a slightly more general way than what is needed in
the proof Theorem 2.5. In particular, those lemmas do not assume the additional conditions

(2.2), (2.3) and (2.4) from Theorem 2.5 unless stated explicitly. This does not complicate their
proofs, but makes them more readily available for reuse in future work.

Lemma 6.3. Let a = ag — O(1) and let k be a tame a-bounded profile, then

1 k2
P(A,NA) Sex —“—i—(’)M)
P X PUenan sew (3200
(7r77r/)€Hscrambled
with M = My + Ms, where
E*n%n
Mlel(TL): 4 5
npig
My = My(n) = n n k2 In®n + kyke1In’n n (ka—oInn + kg1 hf n + kg In® n)? (6.3)
e Inn T} Lol
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Note that in the context of Theorem 2.5, we have p, > nite and so My = o(1) since k, < k =
O(n/Inn) for all u.

Lemma 6.4. Let a = ag — O(1) and let k be a tame a-bounded profile. Furthermore, suppose
that conditions (2.2) and (2.4) from Theorem 2.5 hold. Then

! S P40 An) = o(1).

2
E [Zk] (m,m") €l middle

Lemma 6.5. Let a = ag — O(1) and let k be a tame a-bounded profile, then

1 noM)
5 Y. P(AnAn)< =
]E [Zk] (7r77r/)€Hsimilar [ k]

&=

Note that in Theorem 2.5, (2.3), we assume that E[X}] > Inn, so in that case the bound from
Lemma 6.5 is o(1). Lemmas 6.3 and 6.4 are the most difficult to prove; this is accomplished in
§6.2 after some quick preliminaries in §6.1. We prove Lemma 6.5 in §6.3 with a short standalone
argument.

6.1 General preliminaries

Let k be a tame colouring profile. Recall from Lemma 2.2 that E [Xy]| = P(fo)/(%), where

m

PeBom—"™ and f-fu- 3 (Z)ku (6.4)

[ cucq ul
u*<u<ka u*<u<a

Here P denotes the number of ordered vertex partitions of profile k, and f is the number of
forbidden edges, that is, edges with both endpoints in the same part of any partition with profile
k. From Proposition 4.3 and Lemma 3.7, since f = O(nlnn) for any tame profile, we obtain
that

N—f b—1 2
E[Zy] ~ E [ Xy = P% ~ Pqfexp <—%> . (6.5)
For two partitions 7 and 7’ of profile k, let
9 = Gnn

denote the number of forbidden edges that 7w and 7’ have in common, that is, the number of
pairs of vertices that are in the same part in both 7 and #n’. Using Lemma 3.7 as before, the
probability that both 7 and 7’ induce a valid colouring is

P(Ay N Ay) = (N -2 +9>/<N> ~ g2 9 exp (- (b=D@f - 9)2> . (66)

m m n

6.2 Proof of Lemmas 6.3 and 6.4

Throughout §6.2, we assume that k is tame and a = o — O(1), but we do not assume the
additional conditions (2.2), (2.3) and (2.4) from Theorem 2.5 unless explicitly stated.
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6.2.1 Notation and main lemma

Recall from the start of §6 that given (w,7’) € I, we denote by £ = (£,), and t = (ty)u
the numbers of identical and transmuted parts of size u, respectively, and let £ = ) ¢, and
t =73, ty. Then k, =4¢,+t, for all u, and kK = £+ t. In order to prove Lemma 6.3 we need
a fine-grained description of how two partitions 7, 7’ overlap. So, in addition to £ = (€y)s,
we define the overlap sequence r = r(m,7’) encoding the overlap between 7 and 7’ within the
transmuted parts.

Definition 6.6. Let (m,7') € ILe1, where 7 = (Vi,..., Vi) and " = (V{,..., V}).

a) An overlap block is a non-empty maximal set of vertices that are in the same transmuted
part of w and in the same transmuted part of ©'. In other words, an overlap block is the
non-empty intersection of two transmuted parts of m and ', respectively.

b) Let ry"" denote the number of overlap blocks of size exactly x given by the intersection of a
part of size w in ™ and and a part of size v in w'. Formally,

rat = H(Vz, VJ/) ‘ Vi transmuted part of w, Vj/ transmuted part of 7',

xT

Vil =u, Vil =, WinVj| =},

c) Forxz>1, let

Ty = E rat.
u,v

d) We callr =r(m,7') = (rg"")pu0 the overlap sequence of the pair (mw, 7).

We make several simple observations, some of which are summarised in the lemma below.
Suppose that (7,7") € II,. First, note that a z-composed transmuted part V; of 7 contains
exactly z pairwise disjoint overlap blocks. In particular, if V; is scrambled and |V;| = u, then V;
contains at least u — 2(a — u) — 1 disjoint overlap blocks. So any overlap block in a scrambled
part contains at most 2(a — u) + 2 < 4(a — u*) vertices.

Any overlap block consisting of more than 4(a—u*) vertices is in an exceptional (transmuted
but not scrambled) part V; of m, and contains |V;| > u* or |V;| — 1 > u* — 1 vertices. Each
exceptional part contains only one such block, so as there are at most 21In®n exceptional parts,
there are at most 21n?n overlap blocks with more than 4(a — u*) vertices.

There are no overlap blocks of size a, because such an overlap block would have to form a
complete part in both 7w and 7/, but then this part would be identical, not transmuted. For the
same reason, an overlap block of size ¢ — 1 cannot be contained in parts of size @ — 1 in both «
and 7’.

Lemma 6.7. Suppose that (7, 7") € o). Then for all 4(a —u*) < x < u* —1, we have r, = 0.
Furthermore,
Z re <2In®n  and 1, = rgj’“_l =0. 0

r>u*—1

We now organise pairs (7, 7’) of partitions according to the sequences £, r.
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Definition 6.8. Suppose that £ = (¢,,),, is a possible sequence encoding the numbers of identical
parts of size u, and that r = (rz’")zuw is a possible overlap sequence. Then we let

gy = {(71,77') € Ilye1 | 7 and @ overlap according to £ and r}

and
Pe,r = |H£,r|-

If (r,n’) € I, they share exactly

s=oee= 3 (1) S (5)r 67

u=u*

forbidden edges. Combined with (6.5) and (6.6), this implies that

1 Py _ b—1
s Y PN A~ T e e (< O (0f - o) - 2p))
E[Z" 2 P n
(m,m") €, (68)
PE r _ 2(b — 1)f
< —== g 9% [ —
< ¢ exp ( S 2ge,r)) :

Given £ and r, we will also use the following notation:

Niq = Z ul, = An, the number of vertices in identical parts

u
Ny = Z Uty = Z xry =n —nig = (1 — A)n, the number of vertices in transmuted parts
U x>1

r
n=1-— —1, the fraction of such vertices in overlap blocks of size at least 2
Nty

Jid = Z Ly, <;>, the number of shared forbidden edges in identical parts
u

Jtr = Z T, <;>, the number of shared forbidden edges in transmuted parts.
z

Note that n = njg+ng and g = gig+ gir- By (6.2), for (m,7') € niqdie U scrambled With overlap
£ and r,

n
A=—4<1-n%  orequivalently ng > nlTO. (6.9)
n

We are now ready to state the main lemma which bounds the contribution to (4.4) from all
pairs (7, 7') € g, with r, £ so that ng, > n'=c.

Lemma 6.9. With the notation in this section, let £ = €(n) and r = r(n) be possible overlap
sequences of a relevant pair of partitions such that ng. = n'=. Then

1
P(A-NAr) S Fi(€)Fa(L, F5(€,r)), 6.10
AL erne ( ) £ Fi(OFy(€x)exp (Fs (£.1)) (6.10)
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where

2
Fi(e) = L{
E, [Xe]
ot w\ (v zn B
B(er) = T(xﬂiiiyvl) with T(x,u,v) = % and n = Mtr Tl’
x>2,u,v Tz (m")q 2 Tty
— — I _ 2
F(L,r) = _2(b Nf(f 29)+2(f gid a(ntr 7”1)) .

n2

We prove this lemma in §6.2.2 below. Very roughly speaking, the term F} quantifies the contri-
bution from identical parts and F5 the contribution from smaller overlaps in scrambled parts.
The term exp(F3) contains some corrective terms, for example from calculating in Gy, ,, rather
than G, p, which will eventually cancel out with the summed contributions in F5 from overlap
blocks of size 2, that is, joint forbidden edges of m and 7’ (which is the reason why we work in
Gp,m rather than in G), ). Subsequently, in §6.2.3, we sum (6.10) over all possible sequences £,
r corresponding to Il iqdie and Igerampleq in order to obtain Lemmas 6.3 and 6.4.

6.2.2 Proof of Lemma 6.9

We start by counting Pp,. Given some pair (7, 7’) of partitions with 7 = (V4,...,V;) and
m = (V{,...,V}), we define the k x k overlap matriz M = M(m, ") = (Mi;),, ; <), by letting

Mij = H/Z N VZ‘

Note that the entries in the i*" row of M sum to |V;|, and the entries in the 5 column sum
to |V]’| So for every u* < u < a, exactly k, rows and columns of M sum to u. Furthermore, the
row and column sums decrease in size (as we defined ordered partitions as having decreasing
part sizes |Vi| = |Va| > ... = |Vk]|), so the first k, rows and columns sum to a, the next k,_1
rows and columns sum to a — 1 and so on. The sum of all entries in the matrix is n.

For every u* < u < a, (m,7’) has exactly ¢, identical parts of size u. This corresponds to ¢,
entries of the number u in M so that all other entries in the same row or column are 0. In
addition, for any 1 < z < a — 1 there are r, entries of the number x. All other entries of M are
0.

Now conversely, given a matrix with these properties, the number of corresponding pairs (,
7') of partitions is given by the multinomial coefficient

n!

[T, u' [, z!m="

This is because for each positive entry M;; of M, we may choose a vertex set of size M;; for
Vin Vj’ , and this uniquely defines m and 7’. So let Mp ;. denote the number of matrices with row
and column sums according to k and entries corresponding to £ and r and with the properties
above, then

n!
[T, w1, =l M.

Note that this is an upper bound because not every matrix M with the properties above
corresponds to relevant pairs (m, 7'), which fulfil some additional conditions.

Pl,r <

(6.11)
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Lemma 6.10. With the notation in this section,

K\ 2 4] (tuto (") (V) 212)™" 2(f = gia — alng — 1))’
Me,l‘ ,S rl! H <<€u> u!2t1t> H ’I"}BL’U! exp | — n2 .

r>2,u,0

Proof. Start with an empty k£ x k matrix. We first choose places for the ¢, entries of the number
u, u* < u < a, and write 0 for all other entries in the same row or column. Each entry u has to
go into one of the k, rows and columns which sum to u. As there cannot be two such entries
u, v in the same row or column, there are exactly

11 <IZ>2£U! (6.12)

u

choices. All other non-zero entries must be placed in the other ¢ = k — ¢ rows and columns.
Recall that t, = k, — £,. We next place ry’" entries of the number z for all 2 < z < a — 1, for
which there are at most

tut tuty)e
[] <;ij> < I (utu)™ ur;:,l, (6.13)
w|

T
r>2,u,v r>2,u,v

possibilities. All remaining entries are 0 or 1, and their placement needs to be in accordance
with the given row and column sums of the matrix. To bound the number of choices, we use the
following theorem of McKay [21] that pins down the asymptotic number of 0-1 matrices with
prescribed row and column sums.

Theorem 6.11 ([21]). Let N(o,T) be the number of m x n 0-1 matrices with row sums o =
(01,...,0m) and column sums T = (T1,...,7,). Let S =>" 0y, 0 = max;0;, T = max, 7j,
Sy =3 0i(0i —1) and T =377 7j(m5 — 1). If S =00 and 1 < max{o, 7}? < dS for some
d < 1/6, then

Sl SoT max{o, 7}
N = - - = .
(&:7) [T, o H?:l 75! P < 252 9 < S

In our setting, we want to count the number of £ x k 0-1-matrices where the row and column
sums are given by the profile k, minus the entries we have already placed in the matrix. We
use the notation 7 = (7y,...,7;) and o = (01, ...,0%) for the prescribed row and column sums
as in McKay’s theorem, where the exact values for the o; and 7; depend on where we placed
the larger entries in the matrix. Note that N(o,T) overcounts the total number of ways to
complete the matrix as we cannot place any entries 1 where we have already written another
number, but this will be insignificant.

The total number of entries of the number 1 is exactly r; — this is S in the notation of
Theorem 6.11. If n is large enough then

ry = n®%° (6.14)

(because by assumption ng > nl=%® = n1=¢/3 where ¢ € (0,1) is the constant from Definition 2.3,
and there are at most 21n®n exceptional parts, so 7 has at least n®% scrambled parts, each of
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which contains overlap blocks of size 1). Furthermore, all 0;’s and 7;’s are at most a = O(Inn).
So certainly 1 < max{c,7}? < §/10, say, and Theorem 6.11 gives

n <_ i ilos = 1) 35 7 (75 = 1)) |

Hf:l ai! H§:1 75! 2rf

The sequence o1, ..., 0k can be obtained from the sequence a,a, ..., u*, u* (k, times u for each
u* < u < a) in the following way. First, for each u* < u < a replace exactly ¢,, members u of
the sequence by 0 (this corresponds to the ¢, entries of the number u in the matrix). Then for
all u* < u < a, successively subtract the number 2 from Zu*<v<a ry”’ members of the sequence
which were originally u, the number 3 from ) .., , r3”’ members of the sequence which were
originally u, and so on (with repetition).

Accordingly, the product Hle ;! can be obtained from the product [],.c,<, u!® by re-

N(o,T) ~ (6.15)

moving the corresponding factors of the factorials. Then Hle ;! is minimised if these factors
are as large as possible, which happens if each number is subtracted from a member of the
sequence that is as large as possible. Recalling that ¢, = k, — £, this gives

k u,v

_ !rac u!tu
Mo =T[w™" ]I (w x) = L,
i=1 u

r>2,u,v ul'e Hm}Q,u,v (x'(lmt))r;’v

Of course there is a corresponding bound for 7 = (7q,...,7%), so

k k 12t
IESIEE 11, — (6.16)
i=1 =1 Hm22,u,v (33!2 (Z) (;)) :

A similar argument gives a lower bound for S>¥_ o;(0; — 1). Recalling that f = 3", ky (5)

oo =iL ()22 (-5 () (7))

r>2
=2f — 22 (g)ﬁu — er(an —x —2?)
u r>2
>2f —2giq — QaZ:m“x =2f —2giq — 2a(ng — r1).

xr>2

As the same lower bound also holds for Z?Zl 7j(1; — 1), we obtain that

k

> oi(oi = 1) 7i(m = 1) = 4A(f — gia — alng — 1))
i=1 j=1
Plugging this and (6.16) into (6.15) gives

N(o. 1) < H:% 11 <m!2 <Z> <Z>> exp <_ 2(f = g —Tc%(ntr — 7"1))2> |

r>2,u,v
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Together with (6.12) and (6.13), bounding 1 < n, we have

2 (u\ (v\\Te " o _ 2
MZI‘ S ! H (( u) u|2tu> H (tutvxlré:le(m)) exp <_2(f Jid naé(ntr 701)) ) ,

r>2,u,v

completing the proof of Lemma 6.10. ]

We need one final estimate before combining everything into one big formula. Recall from §6.2.1
that

n =mniq+ Ny and N = w,
Nty

and so by Lemma 3.8 (noting that r;1 — oo by (6.14)),

T_l! — M ! . (e — (n4r —71))! < (n — nid)!ntr—nn—f—men(nn—m)

n! n! TNr) n!

(n — niq)! e\ (6.17)
< | ' H | (Ttr ’
n: r>2 x.( x )

using in the last step that ng —r1 = > oy 27rs, and that ("“) ni./z!. Now we are ready to
put everything together. We continue from (6.8), using (6.11), Lemma 6.10, (6.4), (6.17) and
the fact that k, = £, + t,:

1 Z PlA NAr] ~q gP]freXp< 2(1);721)‘]000_29))

I, w!?ke—tu 2(b—1)f
< Mpy ———(f-2
“r nlge [Lsp ! P n?2 (f = 29)
! A (wttut () ()
< 15, 1€u x
~ nlgY 1;[ <<€u> bulu x}}ﬂ) 0]
20-1)f 2(f = gia — a(n — 1))
- eXp (-%(f_zq)_ ( 2( t 1))
n n
S Fi(@)Fa(£,r)exp (F3 (£,1)), (6.18)
: : O
as required, bounding r1 < n — nyq and recalling that E [Xe] = nd I IL, & ymmirl O
6.2.3 Summing the terms — proof of Lemmas 6.3 and 6.4

Overview

With Lemma 6.9 at hand, we know almost exactly how much pairs (7, 7") € Ilp, contribute to
the sums that we want to bound in Lemmas 6.3 and 6.4. We will now sum these contributions
over all possible overlap sequences £ and r encoding pairs in Igcambled U Ilmiddle-

Consider the expression Fy(£,r) from Lemma 6.9. The form of the terms will make it easy
to sum (£, r) over all integers 7, using the well-known identity ) -, 2"/n! = €. Roughly
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speaking, this will result in terms of the form exp(d_
the following definition.

Recall that by Lemma 6.7, 7, = ng’a_l = 0, which is why we will not need to take sums
over these parameters. Furthermore, note that the terms T'(x,u,v) only depend on £ (via t,
and t,) and 71 (via n = (ng — r1)/ne, where ng = > ut, = (1 — A)n).

Definition 6.12. For2 <z <a—2, let

woe (T, u,v)). In view of this, we make

x u\)2
T(x) = TE,rl (x) = Z T(x,u,v) = o (Zu tU(x)) .

u*<u,v<a (nmtr) q(2)
Furthermore, let
ela=1m (aztg + 2atata,1)

(a2

-1

Ta—-1)=T(a—1,a,a)+T(a—1l,a,a—1)+T(a—1,a—1,a) =

We continue with some technical lemmas bounding various terms. All proofs are straightforward
calculations that can be found in the appendix.

Lemma 6.13. Let £ and r encode the overlap of a pair (7, 7") € Wserampled U middie, in particular
such that X =", lyu/n <1 —n"%. Then the following holds uniformly for all such sequences
L r.

a) F3(L,r) = O(In?n).
b) T(2) = O(In’n).
¢) Let 3 <z <4(a—u*) and recall thatt =3 t, =k —{. Then

B 4(a—u*)
T(x)=0 <1T> =o(1) and Z T(xz) = o(1).
=3

a)

u,v

T T’
[ Houd” cop©@mdn).
rg !

z>4(a—u*),u,v

The next lemma will be used in the case A < In~® n, where we have to be more precise.
Lemma 6.14. If £, r are such that \,n < In"3n, then, uniformly,

a) F3(€,r) = —2bf?/n% + o(1),

b) T(2) =2bf%/n% + o(1),

-3 —1+o(1)
¢) Y1 T(x) < nT =o(1),

d) T(a . 2) -0 ((ka_glnn+ka_11n2 n+kg In3 n)2)

Ha n?

e) T(a — 1) = O (k?l ln3 n+kaka—1 111211) )

Nfbg

In particular, together with Lemma 6.13 and recalling the definition (6.3) of M,

4(a—u*) a—1
> T(x)+ T(z) = O(My) + o(1).
=3 r=u*-1
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The middle case — proof of Lemma 6.4

Suppose that £ < k is a sequence such that A < 1-n"%, where as usual A = > A\, = >, lyu/n.
From Lemma 6.9, if we fix £ and sum (6.10) over all possible overlap sequences r encoding the
overlap of a relevant pair, using Lemma 6.13 and the identity zn>0 2" /nl = e?,

u,v

> (AoR@merEEen) < Y| T D0 epom? )

Tz
r relevant r relevant \ z>2,u,v

u,v

<R Y ) Q) PG

r relevant \ 2<z<4(a—u*),u,v

< Fi(0) H Z Tz, 1;“})' ) exp(O(In® n))
¢
[

2<r<4(a—u*),u,v \ry’=0
4(a—u*) u)2
l‘

= F1(€) exp Z T(z)+O(n’n) | < Eu A exp (O(In” n)) . (6.19)
=2 P

We will use this relationship, together with Lemma 6.9, to prove the following three lemmas in
the appendix. Together with the additional conditions (2.2) and (2.4) from Theorem 2.5, they
readily imply Lemma 6.4 (by setting 3(n) = exp(In®n) in Lemma 6.16, so that (6.20) is given
by (2.4)).

Lemma 6.15. Let ¢ > 0 be constant and let a = a(n) = ag — O(1) be an integer so that
pa = n'Te. Let k be a tame a-bounded sequence of profiles. Then there is a constant C(g) > 0

so that ) .
ST > P04y <exp (- 6(5 ),

In°n
(m,7") €M middle, 1

where
Mniddie,1 = { (7, 7") € Iiaaie | In > n < A< C(e)} -

Lemma 6.16. Let a = a(n) = ag— O(1) be an integer, k a tame a-bounded sequence of profiles,
and 6 > 0 a constant. Furthermore, suppose that B(n) is a function so that for all colouring
profiles A < k such that 6 < Y 1 cycqdu <1 -6,

2
5, () = a0 TT (7)) (620

Then

! > PAn4y) <

5
i exp ((’)(ln n)),
E [Z] (m,m")Ellmiddle,2

1
B(n)
where

Miadie2 = { (7, 7") € Injadle | § <A< 1—6}.
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Lemma 6.17. Let a = a(n) = ap — O(1) be an integer, and k a tame sequence of a-bounded
colouring profiles. There is a constant 69 > 0 so that

SaF L Pldnan <ep(-em ),
(

7r77'(,)eHmiddle,S

where
Middie,s = { (7, 7") € Hpiadie | 1 =0 K A< 1 —n"%},

and ¢y = ¢/3, where ¢ is the constant from the Definition 2.3 of the tame sequence k.

The scrambled case — proof of Lemma 6.3

We now come to the most delicate case A < In"3n. We will sum (6.10) over all sequences £,
encoding the overlap between pairs of partitions in Igerampled- We will start by fixing a sequence
£ such that A\ < In"®n, and sum over all r such that (£,r) encodes the overlap between pairs
of partitions in Ilgeambled- Thereafter we will sum the result over all possible sequences £. So
recall that n = 1 — ry/n, and let

Ri(¢) = {r | (€, 1) encodes the overlap of a pair in Hyeampled and 7 > In™3 }
Ry(2) = {r | (£,r) encodes the overlap of a pair in Igrampled and n < In=3 n},

then the following lemmas bound the sum over r of (6.10) for a fixed sequence £.

Lemma 6.18. Let £ be a possible sequence encoding the identical parts in a pair of partitions
of profile k, and suppose that X =" Lyu/n <In"3n. Then

Y. DL P(ArnAn) =o(Fi(8)

k] reR;(€) (m,m")€lly »

Lemma 6.19. Under the conditions of Lemma 6.18, and recalling the definition (6.3) of Ma,

5 Y. > P(ArNAy) S Fi(e) exp(O(My)).

rERQ(Z) (m,m")Ely

Proof of Lemma 6.18. Let r € Ry(£). Recall that

u,v
n=1 no_ ZJ»?? e Z$22,u7v LT
Ntr Titr Titr

So if n > In"3n, then as ny = (1 —A\)n ~ n and u,v,z < a = O(Inn), if n is large enough there
exist xg = 2, ug, vy such that
i > /In® n.

By Lemma 6.7, we have Zm>4(a7m) ry < 2In3n, so 2o < 4(a — u*). Then, by Lemma 6.13,

T <T < T(x) = O (In%n).
(I'Q,UO,’UO) (.%'0) 2<m$(agiu*) (1’) (Il n)
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Therefore, if n is large enough,

uQ,vQ uQ,v0 n/In®n
T(xo,ug, vg) 0 eT(xo,ug,vo)\ >0 In''n
(@, U0,71)0|) < ( u,o,vo, ) < < exp (— In® n) . (6.21)
Tzq : Txo n

Using (6.10), we wish to sum Fy(£)F5(€,r)exp (F3 (€,r)) over all r € Ry (£). Using Lemma 6.13,
we can bound F3(£,r) = O(In®n), and furthermore, using (6.21), Lemma 6.13 and the bound
T7 /r! < €T, uniformly in r,

T“O"”O Tu,'u T,u,’U
T(CEQ,U(),’U()) 0 T(x’u’v) * T(x’uav) *
Fy (£7 I‘) = 0500 | H 70 H 700
ro - 2<e<4(a—u*),u,v v >4(a—u*),u,v o

(x,u,v);é(xo ,Uo 7U0)

<exp (—In%n +O(In°n)).

Note that as u,v,z < a = O(lnn), and all r;"" are at most k < n, and using Lemma 6.13 again,
we can bound crudely for sufficiently large n:

> Fi(&)F(tr)exp (Fs(L,r) < Fi(£) Y exp(—Infn+ O(In’n))
reR(£) reR(£)

< Fl(E)nCLS exp (—Inn + O(In° n)) < Fi(€) exp <—% In® n> ,

and this, by (6.10), implies the claim. O

Proof of Lemma 6.19. Letr € Ra(£), so both \,n < In~3n. Similarly to the proof of Lemma 6.18,
using (6.10) we need to sum F;(€)Fa(£,r)exp (F5 (£,r)) over all r € Ry(€). Using Lemmas 6.7
and 6.14, switching sums and products, and recalling that there are no overlap blocks of size
between 4(av — u*) + 1 and u* — 2, we obtain

2
S RO R (& r)exp (Fs (£,1)) ~ Fi(€) exp (—%) S B
reRa(£) reRa(£)

u,v

b 2 Ty
~ Fy(£) exp (—%) Z H %

reRs(£) 2<z<4(a—u*)
or u*—1<e<a—1,

U,V
2b 12 T(z,u,v)="
< Fl(E) exp <—7> H Z T
2<z<4(a—u*) re¥>0 e
or u*—1<r<a—1,

u,v
Using the identity Y 2 T"/r! = ¢! and Lemma 6.14 again, we obtain that this is at most

au a—1

) _
Fi(£) exp —ﬂ+ Z )+ Z T(x)

=u*—1

< Fi()esxp (—ﬂf? ; % ; 0<M2>> — FL(€)exp (O(M)) 0
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We proceed with Lemma 6.3 by summing over all sequences £ so that A < In"3n. Along the
way, it will be almost no additional effort to observe the following statement. This will not be
used further here, but we plan to use it in future work.

Lemma 6.20. Let a = ag — O(1) and k a tame a-bounded profile. Assume that k2 /g — 00
and define

/ / ’ 10]‘52
gcrambled = (7T= ™ ) € Ilscrambled ‘ ga(ﬂa ™ ) > 1 .
a

Then
10k2

a

1

P(A:NAy) <exp|( —
DY .
E[Zk] (m,m")eIl’ (

scrambled

+ O(M;y + M2)> .

Proof of Lemmas 6.3 and 6.20. Combining Lemmas 6.18 and 6.19, to prove Lemma 6.3 it suf-

fices to show that )

k
> FN£)§6XP<—1-+CKAA—+A6)>, (6.22)
<k <In"3n Ha

and for Lemma 6.20 we need the corresponding upper bound when we only sum over £ with
A <In3n and ¢, > 10k2/u,. So suppose that £ < k with A < In">n. Then

n
Tid ;u n 5 ( )

Note that
n
’I’Lid2 < E(QIQQ + 2nid(nid — Eaa) = EZ(ZQ + 0 <ﬁ> Z uly,

and so with Lemma 3.8,

— 1:q)! 2,2 1
(n ?ld)' S n_ni<leni<12/n < n_"ideg‘la /n+(’)(m) Zu*éuéa—l uéu.
n:

Therefore, since E[X,] = #rld' IL, (q(g)eu/(u!&%u!)), bounding (IZ:) < kb /oy,

Ky 2 242 /n 12 w/1n3n) \ fu
ﬂ@znﬁw<&%/<k@0 II i«@%ﬁ%—g : (6.24)

Ep[Xg] ~ ga! naq(g u*gugafl u- an(Q

Recall that p, = (Z)q(;) is the expected number of independent u-sets in G,, ;. Note that for

all u* < u < a,
kiu! k2 2 k2 k2 In®
wlh P 0+0<1>>:—2+0<“nn>. (6.25)
nuq(2) (Z)q(2) n oy oy T

In particular, we obtain uniformly for u* < u < a that

kziu!e(’)(“/ln3 n) k2
Tu® (6.26)
nuq(Q) Moy
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It follows from (3.5) that for any t = ap — O(1) and v* < u < a,

e (027

Therefore, as k, < k= 0O (n/lnn) for u* <u < a—1,

k2 n2 2 n2 n
Ju — |1 =0(— =0 = O(Ms).
w e 2 (ua_lln2n> (ualnn> (M)

=u

GZ_:

So by this and (6.26), switching sums and products and using e* = > 2"/nl,

Ly,
1 kiu!eo<ﬁ> a-l 5
> I oM mew e X ) = ep©0m). (627
Zu*,...,fa_l uw*<u<a—1 ur nuq 2 u=u* /’[/U

We have to be more careful when summing (6.24) over ¢,. Noting that when z — oo, the main
contribution to e* = > 2"/n! comes from terms where n ~ z, and that ¢, < nig = An <
n/In®n, together with (6.25) we get

/1o n elaa®/n [ |24 f k2a! k2al \2a?
> o lm) s im o) )
ga- n‘lq(Q) naq(2) naq(Q) n

£qa=0
k2 Efln’n  E2In’n
=exp | —+ (’)( s— + >
Ha Ham HaTt

k2
= exp (,u_a +O (M, + Mg)) .

Note further that, if we only take the sum over £, > 10k2/pu, ~ 10k3a!/(naq(g)) (and ¢, <
n/In3n), then using Stirling’s formula, we can similarly bound by exp (—10k2/pa—|—(9(M1 +M2)),
assuming k2/p, — oo. Using (6.24) and (6.27), we can now bound the sum (6.22): switching
sums and products we obtain that

n/ln3ne£2:2 k al fe 1 k2u|eo [T
> REOs| D M( ) 3 I1 o u—(u

a
£<k:A<In"3n £ =0 naq(Q) wola—1 u*<u<a—1 ntq 2)

uv 3

kQ
gexp (_a + O (Ml + M2)> .

a

This is (6.22) as required, completing the proof of Lemma 6.3. For Lemma 6.20 we proceed
in the same way while restricting the sum to 10k2/u, < €, < n/ In® n, completing also that
proof. O
6.3 Proof of Lemma 6.5

Let us remark at the beginning that the following proof in fact works for any constant cg > 0,
not just for ¢y = ¢/3. Recall the definitions of £, A, s, ¢, P, f, g from the beginning of §6 and §6.1.
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By (6.5) and (6.6),

1 S P(4,N4y)

2
E [Zk] (ﬂvwl)ensimilar

~gmp X (P ew (=T (@ e 1))

(7T77rl ) €l_Isimilar

1
< - f*gmﬂ/ .
SE[ZP .«

(7T77rl ) €l_Isimilar

As k is tame, by Proposition 4.3 we have

E[Z] ~E[Xi] = E[Xu] - [ [ *u! -

u

So to prove Lemma, 6.5, it suffices to show

> o < P kdexp (O(1nn)). (6.28)

(Wvﬂ/)ensimilar

In order to achieve this, we will generate and count all pairs of partitions (7, 7’) € Hgjpilar While
bounding f — gr » from below.

First note that if (7,7") € Igmilar, then there are exactly An vertices in identical parts,
where A = A\(m,7’) > 1 —n~%. As each part contains at least one vertex (in fact, at least u*
vertices), the number of scrambled parts is at most

s(m, ') <t(m,7') < (1= Nn < nl, (6.29)
Given 7 and 7/, let

zy(m,7') = number of 2-composed parts of 7 of size u (with respect to 7’),

z(m,m") = total number of 2-composed parts of m (with respect to 7).

Fix some integers s < n'7% and (2y)y*<u<q and let z = > z,. We will first generate and count
all pairs (m,7") € I,e(k) such that s(m,7') = s and z, (7, 7") = 2z, for all u, and then take the
sums over all s < n'~ and (z,), in order to obtain (6.28). Without loss of generality we only
count those pairs (7, 7’) where z(7, ") > z(7’,7), as by symmetry this decreases the left-hand
side of (6.28) by at most a factor 1/2.

Any pair (7,7") € I (k) corresponding to s and (z,), can be obtained in the following
way. First choose 7, for which there are P possibilities, and then pick the scrambled and the
2-composed parts, for which there are at most

S Zu

() <50

s) ~5 \zu s! - 2!

choices. As (m,7') is relevant, by Fact 6.2 all remaining parts of 7 must be 1-composed. From

every 2-composed part V;, pick the exceptional vertex v; € V; which is in a different part of 7/
than the other vertices in V;, and remove it from V;. There are at most

aZ
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choices for the exceptional vertices. Next, choose the vertices which will be the exceptional
vertices in 2-composed parts of 7'. As w.l.o.g. z(n',7) < z(n, ), there are at most z of them.
In 7, those vertices must either be in one of the s scrambled parts or they are amongst the z
exceptional vertices of 7, so there are at most

2a5+z

choices. Now assign these vertices to 1- and (formerly) 2-composed parts of 7 in order to create
the 2-composed parts of 7’. This can be done in at most

k:Z

ways. We have generated all 1-composed and 2-composed parts of 7/, and now only need to
rearrange the remaining vertices to form the scrambled parts of 7/. As each scrambled part of
m' contains at most a vertices, there are at most sa vertices left, so there are at most

sa

S

ways to group them into s parts. Finally, we choose one of the
I1%!
u

possible orderings of the parts, and this defines 7’ completely. Overall, given s and (zy ), if n
is large enough there are at most

PP T (Su) < (Pl S () o

u u

choices for the pair (7,7’) (note that r, = kyu/n ~ ky/k for v* < u < a).

We also need a lower bound for f — gr r, the number of forbidden edges in 7 (i.e., pairs
of vertices that are in the same part of 7) that are not forbidden in #’. In 7, each of the z,
exceptional vertices in a 2-composed part of size u is the endpoint of exactly v — 1 forbidden
edges in 7 which are not forbidden edges of n/. All of these forbidden edges are distinct.
Furthermore, each of the s scrambled parts of 7 is at least (u* — 2(a — u*) — 1)-composed. As
a ~ u* ~ 2logy n, if n is large enough then each scrambled part contains at least

<u* —a—u*) — 1> _ ((2 — o(1))log, n

5 5 ) > (2 —co)login

forbidden edges which are not forbidden in 7’. Hence,

f=9rm = Z(zu(u -1))+(2- co)slog,% n.

u

As a=ay—0O(1) and b* = © (n?/In*n) = O(k?),

qf—gﬁ,,r/ — b—(f—gﬂm/) < b(72+co)sloggn H o) (kabafu)Zu ‘
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Together with (6.30), the contribution to (6.28) from relevant (7, 7’) corresponding to the fixed
values s and (zy), is at most

2a akb(—2+co)log2n 5 a—u\2u
() B o) e

u
As we picked s < n'=% and since a ~ ap ~ 2logyn, if n is large enough we have

2a8akb(f2+co) log? n < b(*2+00+0(1)) log? n+a(l—co) log, n _ b(fcoJro(l)) log? n <1

So, summing (6.31) over all possible choices for integers s < n!~“ and (z,),, using once more
that e* = > 2" /n!, we obtain

Z qffg(ﬂoﬂf') <P H ky!exp <1 —i—O(G) Z ﬂubau>

(Wvﬂ/)ensimilar u*<u<a u*<u<a

<P H ky!exp ((’)(a)) ,

uw*<u<a

using the property s, < b~(@~®(@=% from Definition 2.3 (a) in the last step. As a = O(Inn),
this is (6.28) as required. O

7 Optimal profiles

In this section we study the colouring profiles that maximize the expectation E[X}] amongst
all t-bounded colouring profiles k with k& colours. This analysis will be used in the verification
of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. We set p = 1/2, so that b = 1/(1 — p) = 2 throughout.

The main goal of this section is to establish that we may apply Theorem 2.5 to an optimal
t-bounded profile, at least in the cases required to verify Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. That is, we
establish that the optimal profile is tame and, furthermore, meets the additional constraints
(2.3) and (2.4) from Theorem 2.5. This is ultimately achieved in Lemma 7.20. The main
difficulty is to show that the expected number of certain sub-colourings is large in order to
verify condition (2.4). This will be established in §7.4, after some preparation in §7.1-7.3.

We will make use of the analysis of optimal, i.e., expectation maximizing, profiles in §3.1
of [16], where the optimal ¢-bounded colouring profile was approximated by a continuous ver-
sion (i.e., where the number of colour classes of each size is a non-negative real number, not
necessarily an integer). For the purposes of this paper we need tighter bounds compared to
what is established in [16], showing that the difference in the expected number of colourings
between the optimal integer profile and the optimal continuous profile is extremely small. This
is achieved in Lemma 7.19 below. The corresponding result in [16] is Lemma 29 there, which
would be sufficient to prove concentration on O(In?n) values in Theorem 1.1, but not for the
two-point concentration result that we obtain.

7.1 Setup and previous results

We first collect some notation and results from [16]. For t = O(Inn), let E, ;, denote the
expected number of unordered ¢-bounded k-colourings in G, 12 (not in Gy, with m = | N/2],
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although by Lemma 3.7 these two quantities only differ by a factor exp(OQ(In%n))). We will
replace In E,, ;. ; by a quantity which is easier to handle.
Let P, 1+ be the set of all t-bounded k-colouring profiles k = (ky,)1<u<t € Ng on n vertices,
that is,
ky >0, > k,=k and > uky =n. (7.1)

1<u<t 1<u<t

Given positive reals k < n and a positive integer ¢, we define a real-valued version, letting
Pt ={ (ku)i<u<e € R": (7.1) holds }.

For 1<u<tand ke PY

okt let

dy=20)ul and Li=nlin—n+k— Y k,In(kudy),

1<u<t
and set
Lo(n,k,t) == sup L. (7.2)
keP),
In [16, Lem. 29] it was established for suitable n, k,¢ that
(B, ) = Lo(n, k,t) + O(In*n), (7.3)

which, in many cases, means that Lo(n, k,t) is a good approximation for In(E, j ;), while being
much easier to analyse. In Lemma 7.19 below we will sharpen (7.3) for suitable n, k, ¢, replacing
O(In n) by O(In®? n). Continuing to follow [16], we rescale by setting p, = k,/k, which is the
fraction of colour-classes of size u. So for t € N and p € (1,¢) a real number let

Py = {(Pu)lgust €01+ D> pu=1 and Y up, = P}-

1<u<t 1<ut

This is simply the set of probability distributions with support {1,...,¢} and mean p. Moreover,
when setting p = n/k this is in 1-1 correspondence with Pg7k7t, where we substitute p, = ky /k.
Set

E(p, kj,p) = pln(pk) —Ink — Y +1-— Z Du ln(pudu), pP= (pi)iéiét S ﬁp,ta

1<u<t
and define the analogue of Lo(n,k,t) by
Lo(p, k,t) == sup L(p, k,p). (7.4)
pePp,t

It follows immediately from the definitions that for any positive integer ¢ and positive reals n
and k with 1 <n/k <t,

Lo(n, k,t) = kfo(p, k,t), where p=n/k.

The following lemma from [16] describes the location of the maximum of Z(p, k,p) over p, which
is actually independent of k.
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Lemma 7.1 ([16], Lem. 32). Let 1 < p <'t, where t € N. Then for any real k > 1, there is a
unique p = Py € Py maximizing L(p, k, p) which is given by

Dy = e:rt(P)wLuyt(P)d;l, 1<u<t, (7.5)

where z(p) and yi(p) satisfy the equations

Z ert(P)Tuye(p) -1 — 1 (7.6)
1<u<t
and
Z ue®t(P1rue(o) -1 — (7.7)
1<ut

We will also need the following results from [16].

Lemma 7.2 ([16], Cor. 37). Suppose that t = t(n) = ag(n) — O(1) is an integer. Uniformly
over all m and all real p > 2 such that t — p = ©(1) we have

yt(p) =2Inn —Inlnn + O(1).

Lemma 7.3 ([16], Cor. 39). Suppose that t = t(n) = apg(n) — O(1) is an integer. Uniformly
over all k <n/2 such that k =n/(t — (1)),

0 2,
%Lo(n k,t) = o In“n+ O(lnnlnlnn).
The following statement is a direct consequence of Lemma 41 in [16] (noting that in that lemma,
we can plug in In pu, = 6lnn by (3.3), and that ap = a + 6 4 o(1) by (3.4)).

Lemma 7.4. Suppose that t € {a(n) — 1,a(n) — 2}, and let ky = min{k : E, + > 1} denote
the t-bounded first moment threshold first defined in (1.6). Then

n 2
E—Oéo—l—ﬁ—FO()

7.2 Reparametrisation

From here on we deviate from [16], bringing the characterisation of p in Lemma 7.1 into a form
that we can study more easily in our setting. The advantage of our parametrisation is that
we replace x(p) and yi(p) by quantities A, (¢,p) and pn(t,p) that are bounded and that we
can approximate analytically and also numerically. Moreover, it will be convenient to replace
u (where 1 <u <t) by a — i (where a — ¢t <i < a—1). We first define the auxiliary function

hp :N—=R, i~ — h;zzz—ln((a—z))—l—ln(\/_)—i—(a—i—i—l/Q)lna—a. (7.8)

Note that the last three terms are similar to the leading terms in the Stirling approximation of

In((ae — 2)!) for large oo — i. We state without proof some easy asymptotic properties of h, (i)
for later use.
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Lemma 7.5. Uniformly for all i = o(lml/2 n),

In 2
hn (i) = —%ZQ +o(l) as n— oo,
and uniformly for alli < o —1 = O(lnn),

In2
hn(i) = _(n? - 0(1))i2 as n — oo.
Now, letting ¢+ = v — u, we have
—1 In2
~Ind, = —<O‘2 Z) In2 — In(a — i)l = hn (i) + <aln2 +lna— n?)z + f(a), (7.9)

where f(«) is some function of a. Thus, if we let & = po—i, absorbing the terms above other
than hy, (i) into Ay, pn, we can rewrite (7.5)—(7.7) as

& =&i(n) = mDPntimi g —t<i<a-1, (7.10)

where A\, = A\, (t, p) and p,, = un(t, p) are chosen so that

a—1 a—1

Yo G=1, Y i&=a-p. (7.11)

i=a—t i=a—t
Note that the dependence on n of all of these quantities is only through o = «(n). The
advantage of this new formulation is that (at least for the values of n, k, ¢ which are relevant for
Theorems 1.1 and 1.2) A, 4y, are of order O(1), as we show below. Furthermore, as n — oo,
An, pin, converge towards values (or rather, functions) A, i which only depend on av—t and o — v,
as we will see in the next section.

Lemma 7.6. Suppose that t = ag(n) — O(1) is an integer. Uniformly over all n,k € N so that
2<n/k=t—-06(1),

tn =0(1) and X, =O(1). (7.12)
Proof. Observe that by the definition of p,, and (7.9),
In 2
tn = —yt(p) +aln2+Ina— n7

Noting that a = 2logy n—21logs logs n+O(1), the claim for p, now follows directly from Lemma
7.2. Moreover, note that by (7.11),

A=l 3 e,
a—t<i<a—1
and together with Lemma 7.5 this implies the claim for A,. ]
We will need the following useful property of the &;’s, which says that they decrease very fast
when viewed as a function of 7.

Lemma 7.7. Under the conditions of Lemma 7.6 there is a C' > 0 such that &1 < C270 - &;
foralla—t<i<a-—1.

Proof. From the definitions (7.8) and (7.10) of h, and  and from Lemma 7.6 we obtain
uniformly in ¢ that

In Sit1

=hp(i+1) = hy(i) + pn = —iln2+In(a — i) —Ina + O(1).

i

The claim follows. O
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7.3 Convergence of \,, u,, and of the ¢;’s

In this section we show that if t € {a — 1,0 — 2} and n/k = ap — 1 —2/In2 + o(1) — that is, in
the cases that will turn out to be relevant in the proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 — then, as n
gets large, the quantities A\, u, and the &;’s get close to some functions A, u and ¢; that only
depend on a — t € {1,2} and a9 — @ € [0,1]. We start by defining these ‘limiting’ functions.
Let ig € {1,2} and = € [0,1]. (Later on we will set ip = o —t and x = ag — a.) Let
A = A(ig, x), b = u(ig, z) be given in the following way. Set

G =TT > (7.13)

and

2

and choose A, p so that

DG=y ST =1 NG =Y i = T(a). (7.15)

=10 110 =10 =10

Note that A, p exist and are unique. Indeed, p uniquely solves .. (T'(x) — z')e’”_%i2 =0,

where, since T'(z) =1+ 2/In2 —x > 2 > iy, the first terms of (T'(z) — 7)i>4, are positive and
the others are negative. Moreover, if we have determined p, then A = —In(3_,; e’“_uﬁ) is
also unique. Furthermore, note that given i, u(ig, z) and A(ip, ) are continuous functions of x.

The aim of this section is to show the following statement.

Lemma 7.8. Suppose that t € {a — 1,a — 2}, and k = k(n) is an integer so that n/k =
ap(n) =1 —=2/In2 + o(1). Define Ny, pn as in (7.11) with p = n/k, and let X = A(ig, x),
= p(io, x) as in (7.15) with ig = o —t and © = ap(n) — a(n). Then

Tim A, = Al = lim [, — gl :nlggog|£i—<z‘| =0.
1210

Proof. First note that T'(z) = 1+ 2/In2 — 2 = a — n/k + o(1). By Lemma 7.6 we have
tny An = O(1), so together with Lemma 7.5 and (7.11) this implies

Z ef an 2+>\n+/»1«n2 . 1 + 0(1) Z Zeflnil2+)\n+/»lfnz — T(x) + 0(1)

1>10 1>10

Comparing to (7.15), the claims for Ay, u, follow by continuity. In order to establish the last
claim, using again that p,, A\, = O(1), Lemma 7.5 guarantees that there is an M € N such that
for sufficiently large n,

& =Gl =o0(1), ip<i<Inlnn and |&—G|<&+G<e /4 i>M,

where the first bound is uniform in 7. Summing the first bound for ¢ up to some M’ > M and
the second bound for all ¢ > M’ and then letting M’ grow slowly establishes the claim. O
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7.4 The expected number of partial colourings

Define ¢; as in (7.13)—(7.15). For iy € {1,2}, s > ip and z € [0, 1], we let

ols.ri)=—(1- X )n(i- ¥ o)+ 22 ¥ (ali-T@)). (@16

10<I<S 10<I<Ss 10<I<Ss

Comparing to Lemma 3.3, we see that for x = ag— « this expression corresponds to the function
¢ in the logarithm of the expected number of partial colourings with exactly (;(cc —)/n colour
classes of size a — i for igp < 7 < s. The aim of this section is to establish the following two
lemmas, which will be proved in Section 7.4.3. They will later help us to bound the expected
number of such partial colourings from below.

Lemma 7.9. Let i € {1,2}. For every s > 2,

inf (s, x,i9) > 0. (7.17)
z€]0,1]
For the remaining case ig = s = 1 such a statement is no longer true. However, we still obtain
the following property.

Lemma 7.10. Let ig =s=1. Then

inf 1,2,1) > 0. 7.18

£€[0.04,1] #l ) (7.18)

The awkward constraint > 0.04 is unfortunately necessary here, because it turns out that
o(1,2,1) <0 for 0 < = < zp, where x( satisfies

(10, 1) = (1 = Glan)) a1 = Glao) + o) (o0~ 1) =0 (9)

and (; is, as before, given by (7.13)—(7.15). A numerical approximation reveals that zp ~
0.02905. We pick up this fact again after Lemma 7.20.

Note that for all s > ig € {1,2}, (s, x,ip) is a continuous function of z because p(ig, ),
A(ig, x) are. So, by compactness, it suffices to show that (s, x,iy) > 0 for all 0 < z < 1, or for
0.04 < z < 1 in the case ip = s = 1. We prove this in §7.4.3 after noting some monotonicity
properties and numerical approximations for A(ig, x), u(ig, z) in §7.4.1-7.4.2. Let us remark at
this point that we do not provide an entirely analytical proof of Lemmas 7.9 and 7.10, as A and
w are only defined implicitly through (7.15) as functions of x and ig. However, what we do show
(in the proof of Lemma 7.16) is that it is enough to the verify the value of ¢ numerically for a

finite number of explicit values in order to establish Lemmas 7.9 and 7.10, which we proceed to
do.

7.4.1 Monotonicity

We start by noting some handy monotonicity properties of various quantities that appear in
our calculations.

Lemma 7.11. Let ig € {1,2}. Then x — u(ig,z) is strictly decreasing and x — \(ig,x) is
strictly increasing for x € [0, 1].
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Proof. By rearranging the equations in (7.15), we find that u is the solution of

> (i = T(@)e 5 =, (7.20)
1>10
or equivalently of
em—%ﬁ
> (i-T()) —— =0. (7.21)

Hj—=5%7
Dizig €2

The left-hand side of this equation is a weighted average of the numbers i — T'(x), i > ig.
This weighted average is strictly increasing in u, since increasing p puts more weight on the
larger elements of the sequence where ¢ is larger. It is also strictly increasing in z as T'(x) =
1+2/In2 — z. So if we increase x, this means that u, as the root of (7.21), decreases.

For the function A(z), we obtain from (7.15) that

A= —n (S er ),

1>10
and so 2
d)\ et
A 2z iy = L) =2 —1-1=<0 (7.22)
e Doy e v
So A is strictly decreasing as a function of p and strictly increasing as a function of . O

Lemma 7.12. Forig =1, (1(x) is increasing in x € [0,1]. Forig € {1,2}, (2(x) is increasing
in x € 10,1], and (3(x) is increasing for x € [0, % — 2] and decreasing for x € [% -2, 1].

Proof. For a given ¢, by (7.13) and (7.22),

i _ <®+z’>g:(z—1—i+z’)g.

7.23
du du In2 ( )

By Lemma 7.11, p = p(x) is strictly decreasing as a function of z, and since ¢; > 0 for all i > iy,
we obtain the required monotonicity properties directly from (7.23). O

7.4.2 Numerical approximations

We will need some approximations for A\, p and ¢; at certain values z € [0,1] and iy € {1,2}.
For more details on how these approximations were obtained, see Appendix B. The following
tables indicate intervals in which the respective values are contained.

For ip = 1:
z p(x) Alz) G () Ga () G3()
0 [2.6879,2.6880] | [—6.313,—6.311] | [0.0188,0.0189] | [0.0980,0.0981] | [0.254,0.255]
0.15 [2.5816,2.5817] | [~5.908, —5.906] | [0.0254,0.0255] | [0.118,0.119] | [0.277,0.278]
22 || [2.0407,2.0408] | [~4.089, —4.087] | [0.0912,0.0913] | [0.248,0.249] | [0.337,0.338)]
1 [1.9512,1.9513] | [—3.825,—3.824] | [0.108,0.109] | [0.270,0.271] | [0.336,0.337]
For iy = 2:
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x () A(@) Ga(x) G3(z)

0 [2.6443,2.6444] | [-6.123,-6.122] | [0.108,0.109] | [0.270,0.271]
2 —2 | [1.8229,1.8230] | [~3.318, -3.317] | [0.347,0.348] | [0.379,0.380]
1 [1.6836,1.6837] | [-2.909, —2.907] | [0.395,0.396] | [0.376,0.377]

7.4.3 Proof of Lemmas 7.9 and 7.10

We start by showing that in Lemma 7.9, the cases
we need some notation. For ¢ > 0, let

S, = Z M5 (1P 4250), S) = ZJBM*IDJ(J +2;¢)

>0 >0

s = 4 are implied by the case s = 3. For this

(7.24)

and, recalling the definitions (7.13) of the ¢;’s and (7.14) of T, set
In2

:SZ< 2 Tu))

Then we have the following lemma giving an alternative condition for Lemma 7.9.

In2

In2
In(CeSe) — =€+

-5 -

Lemma 7.13. Let ig € {1,2} and s > io.
{=s+1.

Then @(s,z,i9) > 0 is equivalent to E; > 0, where

Proof. 1t follows from (7.15) that

1—ZQ=

i=10

Z Gi = Cs+1 Z Sivetl _ Cs41Ss41 -

i>st1 j>0 ostl

Furthermore, again from (7.15), we obtain

S

. . J +s+1) §J+5+1 Sé-i-l
iG=T- iG;=T—(s+1)Cst1 =T = (s + 1)Css1(Gst1 + :
izzio i;ﬂ jz;o (s + 1)Cst1 ( s+ 1)
Plugging in these relationships, we find that, letting £ = s + 1,
In2 )
(s, 7o) (1—2@) In (1-2@) Z(g@-T))
i=ip i=ig =10
In2 S;
= —GeSen(CeS) + =5 (T = £ (S + 1) = T(1 = 65
In2 In2 In2
= CeSz< In(CeSe) — =0+ TT> CzSe
Since {y > 0 for all £, the claim follows. O

With this preparation at hand, we show that we can reduce the analysis for Lemma 7.9 to the
case s < 3.

Lemma 7.14. For iy € {1,2} and z € [0,1], if E4 > 0, then E; >0 for all £ >5

44



Proof. Suppose that E4 > 0, and note that by (7.13) and (7.24),

_ wi-m2(reze (M2, o, o 2, 2. In2
E ;@ : <2€ A=l =Sy — =04 T 2j>). (7.25)

Further note that (interpreting ¢ as a real number)

ds
Recall from §7.4.2 that for ip = 1, u(0) < 2.69, and for ig = 2, u(0) < 2.65. By Lemma 7.11,
w(x) is strictly decreasing for = € [0, 1], so in both cases u(x) < 2.69, and we have

d /In2 In2 In2
— (== -l — —=0) > /4In2—-269 — — > ¢1In2 — 3.04.
d€(2 B ) . 09— n2-=3.0

This is strictly positive for £ > 4.5, thus the minimum of the quadratic function 1%262 — b — IHTQK
occurs at £ < 4.5, and so for £ > 5 we have

In2 In2 In2 In2
n_g2_lug_n_g> n_42_4lu_n_.4.
2 2 2 2
Furthermore, it is clear from the definition (7.24) that S; is decreasing in ¢, which means

—InSy > —In Sy for £ > 5. Plugging these bounds into (7.25), we obtain for £ > 5

 In2/:2,0:0 /1N2 In?2 In?2 In2
Ey > <W——<J +2Jf><—42—4 — S 4 S - A —T-—')).
¢ ;0 @ 2 = o1 = A+ = 9 J

d /In2 , In2 In2
(50 -me=50) =tm2—p - ==

Now consider

- In2/.:2 :

E, ki =5 (17 +250) In2 In2 In2 In2
—>Z< R (—42—4,u——-4—ln54—)\+—T——j)).
Sy = Zi>0 ehi—257 (1242i0) \ 2 2 2 2

The expression on the right-hand side is a weighted average of the term in the brackets, which
we denote by R(j). Note R(j) is decreasing in j (the only part that depends on j is —lnTQj). If
we decrease ¢, the weights in the weighted sum are shifted towards larger j (since for larger j,
exp{—j¢In 2} becomes disproportionally larger) — so smaller terms R(j) get more weight, and

the average decreases. So for £ > 5 we obtain

E, eI (24 In2 , In2 In2 In2
— > —4" -4y ——-4—InSy— A —T——‘)).
St jgo 200 ohti— 52 (j2+2i-4) < 2 K 2 ot + 2 9 7
But this last expression is just F4/Sy > 0, and so E; > 0 as required. O

The following corollary is now immediate from Lemmas 7.13 and 7.14.
Corollary 7.15. Let igp € {1,2},z € [0,1]. If ¢(3,x,i0) > 0, then ¢(s,x,ip) > 0 for s > 4.

It remains to verify Lemmas 7.9 and 7.10 for s < 3. After our preparations this is not very
difficult, but it will take some time: We study the function ¢(s,z,iy) — which is different for
every choice of s,4y — and use monotonicity properties from §7.4.1 to show that it is positive if
it is positive for s, z,ig in a certain finite set. We then check those finitely many points using
the numerical approximations from §7.4.2. The proof is in the appendix.

Lemma 7.16. Let either ig = s =1 and x € [0.04,1], or iy € {1,2}, s € {2,3} and z € [0,1].
Then ¢(s,z,i9) > 0.

With this lemma, the proof of Lemmas 7.9 and 7.10 is complete. U
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7.5 Approximation by an integer profile

Recall the definition of Lo(n, k, ) given in (7.2), and of the rescaled version Lo(p, k,t) in (7.4).
We already saw in (7.3) that Lo(n, k,t) is a good approximation for In F,, j ;. In this section we
prove the promised sharpening of this relationship for appropriate values n, k,t. The first step
is approximating the optimal continuous profile by an integer profile.

Lemma 7.17. Let n,k,t be integers so that t = a — O(1) and n/k =t — O(1), and let § =
(&i(n,t,p))i be the continuous profile mazimizing Lo(p, k,t) characterised in (7.10) and (7.11),
where p = n/k. Then there is an integer profile

k* = (k}))1<cust € Pt
with the following properties:
@) Y 1K — amukl = O(/Im),
b) there is an integer u* = o — O(vInn) so that ki =0 for all u < u*, and
¢) InE, 5[ Xier] = Lo(n, k, t) + O(In>?n).

Proof. Let ky, = £q—wk € R, where 1 < u < t. We will make a series of small changes to the
2

ku.’s to obtain an integer profile. Lemma 7.7 implies that In¢§; < —% In2 + O(i) as 7 increases,

and so there is some constant C’ > 0 so that

1
j{: §i<:55'

i>C"v/Inn

We let u* = a — [C'VInn], and set &k = 0 for all v < u*, which gives b). In particular,

k 1
ky —&a—uk| = a—uk < = < —. 7.26
S ekl = Y k< <o (7.26)

1<u<u* I<u<u*

We will now successively define some auxiliary values k], € R and k! € Ny for all u* < u <t
by making small changes to the values k,. First we add what we removed from the k,’s with
u < u* to ky-, setting ,
K= ke + ky € [kuku n —]. 7.97
' 1#%;;* " ( )
To create the integer values k], € Ny, we start with &/., round it down to kl. = |k.| € No,
and add 0y« = ki« — kijx tO kysy1, setting ki ; = kyr41 + 0yr. We proceed like this for
u=u*+1,u=u*+2,...,u =t—1, always rounding the current value k/, down to kI, = |k, | € Ny
and adding the difference 6, = k|, — k] to ky1, setting k;, | = kyi1+40,. Finally, we set k' = .
Note that for all u, |k — k,| < 1.

We have made O(t — u*) = O(vInn) ‘small changes’ so far. By construction, we have
not altered the sum >,k = > k, = k, and in particular k; is also an integer. However,
we have changed the sum ) ky,u = n: the first of our changes (when we set k; = 0 for all
u < u* and defined k. via (7.27)) increased this sum by at most u* Y, - ku < u*k/n® < 1.
Each subsequent small change (when moving from k!, to k! and adding the difference 4, to
ky41) increased the sum by §, € [0,1). Since we made ¢t — u* such changes, we have >, kjju €
[n,n+t—u*+1).
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It is clear that we can fix this by performing up to ¢t — v* + 1 = O(VInn) further ‘small
neighbour changes’ where we increase some k;, by 1 and decrease k| by 1, where u* < u < t.
(Since Y, ki, = k, there is certainly a large enough &/, ; so that we can do this while keeping
all values non-negative.) This defines our final sequence k* € P, ;. As we made at most
2(t —u* 4 1) small changes in total, we have

> Ik =kl <2(t =t +1) = O(VInn),
u*<u<t
which, together with (7.26), establishes a). It only remains to check for ¢) that In|Ey 5[ Xi] is

not too far away from Lg(n,k,t) = kio(%, k,t) = kf(%, k,p), where p, = £, for all u. For
this, first consider how much Ly~ has changed from

KL(3hp) = Lpp =nlnn—n+k— " EaukIn(Ca-uhdy). (7.28)
I<u<t

Since n and k are preserved by our changes, we only need to study how much the terms in the
sum change. First of all, since Y, .« §a—uk < k/n? < 1/n, by Jensen’s inequality,

Inn

0> 3t ukIn(Ea k) > %ln(l/(nu*)) — —n(nut)/n > —

u<u*

Note further that each dy is at most 2°t! = exp(O(t2)), and so 0 < Y e Sa—ukIn(dy,) <
%O(tQ) = (9(%) Thus, our first change (setting &} = 0 for u < v* and adding the difference

m),

to ky-) does not change the sum in (7.28) by more than O (%

Next we examine how much the O(t — u* + 1) = O(v/Inn) small neighbour changes —
where we change k;, or k], by up to 1 and shift the difference to its neighbour %/, or k],
— change the sum in (7.28). First note that for 1 < x < n, changing x by at most 1 increases

or decreases xInz by at most Inn. For x € [0,1], we have zlnz = O(1). So the O(vInn)
small neighbour changes can change the value of the sum Zu*<u<t €a—ukIn(€qn—yk) by at most
O(In*?n). Furthermore, for all 1 < u < t we have Indy 1 — Indy, = In(dyy1/dy) = uln2 +
In(u + 1) = O(u) = O(Inn). So our O(vInn) small neighbour changes also only change the
sum Y o« Sa—uk In(dy) by at most O(In®/? n). Overall, we obtain

L =nlnn—n+k— Y kiln(kids) = Lo(n, k,t) + O(In*?n). (7.29)

1<u<t

This is not quite what we want yet, as Ly« is only an approximation for InE; /Q[X'k*]. However,
using Stirling’s approximation, it is easy to see that E; /Q[X'k*] = Ly~ + (’)(ln3/ 2n). This follows
by absorbing the logarithm of all factors v/2zm into the O(In*?n)-term (noting that only
O(vInn) such factors exist, as k* = 0 for all u < v* = a — O(v/Inn)). It follows from (7.29)
that

InEq o[ Xy+] = Lo(n, k,t) + O(n®?n).

O

In the next lemma, we show that colouring profiles which contain colour classes of size less than
a — O(VInn) only contribute a negligible amount to Ky, ;.
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Lemma 7.18. Let n, k,t be integers so that t = a—O(1) and n/k =t—0O(1). Let P, , C Py i+
be the set of all profiles where ks > 0 for some s < a — 10v/Inn. Then

3 Eiplfid = o En)-

’
kePn,k:,t

Proof. We define a map
(2 Prlz,k,t = Pt

as follows. Let k € P/L7k7t. We pick some s < a — 10vInn and some r > o — O(1) such that
ks, k. > 0; such an r exists as the average colour class size n/k is o — O(1). Then we set

o ks=k,—1land k. =k, — 1,

o if 7+ s is even: kyg) 2 = k(rps)2 + 2,

o if r+ s is odd: l;:L(HS)/QJ = k|(r4s)/2) + 1 and E{(T+s)/2'| = k[(r4s)/2] T 1,
e for all other wu, Ky = Ky,

and let 1(k) = k = (ky)y. From the definition it is clear that (k) € P, 4 ;. Now consider

_ TL' _ ];u u
E1/2[X¢(k)] ZWQ 2o (2) .

First note that, as r = a — O(1), s < a — 10VInn and « < 2log, n, for n large enough

E ' l];?u (T‘+S) l m ' r+s
Hu ku'u'ku < 4 L ) J'[' 2 ] < e4lnn% < e4lnn2r+s < 681nn‘ (7‘30)
I, k'l 5T (LMJ)
2

Further, we have
. (u u T s r+s r+s u r2 32 s
2~ > ku{2) — 92~ > k“(2)+(2)+(2)7(u Jr2)/%)7([( +2)/21) > 2" 2 k“(2)+7+7777i.
Asr=a—0(1) and s < a — 10VInn, for n large enough

T2+52 rs 1_(T—S)2—1>201
44 T2 T4 4 Z LU

Together with (7.30), we obtain for n large enough that
Ey /o[ Xya] = Epjo[Xyle 8mnt@mahn o nF o[ Xy, (7.31)

Now for every k € P, 1+, there are at most t? profiles k € P!, . so that (k) = k — this is
because once we pick 1 < 7,5 <4, for which there are at most ¢> possibilities, we can reconstruct
k from k. So it follows from (7.31) that

- 2 - 2
Z B o[ Xi] < Py Z B[ Xi] = kit = 0(En k.t)-
kep) ., KEP, 1.t
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We now have all the preparations in place to improve upon (7.3).

Lemma 7.19. Let n,k,t be integers so that t = a — O(1) and n/k =t — O(1). Then
(B, ) = Lo(n, k, t) + O(In*? n).

Proof. Let ug = min (u*, a— 10\/@) = — O(\/ﬁ), where ©* was defined in Lemma 7.17.
Let En,ht be the expected number of all unordered colourings with a profile k € P, . ; where
k, = 0 for all u < ug, and let pn,k,t be the set of all such profiles. Then it follows from
Lemma 7.18 that E, j; — E}hk,t = 0(Ep k), and so

ln(En,k,t) = ln(En,k,t) + 0(1)'

Note that |P, | < n®" = exp(O(In*?2n)), and so

In(E, r¢) = max In El/z[)zk] + (’)(lng/2 n).
kePn,k:,t

It is not hard to see that for every k € Pn,m, InE, /o [Xy] is within (’)(ln3/ 2 n) of Ly: this follows

by using Stirling’s approximation and absorbing each of the O(a—up) = O(vInn) terms of the
form v/27m into the O(In*? n)-term. So we obtain

(B, ) = max Ly + O(In*2n).
kEPnyk,t

Since pn,k,t C Pg 11> this is at most Lo(n, k, t)—l—(9(1n3/2 n). On the other hand, from Lemma 7.17
we know that it is also at least Lo(n, k, t) + O(In*?n), and we are done. O

7.6 The optimal profile is well-behaved

We will need the following lemma in order to apply Theorem 2.5, which will then imply Theorems
1.1 and 1.2. We fix m = | N/2| throughout. The lemma implies that, under certain conditions,
the (near) optimal profile k* from Lemma 7.17 is tame and fulfils conditions (2.3) and (2.4)
from Theorem 2.5 with room to spare.

Lemma 7.20. Let a € {a—1,a—2}, and suppose that k = k(n) = kq+o(n/In%n), where k, is
the a-bounded first moment threshold defined in (1.6). Then there is an a-bounded k-colouring
profile k* = k*(n) so that all of the following hold.

a) ME,; o[ Xi:] = Lo(n, k, a) + O(In*?n).

b) There is an increasing function vy : Ng — R with v(y) — oo as y — oo so that for all large
enough n, and for all 1 <u < a,

K= kiu/n < b lemwyla—u),
c) If
InE; /o[ Xi-] > 1.1log3 n

then
InE,,[Xi+] > O(In%n), (7.32)

so in particular (2.3) holds.
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d) If g = n'9, then for any § > 0 there is a constant Cs > 0 so that if n is large enough,
then for all colouring profiles A < K* = (K, )1<u<a such that 6 < 1 o u <114,

E, [Xa] = exp (Csn) [] (k“> : (7.33)

1<u<a w
where £, = Ayn/u. In particular, (2.4) holds.

The constraint p, > 1'% in d) may seem strange at first, but it is not simply an artefact of our
proofs. It turns out that (7.33) (or the weaker (2.4)) does not hold if we allow p, < n't#o—¢
where z¢ ~ 0.02905 is the constant given by (7.19). More specifically, in this case the profile k*
optimising the expected number of colourings contains an unrealizable sub-profile: the expected
number of partial unordered colourings consisting of exactly & disjoint a-sets is exp(—©(n)),
so in particular we do not have the required lower bound (2.4).

Proof. By Lemma 7.4 and since k = ko + o(n/In?n), we have

2
:ao—l—m—i—o(l):a—Q—@(l), (734)

>3

so we may apply Lemma 7.17 with t = a. Let k* be the near optimal a-bounded k-colouring

profile defined in (the proof of) that lemma. Then we obtain immediately that k* fulfills a).
We continue with the proof of b). Letting u* as Lemma 7.17b), for u < u* = a — O(v/Inn)

we know that k) = 0, so these u certainly satisfy b). For u* < w < a, by Lemma 7.17a),

uniformly ” By
= W iR o132 ) .

*
v n n

Recall the definition (7.10) of &, where, by Lemma 7.6, i, A\, = O(1). Since hy, (i) = — (%22 +
0(1))i? by Lemma 7.5 we infer that & = exp (—32i%2+0(:2) + O(i+ 1)) uniformly in i < o —u*
for n — 0o. As i = a —u = O(v/Inn), there is an increasing (actually, linear) function v with
v(y) — oo as y — oo so that for all large enough n,

Kt < blamun(a-w),

establishing b).

Let us turn to the proof of ¢). Note that k& ~ n/2log,n by Lemma 7.4, and so the number f
of ‘forbidden edges’ of the profile k* (edges within the parts of a vertex partition with profile
k*, which may not be present if the partition defines a colouring) satisfies

U *
f= Z <2>/<:u ~ a’k/2 ~nlogyn,

and so by Lemma 3.7,
K, [ Xy ] = InEy o[ Xy ] — logan + o(In?n) > 0.1log2 n + o(In?n),

giving (7.32). It remains to show d), so assume g > n'% and let § > 0. Suppose that A < k*
such that § < A <1 -0, where A = Zu*<u<a Ay. Lemma 3.3 gives

InEq )5 [Xa] = o(A)n + o(n), (7.35)
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where

ln2 2
©A)=—(1 =N In(1-\) > M ( 1—ﬁ—u>.

u*<u<a

It clear from this expression that if we fix A € [§, 1 — ¢], then p(A) is minimised if we choose A,
as large as possible for larger values u, that is, if we pick A\, = &}, for all « — s < u < a for some
integer s = s(\), and set Aq—s = A = > sk € [0,K5 ;). Note that it is certainly possible
that s(\) = a—a, in which case there is no u such that A\, = k) and A, = A < k. The next step
is to show that if n is large enough, then s(\) < S(9) for some S(§) that only depends on 4. To
see this, first note that by Lemma 7.17, using also again that & = exp ( 132 i2+o(i )—l—O(i—l—l))

and u* = o — O(VInn),
Sl el € 3 to)=7 3

u*<u<a u*<u<a

kru

o(1) = o(1).

Ko(1 4 0(1) — Eauk| +

Recall the definition of the ¢;’s in (7.13), where we set * = ap — a and ip = o —a € {1,2} as
before. Using Lemma 7.8 and the triangle inequality we obtain that

> a5 = Camul = o(1). (7.36)

For every fixed r and i, the sum >, ;. G(x) is continuous in z € [0,1], as u(io, ), A(io, x)
are, and tends to 1 as r — oo for every fixed x € [0, 1]. By applying Lemma 3.9 we deduce that

xE[O,lI]nJiOIé{la}( Z CZ($)> —1 as r— oo,

1o<I<r

and so there is an integer S(J) such that >, ;. Gi(7) > 1— 5/2 forall z € [0,1] and r > S(J)—1.
Together with (7.36), if n is large enough, then ), . 5 ;(z) > 1 —4 for all z € [0,1] and
r 2 5(0) — 1. Since for an integer s = s(A) as above we know that >-, ;)1 Fa—i(2) S A <
1 — 6, we have s(A) —1 < S() — 1, so s(A) < S(9).

We continue with estimating the value of p(A) from (7.35). Let us first consider the case
s(A\) = ip = o — a, that is, we consider the profile A such that A, = A\ < &} = (;, + o(1), and
Ay = 0 for all other u. Then

eA)=—(1-=X)In(1—A) + IH—Q)\ <3: +i0—1— %) =:p(A),

which is obviously a continuous and concave function of A\. Moreover, $(0) = 0, and by conti-
nuity and (7.36),

. ~ (7.16) . ,

P(ra) = (Gig) +0(1) " =" p(io, z,i0) + o(1).
If i9 = 2, then we obtain by applying Lemma 7.9 that ¢(k}) is bounded away from 0 and so
as 0 < A < K, there is a constant ¢s > 0 such that ¢(X) > ¢ for sufficiently large n. On the
other hand, if ig = 1, since we assumed that p, = fia_i, = n'%, by applying Lemma 3.1 we
infer that > 0.05+0(1) > 0.04 for n large enough. As before, it follows now from Lemma 7.10
that there is a constant ¢§ > 0 such that p(A) > ¢ for sufficiently large n, and we thus have
established that for C; = min{c;, ¢},

e(A) = C5>0, s(\) =ip. (7.37)
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It remains to give a lower bound for ¢(A) in the case ip < s(A\) < S(J), where we consider the

profile A defined by \, = &}, foralla—s+1 < u < a,and \—s = )\—Zu>a_s()\) Ky €10, KZ{?S()\)).

Given any ig < r < S(6), let &) be the partial colouring profile obtained by truncating &*
(r)

at a — r, that is, ky "
mapping

= ki lysaq—r for 1 < u < a. Now for i < r < S(6) — 1, consider the

2 (k0 4 2( D) — 2 M)z e 0,1],

which, as z increases from 0 to 1, transforms &™) to k*("*1) by increasing the (r + 1)st entry
from 0 to x,_,_;. This mapping is concave and so

ren[(l)nl} QD(R*’(T) + Z(K*’(T—H) _ K*,(r))) > min{go(n*’(r)),gp(n*’(rﬂ))},

from which we immediately obtain that
P(A) = min{p(r™ N7 o(rm D))y,
Define ¢®) by Q(Ls) = Ca—uly>a—s- Then by (7.36) and continuity,

p(A) = min{p(¢CN D), o)} 4 o(1) "2 min{e(s(A) — 1,2,70), 9(s(N), 2, i0)} + o(1).

We have already established that o(ig,z,i9) > C§ for some constant Cj§ > 0. Moreover, when-
ever 2 < ip+ 1 < s(A) < S(d), by applying Lemma 7.9 we obtain that ¢(A) > ¢4y for some
constant cy(»y > 0 and sufficiently large n, and so p(X) > cy(5) = Cf for some C§ > 0 and all
<AL —0.

Overall, recalling (7.35) and setting Cs := 2 min{C}, C{}, we have just established that

InEq )5 [Xa] = @(A)n+ o(n) = 2Csn + o(n)

for all A < k* with § < A < 1—9. The rest is routine. As a — u* = o(Inn),

_ . k)2
B2 [Xa] > exp (2Csm () = exp (3Com-+om) 22049 > exp (2Cin+o) [T (1)
and (7.33) is established for large enough n. O

8 Proof of Theorems 1.1, 1.2 and 1.3

8.1 Proof of Theorem 1.1
Let p = 1/2 and set a = a(n) = a(n) — 2. Note that by (3.2) and (3.5),
n2

In?n’

fa > (8.1)

Recall the definition (1.6) of the a-bounded first moment threshold k, = mink(E, 1, > 1). By
applying Lemmas 7.19, 7.4 and 7.3 we can pick a sequence

k= k(n) € {kKa ko — 1},

52



so that
2
Eykt1,0 = €xp <ﬁ In? n + o(In? n)> — 00, but B, p—1,—0 asn— oo. (8.2)
n

By Lemma 3.7, E, (Xk) < Eq/2(Xx) for any a-bounded (k —1)-colouring profile k. In particular
by the second property, whp Gy, , contains no a-bounded (k — 1)-colouring, so whp

Xa(Gnm) = k.

Let k* be the a-bounded (k + 1)-colouring profile from Lemma 7.20. To complete the proof of
Theorem 1.1 we show that whp Xy« > 0 in G, ,,, which implies xo(Gpnm) < k+ 1. For this,
note that from Lemmas 7.20 and 7.19, we obtain for large n that

2
Eq /o[ Xk+] = exp (E In?n + o(In? n)> > exp(1.11og3 n). (8.3)

Note that by (8.1), g > n%/In?n. So it follows from Lemma 7.20 that k* is tame and fulfils
(2.3) and (2.4). We may apply Theorem 2.6, giving that whp Xy« > 0. O
8.2 Proof of Theorem 1.2

First note the following lemma.

Lemma 8.1. Let p=1/2, and a = a(n) € {a(n) — 2,a(n) — 1}. Then, whp,

Xa(Gn/2) 2 ko — 1. (8.4)

Proof. This follows by the first moment method, noting that by the definition of the first moment
threshold, E, x, 1, < 1, and that by Lemmas 7.3, 7.4 and 7.19, E, , 2, < exp(—O(In%n)) —
0. O

Now let p = 1/2 and a = a(n) so that n''! < p, < n?’. In particular, by (3.5) and the definition
of «, this implies
a(n) € {a(n) — 2,a(n) — 1}.

So by Lemma 8.1, whp Xa(GnJ/Q) > k,—1. Similarly, by setting k = k,+1, we find analogously
to (8.3) that for n large enough

> 2
Eq /o[ Xk+] = exp (m In?n + o(In? n)> > exp(1.1log3n),

where k* is the a-bounded k-colouring profile from Lemma 7.20. As we also have p, > n''! >
n'0 by Lemma 7.20, we may apply Theorem 2.5 to k*, and as k = O(n/Inn) (see Lemma, 7.4)
we obtain that

Py (Xis > 0) = exp (— O(k*/pa) +0(1)) = exp(—n"?)

for n large enough. Thus we have, for n large enough,
Pm(Xa(Gn,m) < ka + 1) = eXp(—TLO'g).

A simple coupling argument (pointed out by Alex Scott in the context of [15]) shows that this
is also true in Gy, 1 /9 (rather than Gy, ., with m = | N/2]) if we increase the number of colours

93



slightly. Namely, start with G ~ G, , and independently sample E ~ Bin(N,1/2), and then
either add F — m uniform edges to G or remove m — E edges from G uniformly. Then the
resulting graph G’ has the distribution G,, ; /2. Now suppose that in G, Xy~ > 0. Then G has
an a-bounded (k, + 1)-colouring consisting of O(n/Inn) colour classes of size O(Inn) each. If
E —m < nlnlnn, say, which holds whp, then whp at most Inn(lnlnn)? < In% n added edges
‘spoil” a colour class (i.e., both endpoints are in the same colour class) in this colouring. This
can be fixed by introducing at most In? n additional colours. Thus we have for n large enough

P1j2(Xa(Gp,ij2) < ko +1+ In?n) > exp(—n"). (8.5)

Note that the resulting chromatic number of the coupled G,, 17 is at most k,+1 +1n%n whp for
every fixed choice of G, ,, with Xy« > 0, so to get the lower bound (8.5) it is enough to establish
this whp-statement; we do not need to show we only introduce at most a certain number of
additional colours with probability 1 — o(exp(—n%?)). We now employ a standard technique to
show that if we slightly increase k further, we can boost the lower bound in (8.5) to 1 — o(1).
Namely, note that if G is a graph on n vertices and we obtain G’ by changing some or all of the
edges incident with one particular vertex, then |xq(G) — xa(G’)| < 1 (because we can always
just give that vertex its own additional colour). Therefore, we can apply the Azuma-Hoeffding
inequality to the vertex exposure martingale (see [17], §2.4) to obtain for all ¢ > 0 that

P1/2(’Xa(Gn,l/2) —Eip0 [Xal| 2 1) < QGXP(—t2/(2”))- (8.6)

Applying (8.6) with ¢t = n%9 and comparing to (8.5), we find that for n large enough we must
have
ko > Eqi/a[xa] — n%.

Thus, setting k' = k, + 2n%% and applying (8.6) again with ¢t = n%%, we obtain
P1/o(Xa(Gn1/2) > k') < P(lxa — E1/2[Xall > n®9%) < exp(n~1) — 0,

and so whp xa < K = k, + 2n%9. Together with (8.4), this gives (with room to spare)
Xa(Gn1/2) = ka1 + O(n%99) whp as required. O
Remark. A closer inspection of the proof reveals that the error term O(n°%) could be sharp-
ened to O(n3/? /(\/ftg Inn)+n'?w(n)) where w(n) — oo is arbitrary, and of course in the case
tta > n?/In% n we have the much sharper Theorem 1.1 anyway.

8.3 Proof of Theorem 1.3

Let G ~ G(n,|[pN|) with 0 < p < 1 — 1/e constant. Let Z; and Z; denote the number of
ordered and unordered equitable k-colourings of G, respectively. To prove Theorem 1.3, we
need to find a sequence k = k(n) so that whp >, ; Z; =0and Z; > 0. Let

2
y=yn)=ag—1-— o = 2log, n — 2logy log, n — 2log, 2,
n

and

* * . n 7= 1
k :k:(n):mm{k|k>y+1andE[Zk]>m}.

We will show that the sequence k* has the desired properties in Lemmas 8.3 and 8.4 below. We
will need the following result from [14].
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Lemma 8.2 ([14], Lemmas 3.1 and 3.3). Let k = k(n) be a sequence of integers such that

A
Y+ z

with z = O(1). Then
P E|\Z_
E[Zg] =b"2"""  and [75”:] > exp (O (Innlnlnn)).
E[Z7]
From the first part of Lemma 8.2 we obtain directly that

T ytol)

*

Lemma 8.3. With high probability,

Y zZp=o

I<k*—1

Proof. Using the first moment method, it is not hard to show that there is no equitable colouring
with fewer than n/(y + 1) colours — and this also follows from the main result in [13], where
it was shown that the (normal) chromatic number of G, , is n/(y + o(1)) whp (and as the
property of having a colouring with a certain number of colours is monotone, this result can be
transferred easily to Gy, ). So in particular, whp

> zZp=o.

t<n/(y+1)
By the definition of k* and (8.7) we have E[Z. ;] < 1/Inn. As k* = y++(1), Lemma 8.2 implies
that
E[ Z Zg:} <E|[Z_] Z exp (—O ((k* —1—4¢)Ilnnlnlnn))
#é@ék*fl #é@ék*fl
- 1
~E|Z — =o0(1
|: k? —1:| < lnn 0( )?
and so whp no equitable colouring with at most £* — 1 colours exists. O

Lemma 8.4. With high probability, Z. > 0.

Proof. Tt suffices to check that equitable (k* 4 1)-colourings are (o — 2)-bounded, tame (as in
Definition 2.3 with a = o — 2) and fulfil (2.3) and (2.4). Then Theorem 2.6 implies that whp
there exists an equitable (k* 4 1)-colouring. For the remainder of this proof, let

n

E=k*4+1=—"
y+o(1)

Given k colours, the colouring profile of an equitable k-colouring is uniquely defined: letting
A =n/k — |n/k], an equitable k-colouring of n vertices consists of exactly

kr, = Ak
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larger colour classes of size [n/k] and
ks =(1—-A)k

smaller colour classes of size |n/k]. Note that if k£ divides n, A = 0 and all &k colour classes are
of size n/k. Now observe that

n 2
z =y(n) 4+ o(1) —ao—l—m—i—o(l).
Since p < 1 —1/e, we have 1 +2/Inb > 3. So for n large enough,

a— || = lao) - {ao—l—%w(l)w >,

n

and so an equitable k-colouring is a-bounded for a = a(n) = a — 2 as required. Next we check
that k is tame (with a = o — 2) and fulfils (2.3) and (2.4). For this, note that

V‘J< 1= 2 o) _34 2
R I B G Inb BT

So, writing k, for the number of colour classes of size u in an equitable k-colouring, part a) of
Definition 2.3 certainly holds since k, = 0 for u < o — 3 — 2/Inb. For (2.3) (which implies part
b) of Definition 2.3), by Lemma 8.2 we have

_ _ 1
InE,,[Z;] 2 InE,[Z;_ ]+ ©(lnnlnlnn) > In <1—) +O(Inninlnn) > Inn.
nn

as required. It only remains to show (2.4). So fix § > 0 and let g < kg, ¢1, < kg, such that
< g+ AL <1 -6

where Ag = fg L%J /n and Ap, = /g, [%] /n. Denote by £ the colouring profile consisting of fg
colour classes of size

n n 2
m =T -A=y-A+ol)=ap—1-——A+ol)
and /1, colour classes of size

n n 2

By Lemma 3.3, letting A = Ag + Ay,

InEy[Xe] = (= (1= M)l =)+ 22 (A + (A~ )Ae) )0+ ofn)
_ <—(1—A)ln(l—)\)+gA)\—%)\L>n+o(n). (8.8)

Suppose first that A < A. In that case, bounding Ay < A, we get

i Inb Inb
InE,[X,] > (-(1 —M)In(l—)\) + DTA)\ - %A) n + o(n)

Inb

> (1 —)\)(—ln(l—)\) - TA)nJro(n). (8.9)
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Now suppose that A > A, then continuing from (8.8) and bounding A\;, < ki [n/k]/n = A+o(1),

InE,[X,] > <—(1 —A)In(l —X) + gA)\ - gA) n+ o(n)
> (1—)\)<—ln(1 ) - %)\)n%—o(n). (8.10)

So we get the same lower bound in both cases (8.9) and (8.10). Now note that that —In(1 —
A)—12EX > 0 forall A € (0,1), since B0 < 1 < 1asp < 1—1/e. In particular, — In(1—\)— B2\
is bounded away from 0 for § <A< 1—-4J,andsoas1— A\ >4,

InE,[X,] > O(n).

On the other hand, (];:)2(%)2 < 2%ks 2k — 92k — exp ((’) (n/lnn) ) In particular, for n large

enough,

Ep[Xe] = exp (In°n) s o)
giving (2.4). O
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A Appendix: Omitted proofs

A.1 Proof of Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2

Recall that o = 2log, n — 2logy logy n + 2logy(e/2) + 1. Let a = a(n) = ap — O(1), and write
a = ap —y for some y = y(n) = O(1). Then we obtain that

_ _ 2log, n 2
a—1 __ at+1l __ b
b =0 ) pY. Al
a < en ) (A-1)

Let us begin with establishing (3.2). By applying Stirling’s formula we obtain that

. a . (a—1)/2\ ¢
o= (7)) ot ] (enq )
a al 2ma a

Plugging in (A.1) gives

1 (2091og,n\" no\v 1
Ha ~ 5 < " ~ <logbn) exp <2 logy logy n — 3 Inlog, n + (9(1)). (A.2)

If p<1—e* wehave 2/Inb—1/2 > 0. If we set a = a = |ag|, we have y = ag — a > 0,
so it follows that ps, = w(1), giving (3.2). To see the other claims, write u = a — z’. Then, for

0.1ao < u < 10q,
By (M) (T ! (9-(9) _ Inn\ @’ —z'a+(z'+1)z' /2
Ll q\2 2) = @(—) q .
Ua u/) \a n

Since ¢~ = ©(n?/In%n), the claim (3.5) follows immediately and Lemma 3.2 is established. In
order to see (3.1), again set a = o and note that for r = ap—u = O(1) and so 2’ = a—u = O(1),
we readily obtain from (3.5) and (A.2) that

pu=ra-6 ()" =0 (L) exp(©(minm))

and the claim follows from observing that =’ +y = =.

A.2 Proof of Lemmas 3.3, 3.4 and 3.5

We begin with some general estimates. Let U = {u | k., # 0}, then U C [0.1a,10c. In
particular, v = ©(«) = ©(Inn) for v € U. This implies k = ©(n/Inn). Furthermore, if we fix
any partition II with profile k and consider the event that II is a colouring, then this forbids
f=>uku(3) = O(nlnn) edges. It follows from Lemma 3.7 that E,,[X] ‘and E,[Xx] agree up
to a factor exp(O(Inn)), so it suffices to prove the three lemmas for E,[X,] only.

We begin with an auxiliary estimate. First, note that for any 1 < v < 10q,

u—1 2

o [0 =t (0(%)) ~ ptexp (q#».

7=

As usual we let K = ) K, and ky, = kyn/u so that >, uk, = kn. Then

| ku 2
(25" -5 o ()
n—u).: n

uelU
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Using this and writing as usual p, = (Z)q(;), we obtain that

- n! u n! ko
£, (%] = (Srerhi(D) = M TTA omn (g
P (n — kn)! T ey (ukuky!) (n — Kkn)Inkn U k!
By applying Stirling’s formula n! ~ 27Tn"+1/2/6",
n! _ (1 _ K)f(l—n)nefnneO(lnn); (A4)

(n — Kkn)Inn

here we let 0° := 1 and note that the factor exp(O(Inn)) takes care of the case (1—r)n - co. As
|U| = O(Inn), we again have by Stirling’s formula (with ©(1) taking care of the case k, - c0),
and as k, < k < n,

ku+1/2 ku
H k! = H <®(1)kueku ) = H (%) exp (O(In”n)).

uelU uelU uelU

Suppose that d = d(n) is an integer function such that d(n) = ag — O(1). Then using (A.3),
(A.4) and (3.5), we have

Ep[Xi] = (1 - #)~ (1= gnm H <% (@ <—b__>>du> " exp ((’)(ln2 n)) . (A.5)

Inn
uelU

Now set d(n) = a(n) and let R =Y, (o — u)ky + 22 then with (3.3) and (3.4) this gives

(a— u)

Ep[Xk] = (1 _ ,{)*(lfn)nefnn H <ku1naou(1n TL) atup—
uelU

ky
> exp (O(R)) . (A.6)

As ky = kyn/u = k,0(n/Inn) for w € U and k = O(n/Inn),

Hk;k‘u:@(lnn) HK = exp @(%);}nulnnu-{—(?(nllil??n)] .

uelU
By Jensen’s inequality, since —zInx is concave, ), k, = & € [0,1] and —rlogr < 1,

—Zmulnmu<—| |‘ ’1n<‘U’> K(n|U|—Ink) <In|U|+1=0(nlnn),
uelU

and so

Plugging this into (A.6) gives

Ey[Xid = (1 — r) 0 I <na0“1(1n n)otup-



2

With this at hand we can prove Lemma 3.3. By assumption ) (a — u)®k, is bounded, and so

Z(a —u)ky, =0 (n/lnn) and Z(a —u)?ky, = O (n/Inn).

u u

Plugging this into (A.7), and using that ag = a+ O(1) = 2log, n + O(Inlnn) and thus

Inb Il
-kt = Sl g 0 St w20

uelU wel el
we obtain
Kk _—kn an—u—1 ku ninlnn
B = 1 e T ) e (00
= exp [(=(1 = ) (1 = 8) )+ 3 (t0 — = Dl + O]
] uelU
e [(~ 1) 2 T ()
_ uelU
I Inl
— exp _tp(k)n+0<n ;;")]

as claimed in Lemma 3.3.
We continue with the quick proof of Lemma 3.4, where we assume that x = 1 and that the
average colour class size n/k is larger than oy — 1 — 2/Inb + C for some C > 0. Then

2
kyu = k -1-— ke .
Eu u=n> (ao +C> E ( lnb+c>
This implies that

;kzu(ao—u—l)g <%—C>k

and in particular ) (¢ — u)k, < O(n/Inn). So, continuing from (A.7), as k = 1 and since
p—(a—u)?/2 <1

Ep[Xk] < e*nn(ﬁ—())k exp <O<nlnlnn>> .

Inn

Using once more that £k < n/(ap — 1 —2/Inb+ C) =
sufficiently large n that

E,[Xy] < n~exp <O<nlnlnn>> < exp (—Cl;bn —|—0(n)> ’

Inn

(1 +0 (lnln")), this gives for

2 log n Inn

and Lemma 3.4 is established with room to spare.

We move on to Lemma 3.5. Recall that we assume that k, = 0 for all u < u* ~ 2log,n ~ «
and for all u > a, where a(n) = ag — O(1) is such that u, > n'*¢. Using (3.1) together with
the latter condition we obtain that a < ap—1—e40(1). Set &' =& — 3§ > 0. We continue from
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(A.5), setting d = a+ 1. By (3.1), this implies that pg > ne=9/2 if n is large enough. Note that
ky, < k= O(n/Inn), so we obtain
a—u atl—w)?
Ep[Xk] > (1 _ K/)*(l*l{)neflin H <’I’L€5 /2®<L) bi( +12 )

uelU

Inn

ky
> exp (O(ln2 n)) .

For all w € U, u ~ 2logyn ~ a, so a — u = o(Inn). Whenever 0 < r = o(Inn), we obtain the

uniform estimate ,
E) (L> Tp T = e,
Inn
Therefore,
/

InE,[Xy] > —(1 — k) In(l — k)n — /in—klnnz (6 - % +a—u+ola—u+ 1))ku + O(In%n).

Note that k, = kyn/u > kyn/2logyn. Furthermore, as u < a, we have (for n large enough)
a—u+ola—u+1)>—-8/4, and so as e — 36’ /4 > 4,

E,[Xk] = exp (( —(1=r)In(1 —k) — K+ ?ﬂ)n + O(In? n)),

completing the proof of Lemma 3.5. ]

A.3 Proof of Lemma 3.6

Let U = {u : k, # 0}. Our assumptions guarantee that u ~ 2log,n for all u € U. Let A < k.
By applying Lemma 3.5 to A with § = /2 we obtain, uniformly in A,

E,[X¢] > exp (355/2()\)71 + O(ln2 n)) .
Note that @./5(0) = 0. Moreover, @;/Q(x) = In(1 — x) + (¢lnb)/4 is strictly positive for x €
[0,1 —b~%/*) and monotone decreasing. Thus, setting C' = C(g) = (1 —b~/%)/2 > 0, we obtain
that @, /2(A)n = ©(An) uniformly for A € (0,C). By assumption A > In=3n and we obtain
Ep[Xe] = exp (©(An)) = exp (©(n/ In’ n)) . (A.8)
Note that & < n/u* ~n/(2log,n), so letting r = n/u*,

ko\? _ (B\? _ [(ek\* _ per\2
I1 <(,) <(5) <)
- 4y 4 L L
Let N ={0/r =, lu/T =D, nA/(ur) ~ >, Ay = A. Then

2
H <IZU> <exp (=2rXIn N + O(rX)) .

u u

As X ~ A >=1In"?n, we have 0 < —log \ = O(Inlnn), and so as r = O(n/Inn),

)2 Inl
[1(5) <on (00222%))

Together with (A.8),
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A.4 Proof of Lemma 3.7

By Stirling’s formula,

(") _ (N =N —m)! (N —a)V (N — )N (N—m)x -
™ (N —m —x)!N! (N —m — zg)N-m-zNN N (1— &) N—m-=

m

Asm = pN+O(1) and z = o(n*/3) = o(N), the first term is asymptotically equal to ¢*. For the
second term, we calculate slightly more carefully using 1 —y = e_y_y2/2+0(ya); then (1— %)N_””

—z+132/2N and similarly (1 _ me)mefm ~ ef:erm?/?(me)‘ So the

is asymptotically equal to e
fraction is asymptotically

using N —m=¢qN +O(1),b=1/q andm:o(n4/3)_ .
A.5 Proof of Lemma 3.8

By Stirling’s formula and as 1 4+ x < €7,

(b—a)!
b!

— g\ 2o b—a
5 (b (22) e — h %l (1 _ 2) < bfaeaQ/b.

A.6 Proof of Lemma 3.9

First of all, note that min,gg ) si(z) exists because [0,1] is compact and s;(x) is continuous.
Let f:[0,1]?> — [0,1] be such that f(x,1) =1 and f(z,1—1/i) = s; for all € [0,1] and i € N,
and interpolating linearly between these points for every z. Then f(z,y) is continuous in both
x and y, and since [0,1]? is compact, f is uniformly continuous. Let & > 0, then there exists a
6 > 0 so that for all x, and all y > 1 — 6,

[f (2, 1) = f(z,9)] = [f(z,y) — 1] <e.

Thus, for all y > 1 — 9,
min f(z,y) -1/ <e¢
| min Sz~ 1
(this minimum exists because f(-,y) is continuous and [0, 1] compact). So min,cp 1) f(z,y) — 1
as y — 1. It follows that

min s;(z) = min f(z,1—1/i) -1 asi— oo.
z€[0,1] i(2) :):E[O,l]f( /)
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A.7 Proof of Lemma 6.13

Part (a) follows immediately from the facts that g, giq < f = O(nlnn) and ni,, 1 < n. For (b),
as u* ~ 2log, n ~ a, we have ng = ), ut, ~ at, and as n = (N — 1) /N < 1,

o2 & 2 att?
T(2) = (%;r;q@) —0 <a2—;> — O(n?n).

2

For (c), first note that

_ et () e 05)”
("r)q®) (")q?)

Then, as ny = (1 — A\)n = n'"¢and t ~ ny/a = O(ng/Inn) and n < 1,

T'(3) = 0 (i?) _0 (@) — (1),

1

T(x)

For 3 < z < 4(a—u*) = o(logn), as ngy > n' ¢ and a — u* = o(Inn), if n is large enough, then

T (x+1) e'a? B ( In?n

= q4(a7u* )ntr

n71+2c =0
TS R S Py > < %

and so for all 3 < z < 4(a — u*),

D3 n
T(z) <T'(x) <T'(3) =0 <IT> =0(1)
and further
4(a—u*) 4(a—u*)
Y T@)< Y T(x)=0(T'(3) =o(1).
r=3 r=3

Finally, for (d), note that by Lemma 6.7,

Z ryt = Z re < 23 n. (A.9)

r>4(a—u*),u,v rzu*—1
Furthermore, as z,u,v < a = O(lnn) and n < 1,
Loty (2) (V) e™ z
T(z,u,v) = M < t2a2xexq7(2) <exp (O(Inn)).
("r)q(2)
X
So together with (A.9), we get

u,v
u,v

T , U, Tz’ Su¥— Tz
2ot g o m) ™o — ap (0.

r>4(a—u*),u,v
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A.8 Proof of Lemma 6.14
As \,n < In"?n, we have
nge=1-ANn>n-— n/lngn and ng —ry =nng < nn < n/lm3 n. (A.10)

Furthermore, as u* ~ a, we have An =) £,u ~ al, and with A < In3n,

u n
ga= Y. b <2> < la® = O(Mna) = O (ﬁ) :

u*<u<a
x n
Gtr = Z rx<2><a Z xrx:a(ntr—m):(’)<12 ) (A.11)
2<x<a 2<z<a non

S0 g = giq + gir = O(n/In%n), and as f = O(nlnn), we obtain
n _ n 2
20— 1) f(f — O(:%)) +2(f - 0(%)) _2bf2+0<i>’

) p)
F3£I' - _ In“n In“n _
(€,7) n2 n? Inn

establishing (a). For (b), note that as €27 = 1+ O(n) = 1 + O(In"3n), together with (A.10),
uy) 2
by , _
7(2) = ZullD) (14 o) = 25— gg)? (1 - O )
549

Using (A.11), 7 < In"3n and f = O(nlnn), we obtain

Ty~ U (S () 2T —ga)®
("s)q N (g — 1) n? ’

which is (b). For (c), by (A.10) and as a = O(Inn) and n < In"n, we have

60(—1n% 2) (t(%)) 2 g2 (%) 2 2,202
= ~ S
(ncr)q(Q) (Z’)q(Q) Mx

T

T(z) < (A.12)

By (3.5), for any v* —1 <z < a—3,

le = (@(lb”?))” > pgn—o)a=a).

Inn

using a — x < a — u* = o(In(n)). Plugging this into (A.12) we obtain

a=3 2 a3 _ —140(1)
Y r@s ¥ ()T =
rz=u*—1 Ha rz=u*—1 Ha

giving (c) — note that this expression is o(1) because a < a and so pg > n°) by (3.1). Similarly
as in (A.12),

T(a—2) <

n2n a 2
M) (tyy + (a = Vtamr + (So)ta) o ((m + Kooy Inn + kg ln® n>2>

(;ﬁa)q(af) Ha—2

_0 (kg—oInn + kg1 In?n + k, In3 n)?
= e ’
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noting that . o = 1a©(n%/In?n) by (3.5), which is (d). Finally for (e),

Ta—1) <

1
eo<1n2n> (aQt?l + 2atata71) < a’k? + 2akqkq 1 _0 (kg I3 n + kyke_q In? n)

(6:1“1) q(agl) ~ Ma—1 Nhq

A.9 Proof of Lemmas 6.15 and 6.16

We prove Lemma 6.15 first. Let C'(¢) be the constant from Lemma 3.6. Then, by that lemma
we know that uniformly for all £ < k such that In™*n < 3>, A, < C(e),

2
Ep [Xe] = exp (© (n/ In®n)) H <Izu> . (A.13)
u u

The claim now follows from Lemma 6.9, (6.19) and the fact that there at most k% = exp(O(In®n))

possible sequences £ < k in total (as there are at most k% ways to write k as an ordered sum
with at most a summands).

The proof of Lemma 6.16 is very similar, we only replace (A.13) by (6.20). Indeed, the

claim follows with Lemma 6.9, (6.19), (6.20) and the fact that there at most k% = exp(O(In?n))

possible sequences £ < k in total. O

A.10 Proof of Lemma 6.17

Let £ < k be a sequence so that 1 —3dg < A < 1—n"%, where dg > 0 is a constant we will choose
later. Set 7 =1 — A, so that
n= 0 <7< d. (A.14)

Our aim is to show that, if we choose dy appropriately, then uniformly for all such sequences £,

E, [Xe] > exp (@(n1_60)> H <IZ>27 (A.15)

and then the claim will follow exactly as in the proof of Lemma 6.15 (or Lemma 6.16), only
replacing (A.13) (or (6.20)) by (A.15).
Recall that we let
Ngr = N — Zufu =(1=XNn=rmn.
u
We start by rewriting E,[X] by first counting the partial colourings Xy, then multiplying this
with the expected number of colourings of the remaining ny, vertices with profile k — £:

| w | “ | u
E, (X = oS Wb — 1 S () 5 (3) k)

[T, uk= ne! [, wlf [T, ulke—tu
=E, [Xe] En,, p [Yic—e]
where E,,, , denotes the expectation in Gy, , and Yi_, is the number of ordered colourings in

G,,p With exactly k, — £, colour classes of size u for all u* < u < a; note that this is a complete
colouring profile for Gy, ,. Letting



we obtain that

. E, X E, [ Xy ky
]Ep[XZ]: p[ k] ': p[,] H( )
Enn,p [kaé] Hu ! Emr,p [Yk—e} u ly,
As k is tame, by Definition 2.3 we have E, [Xk] > exp(—n'=¢). We will show that, for an
appropriate choice of dy,

Enep [Vi—e] [ | (E“) <exp (—n'"Inb) (A.16)

u u

for large enough n, which implies (A.15). To prove (A.16), first note that

H <lzu> o H <k k , ) Hkkuféu < nk L _ (lJro(l))nm/(2logl7 n) _ b(%Jro(l))ntr_ (Al?)

u

The difficult part is to bound E,,, , [Yk e] The idea here is that the average colour class size
of a colouring with profile k — £ in G,,,, , is significantly ‘too large’, so that we can use Lemma
3.4 to obtain an upper bound on E,, , [Yk e] of the form b=¢™r for any constant C' we like by
choosing §g appropriately. To check that we can apply Lemma 3.4, let

ap = ag(ng) = 2logy ny — 2logy logy iy + 2logy(e/2) +1 and & = a(ny) = |ao] -
Then, as ny, = ™, using 1 > 7 > n~, for sufficiently large n,

ap — g = 2((logy n — logy nr) — (logy logy, n — logy, logy ner)) = —2log, 7+ O(1) < 3¢ logy, n.
(A.18)
Our assumptions guarantee that k, = 0 for all © < v* and v > a, where u* ~ a ~ «a. Since
ap ~ 2logyn and as ¢y = ¢/3 < 1/3, by (A.18) clearly k, — ¢, = k, = 0 for all v < 0.1& and
u > 10a if n is large enough, meeting the first two conditions of Lemma 3.4. It remains to
bound the average colour class size ny,/(k — ¢) of the colouring profile k — £ from below, i.e., we
show that it is significantly larger than &g — 1 — 2/Inb.

Recall t, = k, — ¢, and let t = k — £. Given k and ny,, what choice of ¢ minimises the
average colour class size? Clearly we want to pick the colour classes as small as possible, but
subject to our constraints ¢, < k, for all u and ), t,u = ny. Recall that k, = k,n/u <
b= (e—wrla=w)p % wwhere « is the function from Definition 2.3. The idea is that the average
colour class size in t is at least as much as that of a (hypothetical) colouring profile where we
take exactly b_(o‘_“)V(o‘_“)n/u* colour classes of size u for u = u*,u* + 1, ... until ny, vertices
are reached. To formalise this idea, let

ky = by > g
and define a sequence of real numbers

0=ngr—1 <Ny < Nrg1 <0 <Ny
by setting

Ny 1= Z ?)]ny.

u*<v<u
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As l?:v > k, for all v, we clearly have n, > n > n¢.. So let ug be the unique index such that
Ny < Nr < Nyo+1- With these definitions at hand, consider first the case ugp = u* — 1. Then

b—(oz—u*),y(a—u*)n = Ny > Ngr = TN, (Alg)

and we simply bound the average colour class size in t from below by u*. Recall that we defined
u* so that y(aw — u*) > 10 (see the remarks at the end of §2.2). Therefore (A.19) implies that
log, 7 < —10(a — u*), and so the average colour class size of ¢ is at least

log, T

£ >
wzat

(A.20)
In the second case, if ug > u*, we first want to show that, if we pick dg > 0 small enough, then
we can ensure that

v(a — ug — 1) > max(log; 10, 10). (A.21)

For this, first note that as u*k,, < uoky, < Ny, < N = ™, we have b~ (a—uo)y(a—uo) < 7 < do-
Now, since y(x) — oo as & — oo, there is a constant! C., so that either o —ug < Cy, or (A.21)
holds. But as v(z) is increasing, o — up < C implies §g > p—(a—uo)y(e—uo) > p=C1(Cy) S by
picking dp > 0 small enough we can exclude this possibility, and (A.21) follows.

Continuing with the second case uy > u*, the average colour class size in ¢ is bounded from
below by

ke Ty —(a—u)r(a
g (u — | = g ur—=——" |, where mz,= b (e"wrla—u)
u*<u<ug Zu*<v<uo ky u*<u<ug Zu*gvguo Lo

Setting y = b~7(@~4%0) a5 ~ is increasing this is at least

* * *

ug—u ug—u ug—u up—u*
j : . Lug—i j : . Lug—i j : . Tyg—i j :
(’U,Q—Z)'W:uo— Z.ijiaj)uo_ g[j— UQ— Zy
i=0 v=ur i=0 v=ur v i=0 uo

As v(z) is increasing, by (A.21) we have v(a—wug) > log, 10 and so the average colour class size
of t is at least
up— » i-107" > up — 1. (A.22)
120
So now we need a lower bound on ug. For this, note that as n,,+1 > ny = 7n, again letting
z, = b (ewy(@—u) anq setting z = bY@ u0~1) we have

u0+1 uo+1 uo+1

Z 2, < uou—i- 1 Z LO—U <2 b—lO(oz—uo—l)

v=u* u=u* u=u*

UQ—i-l

if n is large enough, using in the last inequality that uy ~ o ~ u* and that z = b~Y(@—u0~1) <
min(b~191/10) by (A.21). It follows that

+ 710&1(8/2) +O(1).

uyg =z

!which only depends on the function (), i.e. on the choice of the tame sequence k
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Continuing from (A.22), the average colour class size is bounded from below by

1 2
u0—120z—|—%€)—/)+0(1).

Putting this together with (A.20), we see that in both cases the lower bound for the average
colour class size in s is ag + (log, 7)/10 + O(1). Comparing to (A.18), we have ay = a9 +
2log, 7+ O(1). Note that 7 < g, and so we now pick the constant §y > 0 small enough so that
the average colour class size is bounded from below by

ap + (=24 1/10)log, 7 + O(1) > @ + 10.

Thus we may apply Lemma 3.4. Together with (A.17), as by (A.14) ny = 7n > n' =% we obtain

Enyp [Yk—e] H (ZU> < b2t (1 2o(ner oy (—nI*CO In b)

u u

if n is large enough, which is (A.16) and implies (A.15). As in the proofs of Lemma 6.15 and
6.16, the claim now follows from (A.15) and Lemma 6.9, (6.19) and the fact that there at most
k® = exp(O(In% n)) possible sequences £ in total (as there are at most k% ways to write k as an
ordered sum with at most a summands). O

A.11 Proof of Lemma 7.16

We will distinguish several cases. In each case we derive a lower bound for ¢(s,z,iy) that is a
function of ({;)i,<i<s and then use monotonicity and concavity properties and the approxima-
tions from §7.4.2 to show that we only need to check non-negativity of this function at a finite
number of values.

Case 1: ip =s=1 and z € [0.04,1]. Note that

o(1,2,1) = —<1 . g1> In (1 - gl) ra (-1 n 1%%) .

By Lemma 7.12, (;(z) is increasing for x € [0,1]. We distinguish three cases.

Case 1.1: z € [0.04,0.15]. As x > 0.04 we obtain that ¢(1,z,1) > hy1(¢), where
h(y)=-1-y)In(l—-y)+y <—1 + ln72 : 0.04> :

Using the approximations in §7.4.2 we have

0 < ¢1(0.04) < ¢1(x) < ¢1(0.15) < 0.026.

As hy is concave, it takes its minima on [0,0.026] at the border points, so as hi1(0) = 0 and
h1(0.026) ~ 0.000019, we have hy(¢1) > 0.
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Case 1.2: z € (0.15,2/In2 —2]. As z > 0.15 we obtain that ¢(1,z,1) > ha((), where

ho(y) = -1 —y)In(l —y)+y (—1 + ln72 . 0.15> .

From the approximations in §7.4.2 we know that 0 < ¢; < 0.092. As hy is concave and hg(0) = 0,
and h2(0.092) ~ 0.00041, we have ho((1) > 0.
Case 1.3: z € (2/In2—2,1]. As x > 0.88 we obtain that ¢(1,z,1) > h3((), where

h3(y) = -1 —y)In(l —y)+y <—1 + 1n72 . 0.88) .

The approximations in §7.4.2 guarantee that 0 < ¢; < 0.11. As hg is concave and h3(0) = 0,
and h3(0.11) =~ 0.027, we have hy((1) > 0.
Case 2: ip =s=2 and z € [0,1]. Note that

In2 2

0(2.2,2) = ~(1— &) In(1 — o) + ora(1 — s 4 1) > (1 &) In1 — ) + Gz —1).

It is not hard to check that this last expression is positive if 0 < (o < 0.5. Note that by
Lemma 7.12 and the approximations in §7.4.2,

0 < G(x) < (1) <04,

and so ¢(2,z,2) > 0 for all z € [0,1].

Case 3: ip=1, s=2 and z € [0,1]. Note that

In2 2 2
P(2,0,1) = ~(1= G = @)1= G = G) + (G = 5 +2) + @1 - 05 +1)) > ha(G,G),
where In2 9 9
n
h4(y’2) = —(1—y—z)]n(1—y—z)-i-T(_ym"i‘z(l_ E))

The function h4 is concave — all four of its partial second derivatives are —1717 -~ < 0, and

in particular its Hessian matrix is negative semidefinite. Recall that by Lemma 7.12, (i, (o
are both increasing for x € [0,1], so by the approximations in §7.4.2, 0.018 < ¢(; < 0.11 and
0.09 < (2 < 0.28. So hy(¢1,(2) is positive if hy is non-negative on all four ‘border points’ of the
possible range of ({1, (2), which is indeed the case:

14(0.018,0.09) ~ 0.025, h4(0.11,0.09) ~ 0.0097,
14(0.018,0.28) ~ 0.047, hy(0.11,0.28) ~ 0.0086.

Case 4: ip =2, s=3 and z € [0,1]. Note that

In2

¢(3,2,2) = —(1—C2—C3)1n(1—C2—C3)+T<C2(1— iJrac) +C3(2—1i+96))-

In2 n?2

We distinguish two cases.
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Case 4.1: x € [0,2/In2—2]. From the definition we obtain that ©(3,z,2) > hs((2,(3), where

h5(y,z):—(1—y—z)111(1—y—Z)+ln72(y(1_%)+Z(2_%))'

This function is concave — all four of its partial second derivatives are —1717 -~ < 0, so in
particular its Hessian matrix is negative semidefinite. Recall that by Lemma 7.12, (o, (3 are
both increasing for x € [0,2/In2 — 2], so by the approximations in §7.4.2, 0 < (2 < 0.35 and
0 < (3 < 0.39. So hs(C2,(3) is positive if hs is non-negative on all four ‘border points’ of the
possible range of ({2, (3), which is indeed the case: clearly h5(0,0) = 0, and

h5(0.35,0) ~ 0.05, hs5(0,0.39) ~ 0.18, hs5(0.35,0.39) ~ 0.002.

Case 4.2: z € (2/In2—2,1]. Asaz > % — 2, we bound ¢(3,z,2) > he((2,(3), where

In2

ho(y,2) = —(1 =y —2)In(l —y — 2) = —=y.

As in the former cases, this function is concave (all four partial second derivatives are —ﬁ <
0). By Lemma 7.12, (5 is increasing and (3 is decreasing for x € [% — 2,1], so by the approx-
imations in §7.4.2, 0.34 < (3 < 0.4 and 0.37 < {3 < 0.39. So again to check that hg((2,(3) is

positive, we only need to make sure hg is non-negative on all four ‘border points’, which it is:

he(0.34,0.37) ~ 0.24, he(0.4,0.37) ~ 0.20,
he(0.34,0.39) ~ 0.24, hg(0.4,0.39) ~ 0.19.

Case 5: ip=1, s=3 and z € [0,1]. Note that

In2

—~ (Q(fian)+§2(17i+$)+@,(27i+z)).

0B,2,1) = -(1-CG—CL—G)In(1-G -G —()+ 2 Lo n2

We distinguish two cases.
Case 5.1: z €[0,2/In2 —2]. We obtain that ¢(3,z,1) > h7((1,2,(3), where

2 2
hr(y,z,0) =—(1—y—z—v)ln(l—y—2z—v)+ — | — merz(l— E) +v(2- E))
As in previous cases, it is easy to establish this function is concave. By Lemma 7.12, (1, (2, (3
are all increasing for x € [0,2/In 2 — 2|, so by the approximations in §7.4.2, 0.018 < ¢(; < 0.092,
0.098 < (2 < 0.25 and 0.25 < (3 < 0.34. So h7((1, (2, (3) is positive if h; is non-negative on all
eight ‘border points’, which it is:

h7(0.018,0.098,0.25) ~ 0.130, h7(0.018,0.098,0.34) ~ 0.14,
h7(0.018,0.25,0.25) ~ 0.094, h7(0.018,0.25,0.34) ~ 0.081,
h7(0.092,0.098, 0.25) ~ 0.092, h7(0.092,0.098,0.34) ~ 0.094,
h7(0.092,0.25,0.25) ~ 0.034, h7(0.092,0.25,0.34) ~ 0.0046.
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Case 5.2: z € (2/In2 —2,1]. For x > 2/In2 — 2 we obtain that ¢(3,z,1) > hs((1,(2,(3),
where

In2
hg(y,z,v):—(1—y—z—v)ln(1—y—z—u)+%(—Qy—z).

As in previous cases, this function is concave. By Lemma 7.12 and the approximations in §7.4.2
we obtain 0.091 < (7 < 0.11, 0.24 < {» < 0.28 and 0.33 < (3 < 0.34, so for the final time, all
that’s left is to check positivity at the border points:

hs(0.091,0.24,0.33
hs(0.091,0.28,0.33
hs(0.11,0.24,0.33
hs(0.11,0.28,0.33

~0.22, hs
~0.20, hs
~ 021, hs
~0.18, hs

0.091,0.24,0.34) ~ 0.22,
0.091,0.28,0.34) ~ 0.20,
0.11,0.24,0.34) ~ 0.20,
0.11,0.28,0.34) ~ 0.18.

~— — ~— ~—
/\/\/‘\/‘\

B Appendix: Numerical approximations

In this section we explain how we obtained the numerical approximations from §7.4.2. The R
code with the necessary computations and checks can be found here:

https://gist.github.com/annikaheckel/8dd24d33£f5e780c09feffcfdb13£5407
Recall from (7.20) that p = p(z) is the solution of

Fpw,ig) =Y (i = T(x))eh™ 5" =0, (B.1)

=10

where T'(z) = 1+ 2/In2 — z. Of course, u(x) can be approximated with computer assistance
by simply truncating the infinite series after the first couple of terms — since they decrease
as exp{—m—212} they become extremely small very quickly and one can obtain very accurate
approximations. However, the error term — the infinitely many terms of the series that were
left out — depends on p itself, so making these approximations mathematically rigorous takes

some care. In order to achieve this, note that, if o = po(x) satisfies

Y (i T())er= =5 >0, (B.2)

10<1<20

then also f(ue,x,i9) > 0. As argued in the proof of Lemma 7.11 (just after (7.21)), this implies
that also f(f,z,i9) > 0 for all i > po. It follows that u < ps. So to prove the upper bounds
on u(x) given in §7.4.2, we only need to check (B.2).

Let us turn to the lower bound, where we need to consider the error term. Suppose that we
have some p; < 3 so that

N (i - T@)em ™ ET < e, (B.3)

10<1<20
Then note that
, i—n2;2 In2 (3.1-1n25; —4i e ™ —83
g (i =T (z))eM" 2" < E i g e 2t g E ¢ Fi a5
i>21 i>21 i>21 i>21


https://gist.github.com/annikaheckel/8dd24d33f5e780c09feffcfdb13f5407

and so from (B.3) we infer that f(uq,z,i9) < 0. Similarly to the previous arguments, this
implies f(f,z,i9) < 0 for all i < p1, so we must have p > p1. So to prove the lower bounds on
w(x) given in §7.4.2, we only need to check for that (B.3) holds (and that u; < 3, which is the
case for all the lower bounds in in §7.4.2).

Given upper and lower bounds p; < p < pg < 3, we can deduce bounds on A = A(z). From

(7.15) we obtain that
A=—In (Ze‘”’*l%ﬂ).
110

. rj_ln2;2
Bounding } 7., €2 " < e7% as above, we have

—1In < E e’m_%ﬁ + 6_83) <A< —In < E e’“i_%F).
i0<i<20 i0<i<20

Finally, given that u € (u1,p2) and A € (A1, A2), we readily obtain the following bounds on
¢i = ¢i(x) from the definition (7.13) of (;:

:_In2.2 i_In2.2
e)\l—l—ulz 3 < CZ < e)\g—l—ugz 50
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