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ABSTRACT

Let {X;,i € J} be a family of locally dependent non-negative integer-valued random variables
with finite expectation and variance. We consider the sum W = 3", _, X and establish general

error upper bounds for the total variation distance drv (W, Y'?), where Y ¢ is the discretized normal
distribution. The major ingredient of the proof is to approximate W by a three-parametric interme-
diate random variable M based on Stein’s method. As applications, we study in detail four well-
known examples, which are counting vertices of all edges point inward, birthday problem, counting
monochromatic edges in uniformly colored graphs, and triangles in the Erd6s-Rényi random graph.
Through delicate analysis and computations we obtain sharper upper error bounds than existing
results.

Keywords Erd6s-Rényi random graph; Local dependence; Monochromatic edges; Stein’s method; Total variation
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1 Introduction and main result

Locally dependent random variables appear widely in many applied fields, such as risk theory, extreme value theory,
reliability theory, run and scan statistics, and graph theory. The interested reader is referred to [3], [9], [11], [16] and
[19] for related backgrounds. The purpose of this present paper is to provide a discretized normal approximation for
sums of locally dependent random variables and to take a close look at a few of well-known examples.

Let {X;, € J} be a family of discrete non-negative integer-valued random variables where .J is an index set. Assume
that { X;, ¢ € J} satisfy the following local dependence structure:

(LDI1) Foreachi € J, there exists A; C J such that X is independent of {X : j ¢ A;}.

(LD2) Foreachi € Jand j € A;, there exists A;; D A; such that {X;, X} is independent of { X}, : k ¢ A;;}.
(LD3) Foreachi € J,j € A; and k € A;;, there exists A;jr D A;; such that {X;, X;, X;} is independent of
{Xl 1 ¢ Aijk}~

We remark that such a dependence structure follows Ross [14], and was also adopted by Fang [8], Liu and Austern
[10]. Let W = Y, ; X;, and assume EW? exists. Set p = EW,0? = Var(W), and denote by Y4 (11, 0?) the
discretized normal random variable. Namely,

P(Y(1,0%) = k) /M'5 L . [ L_“)T dr, k=0,1,2
, T - - X — X, =0,1,2---.
: k05 V2mo? ¥ 207

What we are concerned with is to present a general approach to obtain the effective approximation of W by Y'¢ in
terms of the total variation distance and the local distance. Recall the total variation distance and the local distance
between two integer-valued random variables U and V is respectively defined by

dTv(U, V) = sup |P(U € A) — ]P)(V € A)|
ACZ
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and
dioc(U, V) = sup [B(U = a) — B(V = a)|.
a€Z
Obviously, we have by the triangle inequality
dry (W, Y?) < dpy (W, M) + drv (M,Y")
where M is an intermediate nonnegative integer-valued random variable.

The major job of this paper is to introduce three special random variables My, My, M3, where
Mi=B(n,p)*P(N), Ma=NB(r,p)+P(N), Ms=P)=2P(5)#3P(3). (1.1)

and to control the approximation error bounds dpv (W, M;), i = 1,2, 3 separately.

It is a key step to select properly the parameters in (1.1). Our basic principle is to ensure the first three factorial
cumulants of M; equal (or approximately equal) to those of TW. Thus both dpy (M;, Y'?) and dpy (W, M;) can be as
well controlled as we would like.

Specifically speaking, given a nonnegative integer-valued random variable U, let ¢ (z) be its probability generating
function (PGF), i.e. ¢y (z) = EzY, and the j-th factorial cumulant T';(U) is defined as

L) = 2oz oo (2)..
Denote by m; the i-th origin moment of W. Then it is easy to see
Fl(W) = ma, FQ(W) = (m2 — m% - ml)
and
L3(W) = ms—3mimse —3ma + 2m:1)’ + 3m% + 2my.
In addition, some simple calculation yields
Di(Mi) =np+X;  Ta(Mi)=-np*  T3(Mi) =2np%; (1.2)
T T 2 T 3
D) =14 X Ta(Ma)="os Ta(Mp) =25 (1.3)
Di(Ms) =A+w+n;  To(Ms) =w+2n; ['3(Ms) = 2. (1.4)
Now consider the following system of equations
[y (W) = Ty (M;)
Lo (W) = To(M;) (1.5)
Ls(W) = FS(Mz')
foreach ¢ = 1,2, 3. Using (1.2), (1.3) and (1.4) and solving (1.5), a simple but lengthy calculus yields
Ay (W)? T's(W) ATy (W)?
=|—71, =— , =1—-p, A=p—np, 6=——5—mn; (1.6)
Tzl P T an,m) P pon T5(W)?
4T (W) 2T (W) rq
_ Cp= L oq=1-p r=p-"2 (1.7)
L) T AWy T TR
1 1
A=T1(W) —-Ty(W) + §I‘3(W), w=T9(W)-T3(W), n= §I‘3(W). (1.8)

Here we notice that n in (1.6) may not be an integer, in which we shall take its integer part.

Another technical issue is: which M; is selected to approximate the target variable W ? It turns out to rely on the size
of To(W). Specifically speaking, we consider three cases separately: (1) select M if T'o(W) < 0; (2) select My if
T2 (W) > 0; (3) select M3 if T'y(W) = 0.

We are ready to state our main results. Some additional notations are needed. Set X 4,

={X,l € A;jx}, and define

W|XAuk Z‘]P) _k|XAijk)_2 (W_k_1|XA”k) (W:k_2|XAqijk)‘ )
ik (W) = esssup 82(W|XA1:M)7 S(W) = sup Si ik (W), (1.9)
id,
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where esssup X denotes the essential supremum of X . Also, define

o= Y >0 Y Y EX(E)XEXL(E)X,

jGAi\i kEAij lEAijk (]E)

Y > D Y EXi(E)XXu(E)X,

FEANI kEA;\A; I€EA ) (E)
Y= Z Vi
i€
where > () denotes the sum over all possible choices of £ in front of each X;.
Theorem 1.1. Use the setting and notations presented above.

(i) Assume ;1 >> 02 and 2\ < q|n + \/q|, where {n,p, q, \} was given in (1.6), then we have

dry (W, M;) < C [M N 1]

(1—201)qn  p

where 91 = m

(ii) Assume p < 0% and 2\q < rq + \p, where {r,p, q, \} was given in (1.7), then we have

ot <0 (103)

where 05 = rq{\f—qu'

(iii) Assume j1 = 02 and 2w + 21 < X + w + 1, where {\,w,n} was given in (1.8), then we have

¥S(W)

dry (W, M3) < C———"’t—
TV( 5 3) = (1_263)M,
w+2n

Aw+n*

Moreover, fori =1,2,3

where 03 =

C
dry (W, YY) < dpy (W, M;) + P

Here and in the sequel, C'is a numeric constant and its value may differ from line to line.

Set

oo

Sy (W) =Y |P(W =k) —2P(W =k — 1) + (W =k — 2)|
k=0

S(YH =D |P(Y? =k)—2P(Y =k —1)+P(Y? =k —2)|.
k=0
Theorem 1.1 together with Theorem 2.2 of [13] easily gives the following corollary.

Corollary 1.2. Use the same setting and notations as in Theorem 1.1.
(i) Assume > o2, then

1/2 1/2
dipe(W, YY) < C [%Jrﬂ X [Sa(W) + Sa (V)] 2

(ii) Assume |1 <K o2, then

1/2
dioe(W,Y4) < c[(w%) %} X [So(W) + Sy (Y] 2.

(iii) Assume | ~ o, then

S 1/2
Hoc Y1) < C[%} X [S:(W) +Sa(v ]2
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To conclude the introduction, we state a corollary for classical m-dependent random variable sequence. Re-
call Xy,---, X, is said to be m-dependent if {X;,7 < j} is independent of {X;,i > j + m + 1} for any
j=1...,n—m—1LetW =>"" | X, assume that EX; > 0, EX} < co. We have

Corollary 1.3. Use the same setting and notations as in Theorem 1.1.

(i) Assume > o2, then

3S(W) 1 1
dry (W, YY) < (22 NTExA 4~ 4 .
v ( )< ((1 — 261)npq ZGZJ np ,/npq)

(ii) Assume |1 <K o2, then

3S(W) 2
dy « _motlW) 4 b~
dry(W,Y?) < C((p\/q)(l A z‘EeJEXl + Tq).
(iii) Assume i ~ o2, then
m3S(W
EX} +
(1—263) /\+w+77 Z s/)\—l—w—i— )

drv(W,Y") < C(

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we first review briefly the basic steps of Stein’s method
and give the Stein operator associated with each M;. Then we complete the proof of Theorem 1.1 by repeatedly using
Newton’s expansion and controlling error terms. In Section 3, we consider four interesting examples, three of which
are related to random graphs. Through delicate analysis, we verify the local dependent structures and determine exactly
the corresponding parameters for each example. Two claims used involve elementary but lengthy computations, which
are postponed to Appendix A and B. Compared to relevant results in literature, our approximation upper bounds seem
sharper.

2 Proofs of main results

2.1 Preliminaries

Suppose we are given two integer-valued random variables U and V', where U is the object of study and V" is the target
variable. Let H be a family of functions and the distance in the sense of H is defined by

dn(U,V) = sup [Ef(U) —Ef(V)|. 2.1
feEH

In particular, let H = {14, A C Z} (resp. H = {14, a € Z}), (2.1) reduces to dry (U, V') (resp. dioc(U, V).

The Stein method turns out to be a powerful tool in the study of dy . It usually consists of the following three steps.
The first step is to find an appropriate operator Ay which safeties EAy g(V') = 0 for any bounded function with
g(0) = 0,g(m) = 0 for m ¢ supp(V'). The second step is to find for each f € H the solution to the following
equation

Avg(m) = f(m) —Ef(V), meZ (2.2)
and to characterize the properties of g. The third step is to re-express the distance dy (U, V') as
dn(U,V) = ?Ug IEAv g (U)]. (2.3)
fe

The following lemma gives the Stein operator associated with M;, ¢ = 1,2, 3, whose proofs can be found in [17] and
[18].

Lemma 2.1. We have

(1) for My = B(n,p) * P(A),

_ p A D P ,
Aug(k) = (na +o- ak)g(k: 1) — kg(k) + N gl o+ 1; 24
(2) for My = NB(r,p) * P(X),
An,g(k) = ¢ <T + % + k) g(k+ 1) — kg(k) — A\¢Ag(k + 1); (2.5)
(3) for M3z = P(X) x 2P (%) x 3P (),
Amng(k) = OM+w+n)glk+1)—kg(k) +wAg(k +1) +n[Ag(k + 1) + Ag(k + 2)]. (2.6)
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Denote by g4 (resp. g,) the solution to the equation (2.2) corresponding to f = 14 (resp. 1,), where A C Z (resp.
a € 7). Write || -|| for the maximum parametric value. The following lemma gives consistent upper bounds for || Ag ||
and ||g||, which can be seen in Lemma 2.3 of [17] and Lemma 3.1 of [18], respectively.

Lemma 2.2. We have
(i) for My = B(n,p) * P(A), if 2\ < ¢|n+p/q],

q q
A < , ol < ;
lA9all < [n + A/plpg —2Xp I9a [n 4+ A/plpg —2Ap

(ii) for My = NB(r,p) * P(A), if 2Aq < (rq + Ap),
L gl < !
(rg+ap) —2xg’ Il =1

rq + Ap) — 2)\q;
(iii) for Mz = P(X) * 2P(%) * 3P(4), if 2(w +2n) < A+ w + 1,

1 1
Agall < ; all < :
[ gA||_/\+w+77—2(w+277) lgall A+ w+n—2w+ 27|

[Agall <

We finally need the following lemma about the normal approximation of M;, which is a direct consequence of Theorem
7.3 in Chen et.al. [6] together with the unimodality of M.

Lemma 2.3. For M;, 1 = 1,2, 3, we have
C

drv (M;,Y?) < WP

2.2 Proof of Theorem 1.1

Denote
Wi:W_ZXl; Wij:W—ZXl; Wik =W — ZXZ’
leA; l€A;; €Ak

where A;, A;;, Aiji were defined in (LD1)-(LD3).

Let us begin with the proof of (ii:). From Lemma 2.1 and the independence of X; and W;, we have

EAr,g(W) = (A+w+nEg(W +1) —EWg(W) + wEAg(W + 1) + nE[Ag(W + 1) + Ag(W + 2)]
= > EX;Eg(W +1) = > EXig(W) +wEAg(W + 1) + nE[Ag(W + 1) + Ag(W + 2)]
e ieJ
= > EX;E[g(W +1) — g(Wi +1)] = > _EX;[g(W) — g(W; + 1)]
e ieJ
+ {WEAG(W + 1) + nE[Ag(W + 1) + Ag(W + 2)]}. 2.7

Now we analyze each item in the RHS of (2.7) separately. Start from , , EX;E[g(W + 1) — g(W; 4 1)]. Using
Newton’s expansion (see page 518 of [2]), we have

s—1k—-2
-1
g(w+s):g(w+1)+(s—1)Ag(w+1)+MA2 (w+1) +ZZ (u—v —1)A3g(w + v),
2 u=1v=1
and so
ElgW+1)—g(Wi+1)] = E Y X;Ag(W; +1)
JEA;
1
+5E Z X;(> Xk —1)A%g(W; +1) + By, (2.8)
JjEA;  keA;
where the error term E; is defined by
ZjeAi X u—2
Er=E Y > (u—v)A%g(Wi+v)|. (2.9)
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Let p; = P(Wijr =1 | Xa,,,). Then for every fixed v,

E(A%g(Wi+v)| Xa,,) = > pi {Ag(ng”k +l+v+2)—20g(X,, +1+v+1)+Ag(X5,, +1+ v)}
=0
= Y Ag(Xh,, +1+0)(pf — 2071 +pia)-
=0

Hence by the fact that So(W | X4,,,) = .2 Ipf — 2pi_1 + pj_,| we get

A

|E(A3(Wi+0) | Xa,,) | < 1AglD ] Ipi — 2071 + sl

||Ag||82(W | XAijk)
1AgllS(W),
where the last inequality followed from the fact So(W | X 4,,,) < S(W).

IN

Summing over u and v, we get

2jea; Xi [u—2
Ei = E > D (u—vE (A% (W;+0) |XAW)]
u=1 v=1
< JAglSME(X: Y- x5 Y x> x).
JEA; keA; leA;

For the first term in the RHS of (2.8), note that for j € A;,
Ag(W; +1) = EAgW + 1)+ [Ag(W; +1) — EAg(W;; + 1)]
+[EAG(W;; + 1) — EAg(W + 1))]. (2.10)
So by the independence of {X;, X;} and W;;, we have

EY X;AgWi+1) = E> X;EAGW +1)+E > X;[Ag(W; + 1) — Ag(Wy; + 1)]

JEA; JEA; JEA;
+E Y X;E[Ag(Wi; +1) — Ag(W + 1))
JEA;
= EY XEAGWH+D)+EY X, Y XeA%g(Wi; +1)
JEA; JEA; keAij\A;
-E Z X;E Z XpA%g(Wij + 1) + Es. (2.11)
JEA; k€A

where F; denotes the error term. By a similar argument, it follows

B <laglsmE( S GE S XY x+ Y X Y x).

JEA; keA;; leA;; keAij\A; leA;\ Ay

Note also the following equality
Alg(Wij +1) = EA*g(W +1) + [A%g(Wi; + 1) — EA%g(Wijk + 1)]
+[EA2g(Wijr + 1) — EAZg(W + 1)].
So by the independence of {X;, X;, X} and Wi,

E[ S X, Y XAl + 1) } [ Yx, Y Xk}EAQQ(W—l- 1)+ By (2.12)
JEA;  k€A;\A; JEA;  kEAi\A;
and
E> X;E Y XpA%g(Wij+1) = E> X;E Y XEA*g(W +1) + Ey, (2.13)
JEA; k€A, JEA; k€A,
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where E5 and 4 denote the error terms.

By a similar argument to (2.9), we have

By < | Agl|S(W [(ZX Zxk)uz 3 X1+E(ZX Sxe > Xl)]

JEA; keA;; €Ak JEA; keA;; leAijr\Aij
and
By < | Ag|S(W [ ZXIEZXkEZXl—i-EZXE(ZXk 3 Xl)}.
JEA; k€A l€Aijk JEA; keA;; leAij\Aij

Substituting (2.12) and (2.13) into (2.11) yields
EY XAgWi+1) = EY XEAGW+D)+E[ S X, 3 Xi|EA%(W +1)
JEA; JEA; JEA; keA;j\A;
~EXE Y X;E Y XiEA’g(W +1)+ Bz + Es + Ey. (2.14)
JEA; k€A
For the second term in the RHS of (2.8), a similar argument gives
]E[ 3 Xj( 3 X - 1)A29(Wi + 1)] - E[ S X(3 Xi - DEA%(W + 1)] + Es, 2.15)
JEA; keA; JEA; keA;
where the error term Ej5 is controlled by
Es < | Ag||S(W {EZX (ZXk—l)E Z Xk—HEZX(ZXk—l) 3 X;g]
JEA; keA; JEA; keA; ke Aij\A;
Putting (2.11)-(2.15) together and noting E1, - - - , E5 each is bounded by ~;||Ag||S(W), we have
EX:E[g(W +1) —g(Wi+1)] < EX;E > X;EAg(W +1)
JEA;
+EXE[ Y X, Y Xu|EAZ(W +1)
JEA; keA;j\A;
~EXE Y X;E Y XEAPg(W +1)
JEA; kEA;;
+1]EX1-IE SX(Y] X —1)|EAPg(W +1)
2 :
JEA; kEA;
O(vllAgllS(W))). (2.16)

Next we turn to the second item in the RHS of (2.7), i.e., Y .. ; EX,;[g(W) — g(W; + 1)]. Using Newton’s expansion

again and some simple similar algebra yield

EX: (W) —gWi+1)] < E[Xi( Y X —1)|EAgw +1)

JjeJ

jeA;
IE[XZ-( Sox, - 1) 3 Xk}IEAQQ(W +1)
JEA; keAij\A;
—E[Xi( SOX; - 1)]1E Y XGEAG(W +1)
jEA; kEA;;
lE[Xi( > X -1)(X x5 - 2)|Eazgw + 1)
JEA; JEA;
O(villAgllS(W)). (2.17)

In addition, noting Ag(W + 2) = Ag(W + 1) + A%g(W + 1), the third term in the RHS of (2.7) can be written as
WEAG(W 4+ 1) + nE[Ag(W + 1) + Ag(W + 2)] = (w + 20)EAGg(W + 1) + nEAZg(W + 1). (2.18)
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Define

@G o=y {IEXZ-IE 3 X, —EXi( SoX; - 1)} (2.19)

icJ JEA; JEA;

G = EXE[Y X Y X|-Ex(Yx-1) Y x|

JEA; keAij\A; JEA; keAij\A;

“EXE Y NE Y x+E[x (D x5 -1)[E Y X,

JEA; kEA;; JEA; kEA;;

e[ T (T n-y)] -gE( D) (L -yl em

JEA; keA; JEA;

Combining (2.16), (2.17) and (2.18), we get

(G1 +w+2n)EAG(W + 1) 4 (G2 + n)EA?g(W + 1) + O (v]|Ag||S(W)) . (2.21)

To complete the proof, we need a lemma, which is one of the most important findings of this paper.

Lemma 2.4.

T
Gi=-Ty, Go= —73. (2.22)

Proof. Note that for every B 2O A;,

Taking A; as B, we get

S EXX; - ) > EXEX; = VarW. (2.23)

i€J jEB i€J jEB

G1

Y EXE Y X; —EX;(> X;—1)]

icJ jE€A; JEA;
= —VarW +EW = —TI'y;

It remains to proving G2 = 0. Rearrange G4 as follows,

Gy =

— ZIEXZ-

icJ
1 1
+3° 3 (EXiXy —EXEXy) + > <§IEX1-XJ- - EEXZ-IEXJ)
i€J k€A ieJ jEA;

+3°3 Y EXEX; X, - EXEXEX; — EX; X, X; + EX; X;EX;)
i€J jEA; kEA,;

1 1
Y0 (—E]EXZ-EX]-X;C + §EXinXk> : (2.24)
i€J jkEA;

Taking B as A;; in (2.23),

DY

i€J k€A

1 1
(EX; Xy — EX;EXg) + ) ) <§EXZ-XJ- - —EXZ-EXJ-> = gVar w. (2.25)

2
ieJ jeA;

By the independence of X; and { X, J ¢ A;},

YY) (BXEX; Xy — EX;EX;EX, — EX; X; X, + EX; X;EX;)

i€J jEA; kEA;;

>N (EXEX,;W — EX;EX;EW — EX; X, W + EX; X,;EW)

i€J jEA;

SN BXEX;W — EX;X;W) + Var W - EW. (2.26)
ieJ jeA,
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Substituting (2.25) and (2.26) into (2.24),

EX,EX,W -EX,; X;W) + —EIE)QIEX"X;C + 1IE)QX"X;C
J J 2 J 2 J
i€J jeEA; icJ j,keA;

+ VarW -EW + gVarW —EW.
In addition, noting W = X Zi + X, it follows

SN EXEXW -EXXW)+) (——IEXEXXk+ EXXXk>
ieJ jeA, iedJ j,keA;

1
= 3 > [EXi(XE,)? - EXGE(XE,)? + 2BXEX S, W — EX; X5, W)

iceJ
- = Z —EX;(X3,)? + EXG;E(X3,)? — 2EX; X5, X4 + 2EXGEX S, X ]
ZEJ
- = Z —EXi(X}, + X4e)? + EXGE(X, + X4)°]
1€J
1 EW? EWEW?
= = - EX,W? +EX,EW?) = — ,
2 Z ( + ) 3 T2
ieJ
Substituting (2.28) into (2.27), we get
EW?3 EWEW? 3
Gy = ——5—+——5 — +VarW -EW+ 5 Var W —EW
r 3 3
= —73 - —IEW(EW2 +EW +T2) = S(EW? + EW + o) + EW® + SEW? + EW
EW ]EW2 EW +T
LEWA ; 12 | &w o) xEW 4 (EW+P2) EW
= -3

as desired.

(2.27)

(2.28)

O

Next we continue the proof of Theorem 1.1. Substituting (2.22) into (2.21) and using the relationship (1.4), we obtain

EAwg(W) = O (7] Agl[S(W)) -
Replacing g with g4, A C Z™ and using the triangle inequality
drv (W, Y?) < dpyv (W, M) + drv (M3, Y?)
and Lemma 2.2-2.3, the proof of (iii) is completed.
Turn to (%), (¢). Following the line of the proof of (iii), one can prove
Go

EAun, g(W) = (G1 — np?® — ) EAg(W +1) + ( .

+1 ) EAZg(W +1) + gomuAgnswm

and

EAug(V) = (G + L )EAGOY + 1)+ (pGa + 12 ) BA%(W + 1) + (5 )0 201 (W),

where ¢ is defined in (1.6), G, G> are defined in (2.19) and (2.20).
Applying Lemma 2.4, we obtain

EAu, () = 20| Ag| SOV) + FEAG(W + 1))

and
EAM,g(W) = (pV ¢)O(v]|AgllS(W)),
which together with Lemmas 2.2 and 2.3 concludes the proofs of () and (7).
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3 Applications

3.1 Counting vertices of all edges point inward

In this subsection, we consider the problem which was studied by Arratia et.al. [1]. Let V = {0,1}, & = {(u,v) :
u,v €V, and dy(u,v) = 1}, where d > 2 and dy denotes the Hamming distance in V. Assume that each edge in £
is assigned a random direction by tossing a fair coin. Denote by .J the set of all 2¢ vertices, and let X; be the indicator
that vertex ¢ has all of its edges directed inward.

Figure 1: An configuration in {0,1}3

Set
Al:{j|j—l|:1}, Ai‘j:{ktjEAi; |k—7;|:107‘|k—j|=1},
Aije ={l:jeAi; ke Ayj; [l —i|=1or|l—jl=1or|l—k|=1}.

Obviously, §4; = d, §A4;; < 2d and §4;;;, < 3d. Itis also easy to verify that conditions (LD1)-(LD3) are satisfied for
{X;,i € J} with A;, Aij, A;j,. We are concerned with the number of vertices at which all d edges point inward. In
particular, set W = >"._ ; X;. Figure 1 represents an configuration in {0, 1}* with W = 1.

Theorem 3.1. Under the setting described above, we have
dry (W, M3) = O(d*27%%), 3.1)
where {\,w,n} satisfy the following equations:
Awtn=1; w+2n=(d-1)2"% 2n=(3d>+3d+2) x 2721, (3.2)
Remark 3.1. We remark that Arratia et.al. [1] used P(1) to approximate W and obtained
dry(W,P(1)) < d2~% (3.3)

Observably, (3.1) is better than (3.3) in the numerical approximation of probability at the cost of calculating the
probability value of three-parameter model P (\) x 2P (%) + 3P ().

Proof of Theorem 3.1. By a simple but lengthy calculation,
Li(W)=1; Ty(W)=(d—-1)2"% T3(W)=(3d*+3d+2) x 272+,

We use M3 = P(A) x 2P(%5) * 3P(3) to approximate 1, where three parameters A, w, 1) are exactly determined by
(3.2).

To apply (#i7) of Theorem 1.1, we need to further control v, S(W) and 3. First, it is easy to see S(W) < 4. Also,
it follows 63 = (d — 1)2~%. Finally, notice EX; = 2~% and EX;X; = 0 whenever dy (i,j) = 1. So it follows
v < Cd32-34,

We now complete the proof of Theorem 3.1. o

10
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3.2 Birthday problem

In this subsection, we consider the well-known birthday problem. It can be equivalently described as follows. Fix
k > 2, put n balls into d boxes randomly with equal probability and estimate the probability that at least one box
receives k or more balls.

LetJ={i:iC{1,2,---,n}, i = k}. Foreachi € J, denote
X — {1 if the balls indexed by ¢ all go into the same box,
! 0  otherwise.
Set
Ay ={j:jni#0}, Aij={k:kni#Qorknj#0},
Ak ={l:lNi#0orlnj#0orlNk#0}.

Clearly, #(A;), #(A;;) and #(A;;x) are all O(n*~1). It is also easy to show {X;,i € J} satisfy (LD1)-(LD3) with
A, Aij, Aiji. Ttis also easy to see p := P(X; = 1) = d'~*. Define W = > iy Xi,s0

P(no box gets k or more balls) = P(W = 0).
Simple calculation gives
_ _ () g1k
my = EW = ZIEXl = (k)d
icJ
and

my = EW?=EY Xi[X;+ > X;+ Y Xj

k—1
K\ (n—k , n\ (n—k
— d1+j72k d272k.
e 23 ()G ()

By ['y(W) = mga — m7 — m1, we have
=58 ()6 (10 - (e

Lemma 3.2. Denote

~ nk ~ nk"rl - knkJrQ
Iy == 2= e L8 T g
kld (k—1)d (k — 1)ldk+
Suppose both n and d tend to oc in such a way that n* < d*='. We have fori =1,2,3
~ C
rw)-r; < —.
D) — i <

Proof. 1t is easy to calculate

- nt —
Ty (W) =Ty =

and

Pa(W) ~ Ty < kz(f)(z
- Z—T—<Z>]ndk+2<z>k2dk

L)) ()] e

INA
Q
S
o~
&
S
T
£
+
S
e
S
£
+
S
[\v]
>
L
ISH
[}
s
T

IN

11
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For |T'3(W) — T'3|, note
ms=EW*= Y EX;X;X,.
{i,j,k}eJ3
Consider the following five cases separately. Let
My = {{i, g, k} - i, 5.k} = 1}, Mo ={{i, 5, k} - 1{i, 5, k} = 2},
Mz = {{i,j, k} : #{i,j, k} = 3,8(i Uj U j) = 3k},
My ={t{i,j,k} : {i,5,k} =3,injUk=0oriUjnNnk=0o0riNkUk =0,4(:iUjUj) < 3k},
Ms = J3\(My U Mo U M3 U My).
A simple calculation gives
> EXiX; Xy =EW;
{i,4,k€M1}
Y EXiX; X = 3(EW? - EW);

{i,5,k€ M2}

1
> EXX;Xi = (EW) + O(—);

{i,j, ke M3}
1
> EXiX;Xi = 3EW’EW — 3(EW)? — 3(EW)* 4+ O(=);
(i, ke M} "
knkt2 1
Y EXX;X = T o).

{4,5,k€M5}

Now I'3(W) can be calculated by ms3 — 3mima — 3ma + 2m3 + 3m?2 + 2m4. A direct but laborious computation
yields }

IT3(W) —T3| < Cn™ .
The proof is now complete. o

Theorem 3.3. Suppose both n and d tend to cc in such a way that n* =< d*=1. We have

dry (W, Ms) < Cn~ %1, (3.4)
dioe(W, Mz) < Cn~ T, (3.5)

where {\,w,n} is exactly determined by
Atwtn=T1(W), w+2n=T2(W), 2n=TI3W). (3.6)

Proof. We only give the proof of (3.4) since the proof of (3.5) is similar. We use M3 to approximate W since
I'y(W) = 0 under the assumption n* =< d*~1. In order to apply (iii) of Theorem 1.1, we need to control y, S(W)
and 63.

Trivially, S(W) < 4. Also, by Lemma 3.2 and noting % — 0asn,d — oo, we know
1

_ (W)

It remains to control +. Note
SR\ =k
Z EX, X, = 22 < > <k - ,)dlﬂ—%. (3.7)
jEAN =1 ™ J

One easily finds for each j € 4, \ 4,
EX;EX; <EX,;X;.

According to the argument in [1], with % large, the dominant contribution to (3.7) comes from the pairs (7, j) with
#(i N j) = k — 1. which in turn implies

> EXiX; < Cnd % <Cd M
JEANI

12
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Observe
{gom:jeAi\ime A \ A} = {j,m (i N j) > 0,8(i Nm) = 0,§(j Nm) > 0},

YooY EXX X = > > EX;: X, X,,. (3.8)

JeA\imeAi;\A; {m:g(iNm)=0} {j:£(:N7)>0,4(mN) >0}
Fix ¢, m with (i " m) = 0, set
F™ = {5 4(i04) + 4 Nm) = k —£,4(i N j) > 0,4(j N'm) > 0}
with ¢ > 0. The dominant contribution about j to (3.8) comes from Fé’m. Indeed, by simple calculation,
EX;X; X, = J—2k—t+1
for j € F"™ and fF)"™ = ("_%) ( 2k ), which in turn implies

thus

)

t k—t
k—2
oY EXX X, = Y > EXiX;X,, < CnfdH
JEAN\IMEA;;\A; {m:f(inm)=0} t=0 (. e F}-™}
k—2
S C’nk Zntd72k7t+1 S and72k+1.
t=0

So (3.8) is asymptotically as large as Z{m:n(mm):o} Z{j:jng”"} EX;X; Xp,.
For fixed ¢, m with £(s N m) = 0, set
Fp = {5,860 ) + 4G nm) =k —t,4(i N j) > 0,8 Nm) > 0,50 N (FUjUm)] = k — s}

with ¢, s > 0. Under By a similar argument we claim without proof that Fé’gl is the dominant contribution of the sum

k—

2k—
o> Y EXiX XX = Y Y EXX; XX (3.9)

1
JEANIKEA;\A; I€ A \k {m:f(inm)=0)} t=1 s=1 (5 1.5 1c F ™}

Also, EX;X; X, Xy = d=2+L for j € Fyi', and $Fg 0" = ((°F))% (3.9) is up to a constant factor as large as
nkd—2k+1

Finally, note

Y=Y Z SN D EX(E)XEX(E)X;
JEA\

ieJ kEA;; IEA; ;i (E)

A2 = Z > Y D EX(E)X; Xk (B)X).

i€J FEANI k€A \A; IEA, ji, ()

> Y D EX(E)XEXA(E)X,
Aij

Then it follows

I
g

i€J jeA;\i

k€A;; I€Ai 1 (E)
< Z YY) EXXEXRX Y Y Y EXXEX,
€A NI kEA; IEA ji\k 1€J jEA;\i k€A ;

2k ¥ k-1

P =3 3 Y Y Y EXE)X;X(E)X,

i€J jeA\it k€A \A; leAijr (E)

2k+1 2k
n __k
) o

IN
Q
/\“

Y Y Y Y ExnaeY Y Y B
i€ ]EAZ\Z ]CGA”\A»L lEA”k\]C e ]EAZ\Z ]CEA”\A»L
n2k e
S C <W> =Cn %71,
Hence y =v; + 72 < Cn”~%7T. We can now conclude the proof of (3.4). o

13
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Remark 3.2. Theorem 3.14 is a significant improvement compared to [1] in which Arratai obtained
dry (W, P(A)) < Cn~ %=1,
where A = (}})d' .

As reader might realize, it is hard to obtain an explicit formula for three parameters A, w, n by solving the equations
(3.6) since I'1 (W), T2 (W), T's(WW) are so complex. For sake of practical computation, we would like to provide an
alternative approximation using a new mixture of Poisson variables. Define

nk nk+1 k+1 knk+2 knk+2

/ n

/

TR k-Ddm Y T kDl 2k—a T T - 1)lakt

and denote M4 = P(\) * 273(%') . 3’p(%’).
Lemma 3.4. Assume 03 < 1/2, we have

N (3.10)

dry (M3, M5) <

¢
n
Proof. We basically follow the proof of Corollary 2.4 in [5], which deals with two parametric cases. Recall
An,g(k) = AN+ w+n)g(k +1) — kg(k) +wAg(k + 1) +n[Ag(k + 1) + Ag(k + 2)]

e Ang(k) = (N + ' +0)g(k +1) — kg(k) + W' Ag(k + 1) +7'[Ag(k + 1) + Ag(k + 2)].

So it follows
EAng(M3z) = (N + ' + 17 )Eg(Ms + 1) — EM3g(M3) +w'EAg(M3 + 1) + 7' [EAg(M3 + 1) + EAg(M3 + 2)]
and

EAn,g(M3) = (A 4w + n)Eg(Mz + 1) — EM3g(M3) + wEAg(M;z + 1) + n[EAg(Ms + 1) + EAg(M; + 2)].
Thus by the fact E Az, (M3) = 0, we obtain

dry (M3, My) = sup [EAp;ga(Ms)| = sup [EAygga(Msz) — EAy,ga(Ms))|
ACz+ ACzZ+

< (A= Nl+lw =+ n—7']) sup [Ega(Ms)]
ACZ+

+(Jw —w'[+2[n—7'|) sup [EAga(Ms3)|. (3.11)
ACZ+

Hence from Theorem 2.5 of Barbour and Xia [5] and Lemma 2.2,
(A= N+ |w—w[+n—7n])
(1 —203)(\ + w +n)L/2

dpy (Ms, M3) <

In addition, note _ _ _
Adw+n=01(W), w+2n=Ty(W), 2n=T35(W) (3.12)
and _ _ _
)\/+w/+77/:F1, w’+277’:F2, 27’]/:I‘37
then by Lemma 3.2, it easily follows

AN o= ] < S (3.13)
Substituting (3.12) and (3.13) into (3.11), we complete the proof. O
Theorem 3.5. Suppose both n and d tend to cc in such a way that n* =< d*=1. We have
drv (W, M§) < Cn™ ', (3.14)
dioc(W, M4) < Cn™ 1, (3.15)
Proof. Using Lemma 3.3 and 3.4 and triangle inequality,
dry (W, M3) < dryv (W, Ms) + drv (Mg, Ms)
< OnFmi40nl< %
We have proven that (3.14) is true. The proof of (3.15) is similar and so is omitted. O

14
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d

Figure 22 n=7,¢c; =3, W =2

3.3 Counting monochromatic edges in uniformly colored graphs.

Let G = {V, £} be a simple undirected graph, where V = {vy,...,v,} is the vertex setand € = {ey, €2, ,€m, } is
the edge set. For 1 < i < n, let D, be the neighborhood of vertex v;, namely D; = {1 < j < n,j # 1, (v;,v;) € E}.
Set d; = #D;, then obviously 2m,, = Z?:l d;. Each vertex is colored independently and uniformly with ¢,, > 2
colors, and we are interested in the number of monochromatic edges in £.

Denote J = {1,2,--- ,m,}. For each edge e; € £, we denote by e;1, e;2 the two vertices it connects, i.e., e; =
(eil, 81'2). Define

X — 1, if e;1, e;0are colored same,

¢ 0, otherwise.

It can be easily verified that { X, € J} satisfy the local dependence structure (LD1)-(LD3) with A4;, A;; and A; i,
where A; consists of all edges connecting to e;, A;; consists of all edges connecting to e; and e; where j € A;, and
Ajjr consists of all edges connecting to e;, e; and e;, where j € A;, k € A;.

The number of monochromatic edges in G = {V, £} is defined by
W=> X,
jeJ
In Figure 2, n = 7, ¢y = 3, and W = 2, where a and f are both blue, while b and e are green.

It is easy to see

n n n _1 n
Ew = W:wzum_,
Cn n Cn
Cy, (6~ Cn
And so we have 4
My, My, Mo,
Fl(W) = C_v FQ(W) = _0_2, F3(W) = o3

Theorem 3.6. Denote d(,) = maxi<;<n d;, and assume d%n) L Cp K My, then

d Cn d?n)
drv(W,Y )§C< —+—3>§ (3.16)

My, c

g\ V2 - y
doe(W, YY) <O ()4 ) o ) T 3.17
l(’)_<mn+6i anr\/a (3.17)
Remark 3.3. We notice that Barbour [3] used a single parameter Poisson random variable to approximate W and
obtained
n 8 n

dpy <W,P (?—)) < Cm . (3.18)

Obviously, (3.18) make sense only for c,, < m,, < c2, and the upper bound would increase with m.,. In contrast, our
result becomes better as my, is larger.

15
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We would also like to mention some recent results due to [7] and [15], which provide the upper bound in terms of
Wasserstein distance and Berry-Essen bound:

cn 102 1 274
—t =t =
M, /Cn ﬁmn/

1 din -
sup|P(W <oz+4p) —®(2)| < C 1/—+1/L+ [En |
zeR Cn mp My,

By comparison, we find that the upper bounds in (3.16) and (3.17) are reasonable and correct, and is indeed better
when dy,) is relatively small.

dW(‘C(W)a N(,LL, 02)) <3

Proof of Theorem 3.6. We only prove (3.16), since the proof of (3.17) is similar. Since I's < 0 we prefer to use
M, = B(n,p)*P(\) to approximate . In our context, three parameters becomes n = m,,, p = ¢, 1, A = 0, namely
M; = B(my,c;!). In order to apply (i) of Theorem 1.1, we need to control v, S(W), 0; separately.

First, note that for each ¢ € J,

1
EX; =EX? = - (3.19)
and
dn)
> EXiX; < — (3.20)
JeAN{i} "

Then by (3.19), (3.20) and the assumption d(n) < ./cn,

o= Y Y Y Y D EX(E)XEXK(E)X,

ieJ jEA;\i k€A IEA 1 (E)

<0y Y Eny Y Ex
i€d je A \{i} keA;;
My d?
"7 (n)
S C/’sl )

o= )Y Y Y Y EXE)XXKE)X,

i€J jeA\it k€A \A; €Ak (E)

SO SIS SRR
My d?
"(n)
< 3
Thus we have
mpd?
v o= At co5® (3.21)
Second, note A = 0 and so 61 = 0.
It remains to calculate S(W'). From Proportion 4.6 of [5], we easily get
Sa(My) < C. (3.22)
mp
Denote p, = P(W = k) and ¢, = P(M; = k), k € Z,.. It follows
“+oo
S2(W) = Sa(My)| < ] > [Prr2 = 20541 + k) — (@ht2 — 20641 + &)
k=0
“+oo
< 4 |pk — qrl = 4dpy (W, My). (3.23)
k=0

16
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In addition, we have for each configuration z,

d2
82(W | XAijk = JJ) —SQ(W) S Cc—n,
whose proof is postponed to A.
Combining (3.22), (3.23) and (3.24) implies directly
d2
S(W) < So(W)+ C%
cn | )
< Adpy(W, M) + 0=+ C—=.
Then by (4) of Theorem 1.1 and noting (3.21), (3.25) and 6; = 0, u = "CT—:
1S(W) 1]
dpy (W, M < C|lm—7FF7i—+-—
rv(W> 20 {(1 — 201 )qu g
d? d?
< % 7O gy (W, M) |+ 0
Cr, mp Cn mny
In turn, since d%n) < ¢y, solving (3.26) yields
d? d?
dry (W, M) <C <ﬁ + % + c—”) .
My Cn, cy, My,
On the other hand, it follows from Lemma 2.3
C c
dry (M, Y < —— =C, | =,
v (M ) v Var W My,
which with (3.27) implies
n d? d* n d*
dTv(WYd)SC( = 4 +—3>§C( C—+—3>,
My MpCp  Cp My Cy

. . . 2
where in the last inequality we used the fact that md — </

The proof is now complete assuming (3.24).

3.4 Triangles in the Erdos-Rényi random graph

(3.24)

(3.25)

(3.26)

(3.27)

In this subsection, we consider the number of triangles in the classical Erdds-Rényi random graph. In particular, let
G = G(n, p) be arandom graph with n vertices, where each edge appears with probability p, independent of all other
edges. Set J = {1,2,---, ()} and denote by {T;,i € J} all the possible triangles between these n vertices. Define

foreach: € J,
{ 1, if T; indeed exists in G(n, p),
X’i = .
0, otherwise.

Set foreach 7 € J,
Ai={jeJ:e(T;NT;) > 1};
and foreach j € A;,
Aij={keJ:e(TxnN(T;UT})) = 1};

and for each k € A;j,
Agjp={leJ:e(N(T,UT; UTy)) > 1}.

We can easily verify {X;,i € J} satisfies the local dependence structure (LD1)-(LD3) with the above A;, A;; and

Aijk~
Denote by W the number of triangles in G(n, p), namely W = >
both {v1,v4, vs} and {ve, v5, v7} form two triangles, so W = 2.

icJ

17
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4 3
5 2
6- |
7 10
8 9

Figure 3: Erdos—Rényi random graph with n = 10,p = 0.2

It is easy to see

EW = (g)pS, Var(W) = (g)p3 + (g) (3n —9)p° — (g) (3n — 8)p°,

and

Iy = (3)p° Ty = (3)(Bn—9)p° — (5)(3n — 8)p°, I3 = n°p" + o(n’p"). (3.28)

Our main result about W reads as follows.
Theorem 3.7. Suppose n®p — ¢ > 0 with 1/2 < a < 1, then we have

dpy (W, V%) < n=3/2130/2, (3.29)
dioe(W,Y4) < p313e, (3.30)

Remark 3.4. Under the setting of Theorem 3.7, Réllin and Ross [13] studied the total variation distance between W
and an translated Poisson Z, where Z — | — o*| ~ P(a? + ), and obtained

dry (W, Z) < O((n %),

where yp = EW, 02 = Var W and v = ju — 0 — | ju — 0 ]. Our result (3.29) is a normal approximation with higher
accuracy.

There exist some results about the normal approximation of W in terms of Wasserstein-1 distance and Kolmogorov
distance in literature. For instance, Barbour [4] gave

nip 2, ifo<p<n?,
dw,(W,Y) < Cq n7lp73, ifn % <p<i,
nil( _p)iév if%<p<17
and Rollin [12] showed that for every n > 3 and every 0 < p < 1,
n"ip 3, ifo<p<n-z,
dx(W,Y) < C{ n7lp3, ifns <p<3,
n_l(l_p)_%7 if%<p<17

where Y ~ N (p,0?).

We remark that our upper bound (3.29) for the total variation distance reaches same good accuracy in the case of
n~! < p < n~Y2. However, for p > n~'2, the corresponding upper bound is not satisfactory. In fact, Rollin
realized this point and mentioned in [13]: It is not clear if this is an artifact of our method or if a standard LLT(local
limit theorem) does not hold if p > n~'/2.

Our method can be also extended to other subgraphs. A technical issue is to estimate S(W) and EW?3, it is left to the
interested reader.

Remark 3.5. We believe that the error bound in Theorem 3.7 is nearly optimal for such problems. The following
Table 1 contains numerical experiments to support our belief. In addition, one can see from Figure 4 below that the
R-square is very close to 1 and the fitness is good, so further confirms that the order of approximation is consistent
with what we get here.

18
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N 300 400 500 600

p

N—06 0.04600 | 0.03589 | 0.03360 | 0.03050
N7 0.06490 | 0.05900 | 0.05100 | 0.04727
NU8 0.1198 0.1112 0.1074 0.1015
Table 1: The error for N is 300, 400, 500, 600 and p is N~96, N—0-7 N—08,

0.14 7 o o)
0.12 - | |-—m—y=0.71752
g 0.1 |
>~
% 81072 | N

| | | | |
2.10724-10"26-10-28-10"2 0.1 0.12 0.14 0.16 0.18
X in N—3/2p—3/2

Figure 4: The linear function fitting graph of y(z), where R? = 0.9736.

Proof of Theorem 3.7. We only give the proof of (3.29) since the proof of (3.30) is similar. It follows from (3.28) that
Ly(W) ~np? /6, To(W) ~n'p®/2, T3(W)~n’p’.

Since I's > 0, we choose My = N B(r,p) * P()) to approximate W, where r, p, and ) is determined by (1.3). Some
simple calculation shows

r=0mn%p), p=1-00np?), G=1-p=0mp?), I=0(np?).
We need to control 7, f3 and S(W) below, separately. Note that np? — 0, then
EX;=EX}=p’>Cmp’ > ) EXX;.
jeAi\{i}
Therefore, it follows

Yo=Y N > Y EX(E)XEX(E)X,

i€J jeA;\i k€A;; I€EA ;1 (E)

< > > > EXiX;EX}? < Cn’pf,

i€J je A \{i} k€EA;;

o= )Y Y > Y EX(E)X Xk(E)X,

e ]EAZ\Z ]CEA”\AZ leAi]‘k (E)

> > EXX;XZ < Cnfpl

IN

from which it follows

y=~'+42 < Cnp". (3.31)
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Turn to 5. It is easy to see from Lemma 2.2

Aq
0y = 3.32
2 Ap+1q ( )
Finally, we have
S(W)=0(n"*p~?), (3.33)
whose proof basically follows Lemma 4.10 of [13] and is postponed to B.
Substituting (3.33), (3.31) and (3.32) into (47) of Theorem 1.1, we complete the proof of (3.29). O
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A Proof of (3.24)

Call an edge undetermined if its vertices are colored independently and uniformly with ¢,, colors. Let A denote the
event that each of the [ undetermined edges has two vertices of different colors. Now we give a lemma which plays a
crucial role in estimating the probability P(A).

LemmaA.l. 1 — cin <P(A) < 1.

Proof. The upper bound is trivial. Turn to the lower bound. Assume that / edges contain m vertices {1,2,---,m}.
Denote by 77 ;... ; the total number of edges between {i} and {j, k- -1}, and by Ry ..., the indicator that the two
vertices of each edge between {i} and {7, k, - - - , [} have different colors. Then
P(A) = P(R%Riz T T2,»~,m—l = 1)
= P(Ry=1P[Ri,=1|Ry=1) - P(R{ . p1=1| R ,na=1). (A.)

Easily note for each 1 < i < m,

%

i i1 rj.,k---,i
P(Rl,Q,---,i—l =1 R1,2,~»,i—2 =1)>(1- c—)a (A.2)
and
S o=l (A3)
i=2

substituting (A.2) and (A.3) into (A.1), we get

ry G %, m—1 l
P(A)>(1—--2)(1—-—2) (1 - =222y > — —, A4
(4) 2 (1= 2)(1 = 22) (1 - 22y > 1 - 2 (A4)
The proof is complete. O

Set m = #{l € A;jx, X; = 1}, and use W, to denote a random variable distributed as £L(W|X 4
difficult to see that

e = ). Itis not

82(W|XAijk = ‘T)

S PWe=m+k)—2P(W, =m+k—1)+P(W, =m+k—2)|
k=0

IN

%UP’(W:I@)—2]P’(W:k—1)+]P’(W:k—2)|
k=0
+4§3|]P>(Wz —m+k)—P(W = k)|
k=0
= SQ(W)+4§|IP’(Wm:m+k)—IP’(W:k)|. (A.5)
k=0

It remains to estimate the upper bound for the second term in the RHS of (A.5). To do this, we introduce some
additional notations. Divide the index set J into two disjoint subsets, denoted by J; and J2, where J; consists of
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I € J such that edge e; has no common vertex with the edges from {e;,l € A;;i}. Define W7 = ZieJl X;,
Wo=3.c 7, Xi- Obviously, W = W, + W5. For simplicity of writing, set
W2,liW2|W1:l, WxiW|XAijk:I’
Won = Wi | Xay =2, Wi ==Wa | Xa,, =2, Wi =1
We can easily derive that for every k£ > 0,
k
P(W =k)=> PWy =k —i)P(Way_i =1)
=0
and
k
P(We=k+m)=> P(Wy1=k—i)P(Wepoki=m+i).
i=0
Note that W is independent of X Ajji» SO Waen < W1. We have
k
PW =k)—PW =k+m|za,,)=Y POWy=k—i)P(Wori=1) —PWeori=m+i)]. (A6)
i=0
Lemma A.2. We have
Cd?n)
and
Cd%n)
P(WI,Q,]C = m) Z 1— c—
Proof. Introduce the following subsets
V1 = the vertex set of all edges in {e;,l € J1 };
Vo = the vertex set of all edges in {e;,l € Ja};
V3 = the vertex set of all edges in {e;,l € J\Xa,,, };
Ui ={e:e={uvs,v},vs € V1,0, € Va},
Uy ={e:e={uvs,v},vs € Vo,v; € Va},
V = {v € V, the color of v is different from that of its neighborhoods},
U = {u € &, the two vertices of u have different colors}
Vig=VinVy, U =U UUs.
Some calculus easily gives
Vi = O(d(,), Ve =0(dj,), tVis=O0(dy)
and
s = O(dly), U2 =0(d(,), U = O0(df,)).
Applying Lemma A.1 to the event {X; = 0,1 € Uy} yields
U
1—ﬂc—2§]P’(Xl:0,leU2)<1. (A7)

Also, we note
{veVforallve Vi3 X, =0,l € Uy} = {{vs,v,} €U forall s € Vi 5,t € V1;X; = 0,1 € U}

and
{{vs,ve} € Uforall s € Vi 3,t € Vi} D {v eV forallv € V; 3}.
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For {vs, v}, s € V4 3,t € V4, it is independent of the edges in Us. Thus we have
P(’U € Viforallv € V173|Xl = O,Z S UQ) = ]P’({vs,vt} € U forall s € V113,t S V1|Xl = O,Z S UQ)
P({vs,vs} € U forall s € Vi 3,t € Vi)

> ]P(v € Viforallv e ‘/1,3)
d(n) gVi,3

> (1 - —) . (A8)
Cn

Also, note the restriction {I¥; = k} only affects the color of vertices in V; 3. Therefore it follows
PWa, =0) = PX;=0,leU"?)
P(X;=0,l € Uyve Viorallv € Vi 3)
= P(Xl =0,l€ UQ)P('U €V forallv e V173|Xl =0,l€ UQ)
U. dimy \ 8V
> (1_ﬂ_2)(1_g) 18 (A.9)
Cn

Cn

Since §U> = O(d?) and £V; 3 = O(d,,),
Cd?

P(Wa, =0)>1— %
By the same token,
Cdz,,
P(Wxg_’k = m) Z 1— c—
O
Proof of (3.24). By Lemma A.2,
cdz,,
|P(W2)]€ = 0) — ]P)(Ww,Zk = m)| S C— (AlO)
Therefore, substituting (A.10) into (A.6),
|P(W = k) - P(W =k+ m|XAijk = LL‘)|
ca? |
< P(W; = k)c— + Z]P’(Wl =k—1) [P(Wzk—i =1i) —P(Wyok—i =m+ z)} ‘ )
" i=1
Summing over k from zero to m,, yields
STPW =k)—P(W =k+m|Xa,, =2
k=0
Cd,y |
< =2 kz_o Z;P(Wl =k —i) {]P’(Wzk_i = i) — P(Wan s = m+ z’)}
Cd,y  |ma
< 2 kZ—OZ;P(Wl = 1) [P(Wa = ) = P(Wa 20 = m + 1) ‘
_ ody =
< T D P(Wau > OP(WL = k) + > P(Waop > m)P(Wi = k)
k=0 k=0
d2 Moy d2
(n) (n)
= Cq——=+2 —P(Wy =k
[ e oo
cdz,,
_ : (A.11)
Cn

where in the third inequality we used Lemma A.2 again. Since x is arbitrary, substituting (A.11) into (A.5), we have
proved S(W) < S;(W) + C’d%n)/cn. O
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B Proof of (3.33)

Fix X4, = wa,,. Let G be all possible graphs with vertex set V' = {1,2,--- ,n}. Denote by V; the vertices in
T;,T; and T, and Vo = V' \ V4. Construct a stationary reversible Markov chain {Z,,,n > 0} on G as follows.

Step 1 The initial graph X consists of the following edges. Suppose we are given a pair of vertices ¢, j € V. If either ¢
or j is from V, then assign an edge e;; as in G(n, p); otherwise, generate a new edge with probability p independently.

Step 2 Given the present graph Z,,, the Z, 1 is obtained by choosing two vertices from Z,, uniformly at random
except from A;j;, and independently resampling the “edge” between them.

It is easy to verify that the Markov chain constructed above is stationary and reversible. Let Wy, W7, W5 be the number
of triangles in Zy, Z1, Zs, respectively. Define

Qm(z) =P[Wr =Wy +m| Zy = 2], Gm = EQun(Zp) = P(W1 = Wy + m),
Qi my(x) = P[Wy = Wo +mq, Wao = Wi +ma|Zy = 2].
We need the following lemma, which is a direct consequence of Theorem 3.7 of [13].
Lemma B.1. For any positive integers m, m1, mo, we have

S:(Wo) < q% (2Var Qu(Z0) + E | Quum(Z0) — Qu(Z0)’]
+2 Var Qfm(ZO) +E ‘Qfm,fm(ZO) - Qfm(Z0)2|

Next, it is sufficient to compute Var Q,,,(Zp) and E ‘Qmm(Zo) — Qm(ZO)2‘ form=1,-1.
Lemma B.2. We have

Var Q1(Zo) = O(p°); (B.1)
3
Var Q-1(Z0) = 0(%). (B2)

Proof. We basically follow the line of the proof in [13]. Denote by E; ; an indicator that there exists an edge between
vertices ¢ and 7, and set Vzkj = E; ;E; i, Define

vF = -Vt I (1-v),

{ p if j, k are both in V5,
Pik =
1,5,k

0 ifjorkisinVj.

Then it follows 1

Q1(Zo) = 6] S Y YR (B.3)

{5k} i#5,k
Let E; be the set of all triples {r, s, ¢} with s or ¢ in V;, E5 the set of all triples {r, s, ¢} with only r in V7, and Fs5 the
set of all triples {r, s, t} with all in V5. After some basic calculations,

07 if{’f‘,S,t} S El,
paBY St ={ Oorp(1—p)(1-p2)" ", if{r,st} € By,
Oorp*(1—p) (1—p?)" ", if {r,s,t} € Es.

For Var Q1(Zy), we need to calculate the covariances Cov (Y,*, ;%) since Q1 is a sum of Y’s. It follows from
(B.3),

o= X ¢ T 2 T e Cor(r).

{r,s,t}€FE; {r,s,t}€FE> {r,s,t}€F>
{u,v,w}eEs {u,v,w}cEs {u,v,w}€Es

We shall below deal with each sum separately.
Case 1: {r,s,t} and {u, v, w} are all in F3.
It follows directly from Lemma 4.12 of [13],
Z PstPuv COV (Yf"t, YJ,‘"”) = O(n4p5).

{r,s,t}€E3
{u,v,w}€F3
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Case 2: {r,s,t} and {u, v, w} are all in F5.
If {r,s,t} = {u,v,w}, then

Patpun Cov (V24 Yi") < p2(L—p) (1=p)" " (1= (1 =p) (1 =p%)" ).

which contribute O(n?) equal covariance terms;

If r = w, then

s, u,v 2n—18
PstPuv Cov (Y2, V") < p?(1—p)? (1 —p?) (4p® — Tp* + 4p5 — p®),
which contribute O(n*) equal covariance terms.

If {r,s,t}, {u, v, w} only have one common point and #{s, ¢} N {u,v} = 1, then
s w.v n— n—9 2n—14
Pstpuv Cov (Y21, Y) < p?(1 —p)? ((1 )" (L+p-p?)" - (117 )

which contribute O(n?) equal covariance terms.
If r = wand §{r, s, ¢t} N {w,u,v} =2,
Pstpun Cov (Y21, V3) < p*(1 = p)*((1 =29 +p)"7F = (1 = p*)*" 1),
which contribute O(n?) equal covariance terms.
If r # wand {s, t} = {u, v}, then
PstPuv Cov (Yrs’t, Y;j’”) =0.

In other cases,

DPstPuv Cov (Y;«S’t, Y;}L’U) =0.
Case 3: {Tv S, t} is in E2 and {U, v, U}} is in Eg.
If #{r,s,t} N {u,v,w} = 0, then

Patbu Cov (Y4, Y,50) < p(1 —p)? (1 - p2) ™" (

ap® —7p* + 4p° — p%),
which contribute O(n°) equal covariance terms.

If s = wort = w, then

2n—18

PstPuv Cov (V21 Y") < p*(1 —p)? (1 - p?) (—2p +4p® — 3p* +p°),

which contribute O(n*) equal covariance terms.
If {r,s,t}, {u,v, w} only have one common point and #{s,t} N {u, v} =1,

petpun Cov (YY) < p*(1 =) (L= gy (14 p—p2)" 0 = (1= p2)” 7).

which contribute O(n*) equal covariance terms.

If r # wand {s,t} = {u, v}, then
PstPuv Cov (Yvr&tu Yu?’v) =0.

In other cases,
PstPuv Cov (Y21, Y1) = 0.

Combining Cases 1-3, we prove (B.1).

A similar argument can establish (B.2) since @ _1(Zp) can be written as

Q%)= gy 3 3 (B TT (1-17).

{4,k} i#3,k I#i,5,k
The proof is complete. o
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Lemma B.3. We have
2p*(1 —p)(1 —p*)" %

n—1 '

E|Q1,.1(Zo) — Q1(Z0)?|

IN

E|Q-1,-1(Z0) — Q1(%0)?]

IN

2p*(1 —p)*(1 = p*)" 8

n—1

Proof. 1t easily follows

Q1,1(Z0) = Z 1(9875 Z Yt Z ]ZZ; Z Yt

{s,t} r#s,t {u,v}#£{s,t} \2/ w#u,w
For fixed {j, k}, since at most one i € V such that {Y*} is possibly non-zero, then

E|Q1.1(Z0) — Q1(Zo) ’—]EZ pSt a,
{s,t} ) T#S,t )

By the same token, we get

E|Q-1,-1(Z0) = Q-1(Z0)*| < !

o

n—=8
a1 =EQ1(Zo) < (n—2)p°(1—p) (1—p°)" .
Substituting (B.6) into (B.4) and (B.5), Lemma B.3 holds true.

Simple algebra yields
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