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THE k-REPRESENTATION NUMBER OF THE RANDOM GRAPH
AYUSH BASU, VOJTECH RODL, AND MARCELO SALES

ABSTRACT. The k-representation number of a graph G is the minimum cardinality of the
system of vertex subsets with the property that every edge of G is covered at least k times
while every non-edge is covered at most (k — 1) times. In particular, for £ = 1 this notion is
equivalent to the clique number of a graph G. Extending results of [9] and [6] we study the
k-representation number of G(n,1/2). As a tool, we will prove a sharp concentration result
counting the number of induced subgraphs of G(n,1/2) with density (3 + ). In Lemma
3.7, we will show that the number of such subgraphs is close to its expected value with
probability 1 — exp(—n®).

1. INTRODUCTION

A set representation of a graph G consists of a set S along with a family (S,)vev(a), of
subsets of S indexed by the vertices of GG, such that

|S, NSy > 1if and only if wv is an edge of G.

We say that S represents G if there exists such a family of subsets of S to form a set
representation of G. The representation number (G) is the smallest cardinality of a set S
that represents G.

The representation number of G depends on the structure of G and has been of interest
for a long time. A classical result due to Erdés, Goodman and Pésa [8] from 1966 states that
0(G) < |n?/4]| for any graph G. These authors also established a connection between the set
representation of a graph and the clique covering of a graph. A collection C = {C},...,Cy}
of cliques that are subgraphs of G is called a clique cover of G if every edge is contained in
one of the cliques in C. The clique covering number of G, denoted by cc(G) is defined as
minimum cardinality of a clique cover of G. It was shown in [8] that cc(G) = 6(G).

Since then the parameter 6(G) or equivalently cc(G) has been studied for various graphs.
Alon [1] gave an upper bound for 6(G) for graphs whose complements have bounded degree,
and a lower bound for the same was given by Eaton and the second author [7]. Subsequently,
Bollobés, Erdds, Spencer and West [3] studied 0(G) for the random graph. The Erdés—Renyi
random graph on n vertices is denoted by G(n,p). It is a standard fact that in G(n,1/2),
the size of the largest clique is of the order of ©(logn), and hence each clique can cover at
most O(log?n) edges. Consequently, #(G(n,1/2)) = Q(n?/log®n) with high probability. It
was shown in [3] that 6(G(n,1/2)) = O(n?loglogn/log®n) with high probability. This was
subsequently improved by Frieze and Reed [9], Guo, Patton and Warnke [11], see also [13],
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to show that:

n2
0(G(n.1/2) =6 ().
log”n
holds with high probability. The more general concept of k-representation where k is a
positive integer, has been studied by a number of authors [2,4,6, 10].
A k-representation of a graph G consists of a set S with a family of subsets of S indexed
by the vertices of G, (S,)vev () such that

|S, N S| > k if and only if wv is an edge of G

We say that S represents G if there exists such a family of subsets of S to form a set
representation of G. The k - representation number 6, (G) is the smallest cardinality of a set
S that represents G. In particular, 0;(G) is the representation number 0(G).

Chung and West [4], and Eaton, Gould and the second author [2] showed that 0 (K, ) =
Q(n?/k), and then Firedi [10], showed that 0(K,,) = O(n?/k). Eaton and Grable [6]
studied the order of magnitude of 6, for the random graph G(n,1/2). They showed that
there exist absolute constants Ay, As > 0 such that,

A1n2 A2n2

< 0.(G(n, 1/2)) <

k*log? n (1)
with high probability. While the upper bound follows from [9] by using the fact that 6,(G) <
01(G) 4 (k — 1), they give a counting argument for the lower bound.

We can see that as k gets large, there is a considerable gap in the lower and upper bounds
for 0;.(G(n,1/2)) in 1. The main result of this paper is to shorten this gap for larger values
of k. In fact, we provide an alternative proof for the lower bound for 6(G(n,1/2)) that
improves it by a factor of k and improve the upper bound given for large values of k.

Theorem 1.1. There exist absolute positive constants ci,co > 0 such that for all ¢ > 0,
there exists ny = ny(e), such that if n >ny and 1 < k < n%_e,

C1 n2

0,(G(n,1/2)) > —
HO1/2) 2

with high probability and if (loglogn)Ys < k < logn,

2

Con
0.(G(n,1/2)) < ———
k( (n7 / )) — k1_4€10g2n

with high probability.

The proof for the upper bound for Theorem 1.1 uses a lemma (Lemma 3.7) that counts
the number of induced “quasicliques” in G(n,1/2) - subgraphs of size ca™2logn with den-
sity (% + «), where ¢ > 0 is an absolute constant. Roughly speaking, it shows that with
exponentially high probability, the number of induced “quasicliques” is within a factor of
(14 n=4%") of the expected value, where A > 0 is an absolute constant and o > (logn)~/2,
The paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we restate the problem of k-representing a
graph as a covering problem, define the notation used, and state the concentration inequali-
ties used in the paper. In Section 3, we state the main Lemmas used to prove Theorem 1.1.

Sections 4 — 8 are devoted to proving these Lemmas.
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2. EQUIVALENT STATEMENT, NOTATION AND CONCENTRATION INEQUALITIES

2.1. Equivalence with the condition of k-covering. Recall that the clique covering
number cc(G) is equal to the representation number of 0(G) = 0,(G). We will now define
an analogous parameter for 0, (G).

Definition 2.1 (k-cover). Given a graph G and a multiset C = {C1,...,Cy} of subsets of
V(G), we say that C is a k-cover of G if every edge of G is contained in at least k-elements
of C and every non-edge is contained in at most k —1 elements of C. The k-covering number
O, (G) is the smallest cardinality of a k-cover.

Notice that ®1(G) = cc(G). We now establish the following fact.
Fact 2.2. For any graph G, 0,(G) = ®(G).

Proof. We prove this by establishing a correspondence between k-covers of G and k-representations
of a graph G. For any C = {CY,...,C,,} which is a multiset of vertex subsets of GG, and a
vertex u of G, let:

Sy ={i e [m]:uedl}.

We say (Su)uev(q) is a family of subsets of [m] corresponding to C. Conversely, given a family
(Su>u€V(G) of [m]7 and ¢ € [m]a let

Ci:={veV(G):ieS,}

We say C = {C1,...,Cy} is a multiset of subsets of V(G) corresponding to (Su)ucv(a)-
Note that if C = {C4, ..., Cy,} corresponds to (S,)uev(q), then (S,)uev () corresponds to
C, and further, for any subset of vertices {u,v} C V(G) and any i € [m]| we have that:

{u,v} CC; <= i€ S, NS,

Consequently, there is a bijection between k-covers of G and k-representations and this
implies 0x(G) = @1 (G). O

For the rest of the paper, we will consider the quantity ®,(G), and prove our statements
about k-covers. As an example, note that we have ®,(G) < ®1(G) + (k — 1), because given
any clique-cover, one can add k — 1 copies of V(G) to it, to form a k-cover. This gives the
upper bound in (1).

2.2. Notation: Let G be a graph and W C V(G) be a fixed subset of vertices. Given a
multiset C = {C1,...,C,,} of subsets of V(G), let C(W) denote the multiset of C; that
contain W. The cardinality |C| of a multiset will always be the number of elements in it
counted with multiplicity. As an example, if C is a k-cover of G, for every edge e, |C(e)| > k
and for every non-edge f, |C(f)| < k. We will use E(G) and E(G) to denote edges and non-
edges of G respectively, and e¢(W) to denote the number of edges induced by W C V(G).
We use the notation x = a + b to denote a — b < x < a+ b where 0 > b > a. Finally, for the

rest of the paper, we will use ¢ and A to denote fixed absolute constants where,
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2.3. Concentration Inequalities. Throughout the paper, at various times, we use the
following standard concentration inequalities, which we state for easier reference. These are
available in many textbooks (see for eg. Chapter 2 of Random Graphs by Janson, Luczak
and Rucinski [12]).

Lemma 2.3 (Chernoff Bounds). Let X be a random variable with either binomial or hyper-
geometric distribution. Then for every 0 < e <1,

P(|X — E[X]| > ¢E[X]) < 2exp (—52%[)(]) . (2)

Further, if A > TE[X], we have the stronger form:
P(X > ) < exp(—A). (3)
Lemma 2.4 (Azuma Hoeffding Inequality). Let Xo, X1, ..., X, be a martingale satisfying:
| X — Xi1| < e,

for all1 < k <n. Then, we have that:

)\2
P(lX,, — X A 2 ——— | - 4
( o > A) < eXp( 2Zi:1cz2) )
3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

The proof of both of our lower and upper bound follow these two broad steps. First, we
define a property that G(n, 1/2) satisfies with high probability, and then we show our bounds
for a graph G that satisfies such a property.

3.1. Lower Bound: We use the following folklore property of G(n, 1/2) for the lower bound.

Definition 3.1 (Property &7;). We say that G on n vertices satisfies property &y if for
every subset of vertices X, the number of edges induced by X,

e(X) = (% iz,/%) (")2(‘). (5)

Fact 3.2. G(n,1/2) satisfies the Property &1 with high probability.

The proof of the lower bound in Theorem 1.1 will be a consequence of Fact 3.2 and the
following lemma, which will be proved in Section 4.

Lemma 3.3. For every ¢ > 0, there exists ny = ny(e) such that for integers n and k
satisfying n > nq and 1 < k < n'?7¢, if G on n vertices satisfies Property 2, then
2
cn
O, (G) > ———,
H(G) = k3log® n

for some absolute constant c¢; > 0.



3.2. Upper Bound: Now we will formulate the statements and definitions needed for the
proof. Recall that, ¢, A are absolute constants with values,

1 .

‘= 1001og2’

As noticed before, the 1-cover of GG is the same as a clique cover. Thus for the case of k =1,

the approach for the upper bound in [9, 13|, considered a covering of G(n, 1/2) by a collection
of cliques of size O(logn) chosen by a nibble type method.

To construct a k-cover, (in view of Definition 2.1), we need to find a collection C of subsets
of vertices of V/(G(n, 1/2)), such that each edge is contained in more members of C than each
non-edge. “Typical” members of our choice for C will be subsets of t vertices with induced
edge density (% + a) (where a,t are chosen depending on k). For technical reasons, we also
need the graphs induced by the subsets of these vertices to be regular. We call such graphs
a-quasicliques and define them as follows.

A=10""c.

Definition 3.4. A graph on t vertices is an «-quasiclique if it has (% + a) (;) edges and
every vertex has degree (% +a+ ?jTo‘) t.

Definition 3.5. Given a graph G, a > 0 and positive integer t, Qg’t 1s the collection of all
subsets of V(G) that induce a-quasicliques of size t.

Whenever we use Qg’t, the choice of o and ¢ will be clear and so we will omit these
parameters and denote the collection by Qg.

As stated above, as a first step for the proof of the upper bound, we define a suitable
pseudorandom property for G(n, 1/2).

Definition 3.6 ((c, t)-good graphs). Given a > 0 and integer t and T = (1 +a)(%), we say
that G on n vertices is (o, t)-good if for every e € E(G) and f € E(G),

2c(e) = = (722 (97 e (0

t—2 T—-1
2o(ni= ) (77 2) (P 720 )

Further,
2cl = ) (1) ()20 ®)

Observe that, given a > 0 and t > 0, if G is («a, t)-good, then, in view of (6) and (7), for
every edge e and every non-edge f, |Qg(e)|/|Q(f)| is roughly equal to (3 +a)/ (3 — @) which
is slightly larger than 1. Hence, every edge is covered by more a-quasicliques of G than every
non-edge. The following lemma shows that G(n,1/2) is («a, t)-good with high probability.

Lemma 3.7 (Counting Lemma). For every € > 0, there exists ny := ny(e), such that
whenever a > 0 and integers n,t > 0, satisfy
1 1/2—¢ 1
n>ng; ( ) <a< - t = ca %logn, 9)
logn 2

G(n,1/2) is (a,t)-good with probability at least 1 — 2 exp(—n'/?).
5



To prove the upper bound of Theorem 1.1, for any («,t)-good G (where o = «a(k) and
t = t(k) are chosen suitably), we construct a k-cover. As a first step, we choose a random
subset C of Qg’t such that,

E[C(f)] <k <E[C(e)],

whenever ¢ € E(G) and f € E(G). Such a C will not be a k-cover since some edges might
be covered less than k£ times and some non-edges might be covered more than k — 1 times.
To correct this, we will remove some members of C and replace them by edges to obtain a
k-cover.

Lemma 3.8. For every € > 0, there exists integer ny := ny(€) such that whenever n,k are
integers that satisfy n > n, and (loglogn)V/s < k <logn, and G is a (k=27%, ck'~* logn)-
good graph on n vertices,
2
Con
u(G) L ————,
H(G) < k=4 log?n
for some absolute constant co > 0.
We prove Lemma 3.8 in Section 5 and Lemma 3.7 in Sections 6 — 8.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Fix € > 0. For the lower bound, observe that Fact 3.2 and Lemma
3.3 imply that if n > ny(e) and 1 < k < n%‘s,

O, (G(n,1/2)) > _an’

g ’ ~ k3log?n’

with high probability.

For the upper bound, if n > n,(¢) and (loglogn)/¢ < k < logn, we let

o= kzte t :=ca*logn = ck'"*logn.

1 1/2—¢ 1
<a<l ——,
(logn) — 7 loglogn

Lemma 3.7 implies that G(n,1/2) is (a,t) = (k=27 ck' =2 log n)-good with high probability.
Together with Lemma 3.8, this implies:

Since by the above choice,

2

CoNn
P (G(n,1/2)) < W-

4. PROOF OF LOWER BOUND

We give a proof for of Fact 3.2 for completeness. Recall that, we say that G on n vertices
satisfies property & if for every subset of vertices X, the number of edges induced by X,

e(X) = (% iw%) <|)2(|). (10)
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Proof of Fact 3.2. Let X CV = V(G(n,1/2)). Then e(X) is a binomial random variable

with,
] = 5(15):

Let ¢ = 4,/ 1?;‘(‘". Observe that (10) holds trivially as long as € > 1, i.e | X| < 16logn. Thus

we assume, | X| > 16logn and thus € < 1. By (2), we have:

P(je(X) — Ele(X)]| > £E[e(X)]) < 2exp (_M)

3
16logn |X|(|X]|—1)
—9 _ )
eXp( 3] i

4
= 2exp <_§ logn - (| X| — 1)) < 2n~3(XI=D),

Thus for large enough n, the probability that there is a set of vertices X with size greater

than 16 logn and,
1 /X logn (| X|
X)—= 2
-3 ()] (2)

is at most:
4 " n 4
oy H1XI-1) _ op-i@-D) _ (1),
Z n-s Z . 2n" 3 o(1)
XCV z=[16logn]
| X|>161ogn
Thus G(n,1/2) satisfies property &7; with high probability. O

For the purpose of simplifying our calculations, we will use the following looser bounds
when necessary. For any integers x,n with 1 < x < n,

1 logn\ [z 1 [logn \ 22
—+2 Cl=-=* —. 11
(2 x ) (2) - (2 k x 2 (11)
We will now prove Lemma 3.3. Recall that we need to show that:

For every € > 0, there exists n; = ny(e) such that for integers n and k satisfying n > n; and
1 < k <n'/?7¢_if G on n vertices satisfies Property #;, then

cn?
2(G) 2 k3log®n’
for some absolute constant ¢; > 0.

For the rest of this section, fix ¢ > 0 and let k,n be positive integers satisfying 1 < k <
n2=¢. Whenever necessary, we will assume that the integer ny = ny(¢) is large enough and
n >ni.
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4.1. Definition of Fractional Pseudocover. In this section we will study a few properties
of be a k-cover C = {C4,...,Cy} of a graph G on n > n;y vertices satisfying Property ;.
They will motivate the concept of a Fractional Pseudocover which we use to prove Lemma
3.3. Let x;,¢e; and f; be real numbers such that:

By Property #2; and (11), we have the following:

1, 1\ |G
P (. , 12
‘ (2 :c) 2 (12)
1, 1Y\ |G
i = —:l:— . 1
r=(322)5 (13)
Claim 4.1. If x; < k for all i € [m], then,
1 n?

>
e 6 k2(91ogn)?

Proof. By the fact that G satisfies &7, and since C is a k-cover, we have |C(e)| > k for every
edge e. Thus we have:

m 2
> ez KE(G)] 2 k- (; -3 bg”) = (14)

- n
=1

Since z; < k for all 7 € [m], then ¢; < (9k*1logn)? and thus from (14), we get:
. 1_3 [logn kn? >1 n?
—\2 n ) 2(9k%logn)? — 6 k3(91logn)?

We will see that in some sense Claim 4.1 describes the “minimal cover”.

O

Claim 4.2. Forn > ny, k < n'/?7¢, and k-covers of G on n vertices satisfying &, we have
that x; satisfy the relations:

i R B (15)
L\ T gk —2) ="

m 4 2
3 kn
A I 1
1 (x * 2) = 3(9logn)? (16)

Proof. Similar to (14), since C is a k-cover of G, every non-edge f satisfies |C(f)| < (k —1).
Together with Property &7; this implies,

> fi<(k=DIE@)] < (k- 1)- <§ +3 105") i (17)

Note that for large enough n, since k < n'/?~¢,

[logn 1
3 < .
n 8k — 6
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From (14) and (17), we get that

- G-me)b § 2k
Zeiz(%L)(k_l);fi 2k_121f2 (18)

i=1 8k—6

Using (12) and (13), we infer that

/1 1Y (922logn)? | & = /1 1Y (922logn)?
S I it - LA S B it =R
S () e e g e ) B

=1 =1 =1

This implies

Zm: 1 4dk-1 1 1 (910gn)2xf>0
2\ 7 k=1 2 2%—1 2~

and consequently,

- dk—1 2 1 4k — 1 & xt
3. _ = 3 _ d >
Z<x 2% —1 2 2k—1) 2k—1;<x2 8k—2)_

i=1

establishing (15). Futher, from (12) and (14), we have that:

(922 log n) k n?
Z( )ﬂffogn>262_37’;,

which implies (16). O

To summarise, if all sets in the cover are “small” (i.e., those with z; = O(k)), then by
Claim 4.1, we will need “many of them”, i.e., as many as claimed in Lemma 3.3. On the other
hand, while the obvious advantage of large sets (those with z; = Q(k)), is that they cover
more edges, their disadvantage is that by Claim 4.2, they contribute adversely to inequality
(15).

In the rest of the proof it will be convenient to work with fractional versions of properties
(15) and (16) of a k-cover. To do this, we introduce the more general concept of a Fractional
Pseudocover.

Definition 4.3 (Fractional Pseudocover). For an integer k > 0, a collection of pairs A =
{Ay,..., Ay} with A; = (24, w;) is called a k-Fractional Pseudocover of G on n vertices
if 0 < w; <1 and xz; > 0 for all i in [m]. Further, they must satisfy the following two
properties:

(P1)

S w (af - LA (19)
‘7" 8k—-2) =7

1€[m]
(P2)
4 kn2
_ 2
ie[zm] <x * 2) 3(91logn)?’ (20)

We define w(A) :==wy + - - - + w,, to be the weight of A.
9



4.2. Proof of Lemma 3.3. To prove Lemma 3.3, we use that every k-cover of GG is also a
kE-FPC of G and then show a lower bound on the weight of all k&-FPC of G.

Claim 4.4. Let C = {C},...,Cy} be a k-cover of G on n > ny vertices satisfying Property
P1. Then the collection A = {Ay, ..., A} where

Ai = ‘CZ| ,1
9logn

is a k-FPC of G with w(A) = m.

Proof. The proof follows immediately from Claim 4.2. (P1) follows from (15), and (P2)
follows from (16). O

Corollary 4.5. For every G satisfying &%, on n > ny vertices,
@, (G) > min{w(A) : A is a k- FPC of G}

The following proposition gives a lower bound on w(.A) for any k-FPC A of a graph G.
Together with the above corollary, this implies Lemma 3.3.

Proposition 4.6. There exists an absolute constant ¢; > 0 such that if G is a graph on
n > ny vertices and A is a k-FPC of G, then

C1 n2

w(A) > (21)

k3log®n’
Proof. Let A ={Ay,..., A,} with A; = (z;,w;) be a k-FPC of G. Let z := 8k — 2 and let
the set of “large objects in A” be L(A) := {A; : x; > xo, w; > 0}.

If £(A) is empty, then zq > z; for every i € [m)]. By (PQ) this implies:

(w1 +---F+w >Zw SL’+ L
! m) ' 3(910gn)

Since zg = 8k — 2, this implies (21), i.e.,
n2 2
an
i ) 22
Zw - 31’ glogn) k310g2n ( )

for sufficiently large n and approprlate constant ¢; > 0.

In the following two claims, we will show that if £(A) is not empty, one can keep suc-
cessively replacing A; in £(A) to form A" which is also a k-FPC, has the same weight, and
L(A) is empty. This will complete the proof of the Proposition.

Claim 4.7. Let A, be in L(A). Then there exists S C [m — 1] and 0 < 5; < w; for each i
in S, such that x; < xq for alli € S and,

Zﬁ’<z_x_o)+wm<m_%>: . (23)

€S

Proof. As defined before, xo = 8k — 2. From (P1), we know that

CL’4
> w (:53 — —) > 0. (24)
. To
1€[m]
10



and since x,, > xo we have:

Therefore there must exist S C [m — 1] such that x; < xy for every ¢ in S, and
4 4
Zwi (933—:6—) + W, (:Ef’n—x—) > 0. (25)
i€s Zo Zo

Choosing an appropriate A, such that 0 < A < 1 and setting 8; = A\w; for all ¢« € S, one
obtains (23). O

Claim 4.8. There is a k-FPC A" with w(A") = w(A) and L(A) = 0.

Proof. To prove the claim, it is enough to give a k-FPC A’ such that w(A’) = w(A) and
|L(A")] < |L(A)|. Therefore, one can keep iterating until £(A") = 0.

Assume that |£(A)| > 1, otherwise A’ = A. Let us assume that A, € L(A). Using Claim
4.7, we obtain an S C [m — 1] and the collection (§; : ¢ € §) satisfying (23).
We define a new collection of pairs A’ as follows. Set

UJE) =Wy, + Zﬁm

i€S
and let Ay = (xg,wy). Further, for all i € [m — 1] set,
w; =w; — f; for i € S, and w, = w; for i € [m — 1]\ S,
and let A} = (z;,w}) for all i in [m — 1]. Let A" = {A4}, ..., Al,_;}. Then we have that:

w(A') = <wm+2ﬁl>+z )+ Y wi=w(A)

€S ies 1€[lm—1)\S

Since A ¢ L(A"), L(A) = L(A) \ {An}. Consequently |L(A")| = |[L(A)| — 1. Now it
remains to show that A’ satisfies (P1 ) and (P2) in Definition 4.3. We have:

7

Since, due to our choice of S from Claim 4.7, this quantity equals 0, we infer that A’ also
satisfies (P1). It remains to show that (P2) holds for A’ too. By our choice of A’

m—1 4 m 4
rf 3, L 3, T
=0 =1
4 4 4
. 3, Lo 3, 3 L
= wj, <x0+?) - (;@ (:)3Z +?> + wp, <xm+7>> ;

and since A satisfies (P2), proving the following inequality will complete the proof.

i3 5”3 3 ZE? 3 xiz
i€S

11



From (23), we have:

4 4
2 :ﬁxg 1w 25— Zies 5@% + wpT
1Y m&m

== M.

x
ics 0

By the Power Mean Inequality, we get:

1/4
(22-65 B! + wmxa) " (Z B} + wnz

/

wy, !

Wy

Mz, 1/4 M\ 3
> | — .
wp A\

(wpzg) ™ = M2,

which can be rewritten as:

Consequently,

which means
/.3 3 3 _
wory > 5 Bix; + wyx,, = M,
icS

and hence also,

/4 _ 4 4
wyry > Mzy = E Bit; + Wpa,,.

€S

Together, (29) and (30) imply (27) and completes the proof.

5. Proor orF UPPER BOUND

)1/3

(28)

In this section, we will prove Lemma 3.8. For this section fix ¢ > 0, and let n, k,t be

positive integers satisfying,

n>ng; (loglogn)l/6 < k <logn;

and let,

o=kt t=ca2logn.

Whenever necessary, we will assume that the integer ny = nq(e) is large enough.

Let T = (3 +a)(;) and,
N = (:j) (%))2—(;),
e ()0
() (V)

12

(31)

(32)



Let G be an (a, t)-good graph on n > n; vertices and Q¢ = Q%" be as in Definition 3.5, i.e.,
the collection of subsets of V() that induce a-quasicliques on ¢ vertices. By the definition
of (a, t)-good, we have that for every e in E(G) and f in E(G),

1Qc| = (1 £ n )Ny, (36)
10a(e)| = (1 +n 2")Ny, (37)
1Qa(f)] = (1£n~"") Ny, (38)

The proof of Lemma 3.8 follows two steps. First, we will choose a C that satisfies some
convenient properties (stated in Proposition 5.1) so that it is “approximately” a k-cover,
and then we will make alterations to C so that we obtain a k-cover.

Given a collection C of subsets of V(G), let:

X(C) = {e € E(G) - [C(e)| <k},
Y(C)=I{f € EG):[C(f)l = K}, (39)
Z(C) = [{f € E(G) : [C(f)| > klogn}|.

Proposition 5.1. There exists a C such that,

X(C) < 4n*exp (—%) : (40)
Y (C) < 4n*exp (—%26) , (41)
Z(C) =0, (42)

c| = (1 + 3) o (43)

3) k=4 log? n’

Proof. Let C be a random subset of Qg formed by choosing each element in Qg independently
with probability ¢. We will set ¢ = k(1 4+ «)/N; < 1.

In what follows, we will show that the value of ¢ is such that E[|C(e)|] > k and E[C(f)] < k
for every edge e and every non-edge f in G, respectively. We will observe the following
inequality, which we use in subsequent calculations.

n=4 < a/logn.

Indeed, in view of (31) and (32), k < logn and a = k~/?*¢, and we have,
—Aa”logn < —A(logn)* <loga — loglogn,
which implies the inequality.

Fix e in E(G) and f in E(G). Then |C|,|C(e)| and |C(f)| are random variables with binomial

distribution. Since T' = (1 +a)(2), by (33), (34), and (35), for large enough n, their expected
13



values are:
k’(]_ + Oé)N()

E[lcl) = glQal = (14 n~4") 2=

_ —Aa? n(n_l)(;)
= (1£n k(1 + ) 1) oT

l+a  n(n—1)
1+2a  t(t—1)

= (1+n4)

=1+ 2a)k7;—22. (44)

E[IC(e)]] = q|Qa(e)| = (1 £n """ )k(1 + a)

— <1+a:t%) k. (45)

]{?(1 + OK)NQ

EIIC(PI] = 0lQa(f)] = (1 n ™) =t

() =T
T

1—2a
— (14 n2")Ek(1
(1£n )(+O‘)1+2a

= (1—-3a =+ a)k. (46)

=(1+ n_Aa2)k(1 + a)

Now we consider the random variables X (C),Y(C), Z(C). We will now show that there is
a choice of C such that XY, Z are all small. From (45) and using Chernoff Bound (2), we
obtain:

ElX]= ) P(C(e)l <k)

e€E(Q)
<Y P <|C(e)| < (1 - %) E[C(e)]) < ”; -2 exp (—;‘—;k)
c€E(G)
= n?exp (—2—;) : (47)

Similarly, from (46) and (2), we have:
EY]= ) P(C(f)l=k)

feE(G)

< Y0 B(elpl < (L W EC() < & 2exp (—%k)

fEE(G)

= n?exp <—%) . (48)

14



Also, by (3),

2

E[Z] = Z P(IC(f)| > klogn) < % -exp (—klogn) = o(1). (49)
fEE(G)
Using Markov’s Inequality and in view of (47), (48), and (49), we have that:

P<X>4nexp< ))<IP’X>4IE X]) < 1/4, (50)
)<IP’Y>4E Y]) < 1/4, (51)

(v 2 exp< )
> 1) < E[Z) = of1). (5

Lastly, from (31) we have that t = ca2logn < cklogn, and k < (logn)'/2. Consequently,
in view of (44), we have that E[|C|] > n. Since, |C| is a binomial random variable, by using
Chernoff Bound (2), we have that:

E
P <||C| E[|C]]| > H;“) < exp (—%) < exp(—n/12). (53)
To summarise, in view of (50), (51) and (52) and (53), with positive probability, one can
find C satisfying (40), (41) and (42) and this proves the proposition. O

We will now form the multiset C from the C given by Proposition 5.1 by the following two
steps:
Step 1: For every non-edge f, with |C(f)| > k, we remove from C the set C(f) of elements

that covers f.
In view of (42) and (39), |C(f)| < klogn for every non-edge in G. Therefore, we

remove at most ’Uf:\C(f)\ch(f)’ <Y - klogn elements of C. Let the new collection

c:=c\ |J cuf

fACHI=k
Step 2: For every edge e, such that |C;(e)| < k, we add k copies of the pairs of vertices of e
in C; to form C. _
If E5 is the number of edges e, such that |Ci(e)| < k, then |C| < |C| + k - Es.

Clearly C obtained after the above steps is a k-cover. It remains to bound \5 |.
Let E; be the number of edges covered by elements of C \ C;. Each such vertex subset of
C\ C; can cover at most t? edges. Together with the bound on |C\ C;| in Step 1, this implies,

E <t2|C\Cl| §t2Yk:logn

be

In view of (41) and since t = ca™2logn, a = k~1/?*¢,

]{?26
By < Ak (logn)?Y < ®k*(logn)® - 4n? exp (—?) (54)
Now we will give an upper bound on F;. An edge e has |C;(e)| < k in the following cases.

Either |C(e)| < k, and X = X(C) such edges or e was covered by some elements of C \ C;
15



and there are E; such edges. Thus, in view of (40), we have,

]{325
By < X+ FE < 4n2 exp <—2—7) + Fj. (55)

Since (loglogn)'/c < k < (logn)'/?, for large enough n,

ex —k—% <ex _k_2€ <ex _M — 1\ eslosn/z
’ 6) =" 27 ) =P 27 ~ \logn ’

Consequently, in view of (54) and (55), we have:

7’L2

(10g n)(log logn)/30 "

E, < (56)

We need to add k- F5 edges to Cy in Step 2. In view of (31), k < logn and hence, k-Ey = o(|C]).
Consequently, in view of (43),

con?

Cl<|Cl+k-E,=(1 mlel <« —2—
IC| < |C] + > = (1+0(1))[C| P log?

for an appropriately chosen constant ¢ > 0.

6. PROOF OF COUNTING LEMMA

In this section we will prove Lemma 3.7. Throughout this section, ¢ and A are absolute
constants with the value:

1
=———;  A=10""¢g
‘= 1001og2’ “
Recall that Lemma 3.7 states that for every € > 0, there exists n; := ny(¢) such that
whenever integers n,t and a > 0 satisfy:
1 1/2—¢ 1
n>n; <a< - t = ca %logn, (57)
logn 2

G(n,1/2) is (a,t)-good with probability 1 — 2exp(—n'/?).

6.1. Organisation of Proof: The rest of the section is organised as follows. Sublemma 6.2
and Sublemma 6.3 together imply Lemma 3.7. We state them in the next two subsections.

Sublemma 6.2 is proved in Section 7. The proof of Sublemma 6.3 requires Propositions 6.6,
6.8, and 6.9. In Subsection 6.3, we state these 3 propositions and prove Sublemma 6.3 using
them. Propositions 6.6, 6.8 and 6.9 are proved in Section 8.

6.2. Extension Property. Let G be a graph. For S C V(G), a vertex x € S and integer
J such that 0 < j < |S|, let:

Wi={veV(@\S:|Nw)nS|=j}
Wém ={veW}:z e N@)}.
Observe that,
JIWE = W, |- (58)

z€eS
16



For S C V(G(n,1/2)), such that [S| = s,z € S, and 0 < j < s, the expectations of the
random variables [W2| and [W{ | are as follow.

o= BWLD = - 0) (5 )2 (59)

= B = (0= ) ()2 (60)

Definition 6.1 (Property &(a,t)). Given o > 0 and integer t, a graph G on n vertices
satisfies property P (a,t) if for every pair of integers (s, j) that satisfy

(1) 0 < s <clogn and 0 < j <s or,

(2) clogn <s<t—1and 5 <j< (%—1-204)5,
and for every S C V(G) with size s and every x € S, we have:

Wil =0 P)uds W= £n Pl

The following sublemma shows that G(n,1/2) satisfies such a property with high proba-
bility.

Sublemma 6.2. For every ¢ > 0, there exists ni(e) such that if n,«,t satisfy (57), then
G(n,1/2) satisfies P(a,t) with probability 1 — 2 exp(—n'/?).

6.3. Counting Quasicliques. We will now count the number of a-quasicliques on ¢ vertices
that contain a subset U C V(G) for a graph G satisfying P(a, t).

Sublemma 6.3. For every e > 0, there exists ny(g) such that if n, o, t satisfy (57), and G is
a graph on n vertices satisfies & (a,t), then for every subset U C V(G), with |U| =1 € {0,2}.

Q6(U)] = (14 n=42) (?: ll) (;5)_;(%)))2@)—(;).

Note that Sublemma 6.2 and 6.3 immediately imply Lemma 3.7. As stated before, now we
will state 3 propositions (which are proved in Section 8) and use them to prove Sublemma
6.3.

For the rest of the subsection, we fix € > 0, and let ny = n;(e) be an integer. Further we fix
n, a, t satisfying (57). Let G be a graph on n vertices that satisfies &2(«,t). For the rest of
the section, we denote Q@ = Qq. Fix U C V(G) with U = {uy, ..., u}.

Our plan is to count |Q(U)| by extending U sequentially to form an ordered tuple of ¢
vertices where each vertex sends roughly (% + ) proportion of edges backwards. To formalise
this, we make the following definitions.

Definition 6.4 (Backward Degree Sequences). Given v > 0, let J,(U) be the collection of
tuples (ji, - .., ji—1) such that

(1) 0<js<s foralll <s<t—1.

(2) js= (3 +a£7)s forallclogn < s <t —1.

(3) git -+ g =T —e(U).

Observe that if G satisfies & (a, t), then for any j € J(U) and any s such that [ < s <t—1,
the pair of integers (s, js) satisfy either of (1) or (2) in Definition 6.1.
17



Definition 6.5. Given j € J,(U), define B{Y(U;j) as the collection of t-tulpes of V(G),
(x1,...,2) such that

(1) z1 =y, - 0 = .
(2) xs11 € W ) for every l < s < t—1, i.e, x4y Sends js edges backwards to
{ZL’l, e, Tg

We define g,y(U) to be the disjoint union of all g (U;J),
jeJy(U)
A tuple (z1,...,z;) is called v-admissible if it is in B)V(U)

Proposition 6.6. For every % <~v<a,
0 (G) =G0~
(1 £ 034" ¢ — (" 2) 7 \2) ) o(5)-(3).
B, =0 (7 )2

Note that if for some v in the above range, every (zy,...,x;) € gv(U) was such that
{x1,..., 2} is an a-quasiclique, and every {zi,...,z;} in Q(U) contributed (¢ — [)! tuples
to B.,(U), we would have,

(t—DNQ)| = |B,(U

and Sublemma 6.3 would immediately follow. However, this is not the case. Instead, we
prove the following claim which together with Proposition 6.6 implies Sublemma 6.3.

Claim 6.7. We have,
024 B o ()] < (¢ = DIQW)| < (14 n724)Bo(U)
In what follows, we prove the above claim and Sublemma 6.3. We define

B.(U):= B (U)n{(z1,....2) : {x1,...,2,} € QU)}
Observe that,

3.(U) C B, (). (61)

We show that for a sufficiently small v (in this case v = <), BW(U ) forms the majority of

10
B.(U).
Proposition 6.8. For v = r

18, = (10 NB, (V)

Finally, given v > 0, for each element of Q(U), one can have at most (t—1)! ordered tuples

corresponding to it in Q. (U). However, it is possible that some of the (¢ — [)! orderings do
not form vy-admissible tuples. The following proposition shows that if one allows v to be
large enough, (in this case 7 = « is sufficient), then most of the orderings of an element in

Q(U) has the right backward degrees, i.e., they are in av(U).
18



Proposition 6.9. For v = a,
18, ()] = (1074t — | Q(U).

Proof of Claim 6.7. Note that since Ja (U) C Jo(U), we have that 6%(U) C BQ(U). Also
in view of (61), we have:

3 (U) € Bu(U) € Ba(U) (62)
From Prop. 6.8 and Prop. 6.9 we know,
B )= £n B (U), (63)
and,
[GaU)] = (L0734 (¢ — DI Q). (64)
Consequently, in view of (64):
Q)| 2 oy gy GV = (1= 'g S
And similarly,
o) < — 118l _ 1, anee) [BalD)]
== psaad) ()l = ‘=)

In view of (63), we conclude that,

- _QAQ2)|E?<U>|

Proof of Sublemma 6.5. From Prop. 6.6, we have that for 5 <v < «

B (U)] = (1£n34")(t — I)! (7;: ll) (;5)_‘6(%))) 2(2)=(2). (65)

Together with Claim 6.7, this implies,

Q(U)] = (144 <” - l) <C(F§) - (3)

L a3 e(U))Q(z)—(z), (66)

7. PROOF OF SUBLEMMA 6.2

Fix ¢ > 0, and let n, ¢, « such that n,t are integers and they satisfy (57), i.e

1\ 1 .
n > ng; <a< - t = ca”“logn.
logn 2



Whenever necessary, we will use that n; is large enough. Let V = V(G(n,1/2)). If S CV
with |S] = s and 0 < j < s. Then for any x € S,

() ()
E[|[Wi[] = (n — s)- A
To show that G(n,1/2) satisfies & (a,t) with high probability, we will show that for every
pair of integers (s, j) satisfying:
(1) 0<s<clognand 0 < j < s or,
(2) clogn<s<t—Tland 3 <j< (%+2a)s,

and for every S C V and every x € S,
Wil = £n )l [WE,|= (105wl

=l E[Wl=(n—s)

with probability 1 — 2 exp(—n'/%).
In what follows, we will need to use the following claim. We defer its proof to the end of the
section.
Claim 7.1. If (s, j) are integers that satisfy:
(") 1<s<clogn and1<j<s or
(2) clogn<s<t—1and 3 <j< (%—1-204)5,
then we have that,
s—1
(52
23

We will now prove the following Proposition and then prove Sublemma 6.2 using it.

> 15,

Proposition 7.2. The probability that there exists a pair of integers (s, j) satisfying (1°) or
(2°), and S CV with |S| = s and x € S, such that,

~1/5

HWé,m‘ _wg‘ >n wgv

is exp(—n'/?).

Proof. Fix a pair of integers (s, j) satisfying (1) or (2’) and fix S C V and x € S such that
|S| = s. Note that [W7 | is a binomial random variable. Thus by Chernoff bounds (2), with
1/5

€ =n""/°, we have that:

s—1
. . _ n—s)(®
IP’(||W§1,| — W >n"Y5WI) < 2exp (—n_z/‘r’%)

Note that s <t —1 < ca2logn. By (57), a2 < logn, and hence s < clog®n. Together
with Claim 7.1, this implies

s—1

, _ , n—s)(}
P(||W5 | — wi| > n~Y5wl) < 2exp (—n‘w5w> < 2exp (—n_3/5(n —s))

23
n2/5
<2 — .
exp( 2)

20



Thus the probability that there exists a pair of integers (s, j) satisfying (1’) or (2’), and
S CV with |S] = s and z € S, such that,

W3 ,| = wil > n™"ouwi,

is at most,
. , 2/5
P(||W,| —wi| > n Youl) < t-t- (ZL) t-2exp <—”7) (67)

As mentioned before, from (57), a2 < logn and t = ca~2logn < clog®n. Consequently,
the right hand side of (67) is at most exp(—n'/®), and this completes the proof of the
proposition. O

Proof of Sublemma 6.2. Proposition 7.2 implies that whenever (s, j) satisfies (1) or (2), and
S CV with |S|=sand z € S,

(Wi, =(1£n )l (68)

To complete the proof of Sublemma 6.2, we need to show that for any pair of integers (s, j)
satisfying (1) or (2), and any S C V and |S| = s,

(Wl = (1 £n o),

with probability 1 — o(1).
When s # 0 and j # 0, this is implied by Proposition 7.2. Indeed, in view of (59) and (68),

Wil = = SO W] = S0 = (L0 o)
:(:ES
Now, to complete the proof of Sublemma 6.2, we need to address the case where s = 0 or

j = 0. For this case, one can show the following. If s =0 or j =0, and S C V with |S| = s,
then

(Wil = (1£n %), (69)

with probability at least 1 — exp(—n'/®). We omit the proof of (69) since it is a standard
application of Chernoff bounds (2) followed by a union bound. O

Proof of Claim 7.1. Recall that ¢ = W}ng. If (s,j) are a pair of integers such that they

satisfy (1), i.e., 1 < s <clogn and 1 < j < s, then we have that,
(=)
.]2_81 Z 2—8 2 n—clog2 Z n—1/5.
For the second case, let (s, ) be a pair of integers that satisfy (2'), i.e., clogn < s <t —1

and %s <5< (% + 2ar)s. Let j = (% + f3)s where 0 < 5 < 2a..
We will use the following two facts. The first fact is mentioned in [5].

Fact 7.3. For 0 <p <1, let H(p) := —plogyp — (1 — p)logy(1 — p). We have that,

(0N A
2 = s5+1
21



Proof. We have that,

(e =en() ()

and thus the fact is equivalent to showing,

O)E) (-1 "=

which is true since the left hand side is the largest term in the binomial expansion of (p +
(1 —p))® where p = j/s. O

Fact 7.4. For 0 < 8 < 2a,

H<%+ﬁ)—1z—4ﬁ
Proof. Let us define
f(B):=H (%—l—ﬁ) —1+4p?
- <% + ﬁ) log, (1+28) — (% - ﬁ) log, (1 —26) — 45
Observe that f(0) =0 and,

7(8) = —@ log (1 4

45
1-28

43 43
log<1+1_25) <1_25

)+
We have that,

For g > 0,

, 1
P> 18 (2 o) >0

and consequently, f(5) > f(0) = 0. O

Now we will combine the two facts to complete the proof of Claim 7.1. We have that,

) 0

28 s 23
Since j/s = (3 + ), using Fact 7.3 and Fact 7.4, we get:
( ) > Z 1 2_462
22 T s(s+1)
— 1 2—4ﬁ28
2
_452
- 2(3 +1)
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Since 8 < 2 and s < t = ca~?logn, we have 43%s < 16clogn, which implies,

n n=/°.
25 = 2(s+ 1) =
O
8. PROOFS OF PROPOSITIONS 6.6, 6.8 AND 6.9
Fix e > 0, and let n; = ny(¢) be an integer. Further we fix n, o, ¢ satisfying (57), i.e.,

1 1/2—¢ 1
n > ng; <a<- t = ca %logn. (70)

logn 2

Let G be a graph on n vertices that satisfies &?(«,t). For the simplicity of presentation,
we will only prove the case where U is an edge in the graph, for each of the propositions.
The proof is analogous if one assume U is any subset of size at most 2. For the rest of the
section, we denote @ = Q. Fix an edge e € F(G) with e = {uy, uy}.

8.1. Proof of Proposition 6.6. Our goal is to show that for any v such that {5 < v < a,
-2\ /() -1 :
= (13— (" 2 21-(3),
Bl = ey ( 2 (W e
Fix v such that {5 < < a. Note that by definition,
Byl = Y 1By (i)l
j€Jy(e)

Fix a j € J,(e). Since G satisfies Property &(a,t), for any s such that 2 < s <t — 1, the
pair of integers (s, js) satisfy either of (1) or (2) in Definition 6.1. Thus if S C V(G) with
S| = s, where 2 < s <t — 1, then |[W¥| = (1 £ n~%)uls.

In particular, if (x1,...,z) is a tuple of vertices, then there are roughly p’s to extend it
to a tuple (z1,...,2s11) such that z,1 € VV{JQC1 ) Consequently, the number of tuples
(r1,...,7¢) in gv(e;j), i.e., those tuples for which j is the backward degree sequence is,
t—1 t—1 .
Bl = [Ta g = @09 T o) ()2
Js
s=2 5=2
n—2 () s
= (1+n%)(t-2)! 21 :
a2 () OTL(;

Consequently, we have that,

1B (&) = (1 £ n Y5t - 2)!(7;:22)21—(5) 3 t]j(s)

The following claim completes the proof.
23



Claim 8.1.

R (5

Proof. Let T be the collection of graphs on vertex set [¢] with 7' = (1 + a) (}) edges such
that {1,2} is an edge. In other words, 7 is the collection of 7" uniform subsets of [t]?, which

contain {1,2}. We have that,
;) — 1
- (970, @

Given a fixed j in J,(F), let 7,(j) denote all the graphs in 7 with its backward degrees given
by j, i.e.,

T,(G) ={K eT,:|Ng(s+1)N[s]| =js forall 2 < s <t -1}
Given j € J,(e), every graph in 7,(j) is formed by sequentially choosing the backward

neighborhoods of the vertices from 1 upto t. Given s such that 2 < s <t — 1, there are j
choices for the neighborhood of (s + 1) in [s]. This implies,

|T<>|—ﬁ(j).

s=2
Let,

And this implies,

SR 1 (4] ™

je€Ty(e) jeag, (U
We will prove the claim by showing that 7 is roughly the size of 7. To do this, we will show
that if K is chosen uniformly at random from 7, then with high probability, K is in 7.
Let K be a graph chosen at random from 7 by choosing a set of T'— 1 pairs uniformly from
[\ {1,2}. For s such that 2 < s <t —1, let j, = j,(K) be the backward degree of K, i.e.,
={{i,s+1}:1<i<s}NK].

Observe that,

[T,

7]

Fix s such that 2 < s < t—1. The random variable j, follows the hypergeometric distribution
H((}) —1,T —1,s). Thus, we have:

B[ = = (1+ou)1_1(_j (73

(z) -1

=P(K €T,)=P((j2, -, ji1) € T (e))



Since (n, a, t) satisfy (70), we have that for large enough n,
11 a

@ < t  clogn < clogn

Since /10 < v < «, for large enough n, (73) implies:

Eljs] = <%+a)s<1:t%) = (%+a:t%)s

Since js follows the hypergeometric distribution, using Lemma 2.3, with € = v - s/2E[j,], we
have that:
P(\j —E[j]| > 15) < 2exp (_ s )<2eXp <_L23) (74)
s R 7y 12E[j,] ) = 12
Consequently,

P((jor . ) € Te)) < > P(us—Eusn%s)<t-2exp(—%1ogn)

clogn<s<t—1

Since (n, a, t) satisfy (70), and v > «/10,

cy? cy? ca? ca?
2t exp —Elogn < exp —ﬂlogn < exp —240010gn < exp 25Oologn .

Consequently, for A = 10~*¢, we have that:

T, . : —4Aa
% =P((jo, .., Je1) € To(e)) > 1 —n~*4 .
Together with (71) and (72), this implies the claim. O

8.2. Proof of Proposition 6.8. We need to show that for v = {,
B.(e) = (10 B,(e)
Recall that,
J.(e) C B, (e)
Fix v = {5. For j € J,(e), let

3(6.} 3 ﬂl—3> (e;d),

i.e., those tuples in 57(6) whose backward degrees correspond to j. We have,

o= 3 1B, (el

jeJy(e)

Z@m

J€T(e)

and consequently,

We will show that, for every j € J,(e),

1B, (e:3)] = (10~ B,(e;)], (75)
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and summing over all j € 7,(e), this implies the proposition.

8.2.1. Proof Outline. Our plan to prove (75) is as follows. We will first describe the
process that randomly generates a t-tuple, (z1,...,2;) from E,Y(e; j)- Then we show that
this random process generates tuples in 5 (e;j) “almost uniformly”, i.e., any fixed t-tuple
in g,y(e; j) is chosen with roughly the same probability. Then we show that with high
probability, (z1,...,2) is in 67(6; j)- Finally, we show that together this implies (75).

8.2.2. Random Process. Fix j € J,(e). It will be convenient to use the following notation.
For 7 such that 1 <i <, let

EE/Z)(Q.]) = {(xlv’ . ’7xi) P lst1 © st

{1'17---7555

}foreveryogsgi—l},

i.e., it is the collection of truncated tuples of length i in B{Y(e;j).
We generate the random tuple (21, ..., %) in 5.(e;j) by the following random process.

(1) Fix 21 =21 =1U and 29 = Z9 = Ua, i.e., {Zl, 22} = €.

(2) Let s such that 2 < i <t — 1, and suppose Zi, Zs, . .., z; are already chosen. The
vertex z;,q is chosen uniformly at random from W = W{’%’l’m@}, i.e., z;41 is chosen
uniformly at random from those vertices which send j; edges to the set {Z1,...,%Z;},
ie.,

1
P(zip1 =Ziq|la =Z1..., 2 = %) = ——. (76)

Ji
‘W{El,...,fi}

for any z, ., € W

{Z1,...Z:}"

Observe that the truncated random tuple (21, ..., 2;) is in ggf)(e;j).

8.2.3. Probability Distribution of the Random Tuple. Here, we will show two impor-
tant claims. Claim 8.2 that the probability that a fixed (Z1,...,Z;) is chosen by the random
process is roughly the same. Claim 8.4 is a technical claim necessary for the proof of Claims
8.5 and 8.6.

Throughout this subsection, (z1, ..., z) always denotes the random tuple generated by our

random process while (Z1,...,%;) denotes a fixed tuple in Eﬁ,(e; j)-
For every ¢ such that 3 <1 <1, let
i1

o |

Js
s—2 s

Claim 8.2. For every i, such that 3 <i <t, and (Z1,...,%;) € gf(f)(e;j), the random tuple
(21, ...,2) generated by our random process, satisfies:

P((Zl, ey Zi) = (21, e ,22)) = (1 + n_1/6)pi.

Proof. Fix i such that 3 < i <t and fix (Z1,...,%;) € gﬁf)(e;j). Since G satisfies & (a,t)
(see Definition 6.1), and in view of (76), for any s such that 2 < s <1 —1,
1 1
IP)(ZS+1:§S-‘1-1|ZI :Ela"'a'zs:zs): i = — .
WE | GEn el
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Thus we have,
i—1

Pl(z1,-02) = (Gro0 7)) = HP(ZsH =Zop1l21 = 71,00, 25 = Zs)

_ H (1+ ”_1/55) — (14055,

=(1+ n_l/ﬁ)pi.

O
Corollary 8.3. Let (z1,...,2) be the random tuple generated by our random process. Then,
L G (65d)
P((z1,...,2 66 (€:])) 4+ Y72 .
B, (e:)]
Proof. We know that, By Claim 8.2, this implies
1= > P m) = Genm) = By £ o),
(Z1yeery Et)Eg«,(e j)
Consequently,
P((z1,02) € Oo(ei) = S Plaeo,2) = (3. 7))
(71,020 € D (63)
1B el £ 1Oy — (1 ) S0
| 54(e:))]
O

Finally, we will also prove the following technical claim, which will be necessary for the
calculations that follow.
Claim 8.4. Let s,r,i be integers such that 1 < s < r < ¢ < t. Then for any tuple
(Z1,...,2,) € gf(f)(e;j), we have:

P(zip1 € No(Z) 71, ... %) = (1 £n V)L
i
Proof. Let s,i,r and (Z1,...,Z.) be as mentioned in the statement. By the law of total
probability, we have:
P(zi-i-l € NG(zS)|zla s >zr)

= Y Py € Ne@)E, . Z)P(2 = Fpr, . 5 = Ei| T, F), (T7)

where the sum is over all possible choices of (Z,41, ...,%;) by the random process. For a fixed
(Zr41, -, %) in the sum, let S = {Z1,...,Z;}. In view of (76) and the fact that G satisfies

P (a,t) (Definition 6.1), we have:
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F1GURE 1. Choices for z;;1 in the random process

P(ziy1 € Na(Zs)|21, - - -, %)

_ W,
W
=(1+ n—1/7)“—?
;'
N (i—1Y\eo—i
— (1+n Y7 (n = Z)(ji,‘l)Q
(n—1)(;)27
= (1+n V)L,

i
Consequently, (77) is equivalent to,

P(zi11 € No(zZs)|z1,- - -, Zr)

=(1 j:n_lﬁ)% > Pl =Frs1s- oz = Ei|F 5

= (1+n V)L,

?
U

8.2.4. Probability of Random Tuple Being Quasiclique. Fix j € J,(e). For any tuple
(Z1,...,%) in gy(e;j), the number of edges induced on {z1,...,%z,} is T = (3 + a) (;) To

ensure that this tuple is also in ay(e; j), it must be an a-quasiclique and thus must satisfy
that,

INa(Z) N {Zr, 3} = <%+ai%a) ‘ (78)
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for every s € [t], i.e., the degree of each vertex in the induced subgraph must be (5 +a+$)t.
Given a random tuple (z1, ..., z) generated by the random process, for every s such that
1 < s <t let the random variable,

ds = ds(z1,...,2t) == |Na(zs) N{z1,. .., 2}
We will prove the following statements for (z1, ..., z) generated by the random process.

Claim 8.5. For every s such that 1 < s <'t,

E[d,] = <% +a+ (27 + a2)) t. (79)

Claim 8.6. For every s such that 1 < s <,

2
Y -
B(|d, — Eld.]| > 21) <exp< = t).

Corollary 8.7. The random tuple (z1,...,z) chosen by the random process satisfies,
P((z1,....2) € O (e:)) > 1 — 24,
First we prove Corollary 8.7 using Claims 8.5 and 8.6, and then we prove the claims.

Proof of Corollary 8.7. In view of (78), it is sufficient to show that the probability that there
exists an s € [t] such that,

1
d, — (5 +a) t‘ > ‘%O‘t, (80)

is at most n =24, Since, a < 1/2 and v = /10, we have,

ol 2) 3a
-+ 2 t < —t.
<2+ Y+ <7

Consequently, in view of Claim 8.5 and Claim 8.6, the probability that (80) holds for some
1 < s <tis at most,

: 2
ZP(|dS - E[ds” > lt) <t-2exp <—lt) )
s=1 2 32

In view of (70), we have,

2 2 2 ,
t-2 (—;—Qt) < exp(—;—gt) = exp (—3(;00004_2 log n) = n 0,

We have that A = 107%¢, and hence 24 < ¢/3300. Consequently,
P((z1,...,2) € av(e;j)) >1—n 30 >1—n 24

U

Proof of Claim 8.5. Fix 1 < s < t. In this proof, it will be convenient to extend the backward
degree sequence (Ja,...,j—1) by jo = 0 and j; = 1.
Let Y; be the indicator variable for the event that z; € Ng(zs). We have that,
ds=Y1+--+Yi=731+Y .+ - +Y. (81)
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Consequently,

t—1

Eld] = joo1 + Y _P(2i41 € Na(24)).

1=s

Let ¢ > s. Using Claim 8.4 with s < r =i, we have:

]P)(ZH_1 - Ng(zs)) = Z ]P)(Zi_,_l - Ng(§5)|21 = 21, N gl)]P)(Zl = gl, PN

:(1j:n_1/7)% S Pui=z,...,5=7)

= (1+n V)L

i
Together, with (82), and in view of (70), n~'/7 < ~, this implies,

t—1

Bld] = joa+ Y0 29)2,

Recall that since j € J,(e), we have that,
(1)0<j;<iforal 0 <i<t-—1.
(2) 7; = (%+ai7)z’for all clogn <i<t-—1.

(83)

We consider the case where s —1 < clogn and s — 1 > clogn separately and show the lower
bound on E[d,] to complete the proof of Claim 8.5. The upper bound follows similarly. If

s — 1> clogn, in view of (83),
1 — 1
Bid) 2 (5 +e—7) =0+ 20 (570 0)

> <%+a—27> (t—1)= (%—I—a—Qv) <1—%)t.

In view of (70), and that v = /10, we have that % < a? and consequently,

E[d,] > (% +oa—(2v+ a2)) .

On the other hand, if s — 1 < clogn, then the contributions of j; and the terms j;/i for

i < clogn are negligible. In view of (83), we have

B> Y. -9tz a-9)(3ramn) @ copn)




Proof of Claim 8.6. Fix 1 < s < t. We will show that dy concentrates around its expected
value by considering a sequence of random variables that form a Martingale. Let d, s = E[ds].
For [ such that s + 1 <[ <'t, let,

ds; = E[ds|z, ..., 2]

i.e., ds; is the conditional expectation of ds after exposing vertices 21, ..., 2. In particular,
ds; = ds. Such a sequence of random variables form a Doob Martingale. We claim that, for
every s <[ <t,

‘ds,l—l—l - ds,l‘ S 2.

Formally, the case [ = s is slightly different from the case [ > s + 1. First, we consider the
case where [ > s+ 1. Fix a tuple (Z1,...,Z;4+1). In view of (81),

dsiv1 — dsy = E[ds[Z1, ..., Zia] — Eld|Z1, . .., Z)]
t

= Z (E[Y;|Z1, ..., Zia] — ElYi|Z1, ..., Z1).

i=s+1
Note that for s+ 1 <i <[ <t—1,
ElYi|z1,. .., 2] = EYi|Z1,.. ., 2] =Y,
as revealing z;,; determines Y;. Further, Y, is determined by Z;,;, and consequently,
|E[Yi41]Z1, -+, Zia] — EYia |z, .., 7)| < L

Consequently,

t
|dsip1 —dsy] <14 Z [E[Yi|z1, ..., Zipa] — E[Yi[Z1, ..., 2]
=142
—1

=1+ Z ‘]P)(Zi+1 € NG(ES)‘Ela s 7El+1> - P(Zi_H S Ng(ES)|El, e ,El)‘. (84)

i=l+1

If 7 is such that [ +1 < i < ¢t — 1, then applying Claim 8.4 with »r = [ and r = [ + 1,
respectively, we have that,

IP(2i41 € Ng(Zs)|Z1, - - s Zig1) — P(2ip1 € Ng(Z5)|Z1, ..., 7)| < 2n~ Y7, (85)
Consequently, in view of (70) and (84),
|dgip1 —dog] < 1+t-2n7Y7 < 2.
For the case where [ = s, a similar argument as above implies,

|ds.s — ds s+1| = |Elds] — E[ds|21, - - ., 2s41]]
< |E[ds] — E[ds|21, . .., z5]| + |Elds|21, - . ., zs) — Elds|21, ..., 2s+1]]
<t-n YV 4+1<2
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Applying Azuma’s Inequality (Lemma 2.4) with A\ = ~t/2 to the sequence of (t — s) variables,
Elds] = dss, ... ,dss = ds, we get,

fyt ’)/2t2
PO% E%H>2)<2“p(2u¢quo

2
< 2exp (—%t) .

O
Proof of Proposition 6.8. Together, Corollary 8.7 and Corollary 8.3 imply,
[ Ga (e .
(14 nY/7) DU (21, 2) € Bylesf) > 1—n24,
B, (e:)]
which implies (75), i.e
|§ (e;))=(1£nA |E (€;)]
Summing over all j € 7, (e), implies Proposition 6.8. O

8.3. Proof of Proposition 6.9. Fix v = a. We need to show that,
[ale)] = (1 n754)(t - 2)!|Q(e)].

For a Q = {u1,us,...,u;} in Q(e), and consider the set, Q' N ga(e) i.e., the t-tuples formed
by vertices of ) that are in 5,(e). Since u, us must be the first two elements in a tuple in
«(€), we must have

|@m§ < (t—2)

Further, recall that aa( ) is the collection of all tuples in |E )| whose underlying vertex
sets are in Q(e), and consequently,

U @nBae|= 3 [@'nEa) (36)

QeQ(e) QeQ(e)
We will show that,

Claim 8.8. For every @ € Q(e),
Q' N Ba(e)] > (1 — n34) (¢t — 21,
Equation (86) and Claim 8.8 together imply Proposition 6.9, i.e.,

Bale)] = (14 n734) (¢ — 2)1|Q(e)).

Before we prove the above claim, we outline the proof. We consider the t-tuples formed by
all (t—2)! permutations of the vertices of Q = {uy, ... ,ug that fix the edge e = {u;, us},and

show that at least (1 — n=34°")(t — 2)! of them are in
sequence that is in J,(e).

o(€), i.e, it has a backward degree
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Proof. Fix Q = {uy,us,...,us} in Q(e). Let (z1,...,1;) € QF such that 1 = uy and x5 = us.

The tuple (x1,...,2:) € B,(e), if and only if it has its backward degree sequence in J(e),
ie.,

(|Na(zsg1) N {21, .. ZES}D 2 € Ja(e). (87)

Let o be a permutation chosen uniformly at random from the set of permutations of {1, ...t}
that fixes {1,2}. Let (z1,...,2;) be the random tuple with x; = uy() for 1 <i <t Fix s
such that 2 < s <t — 1 and define the random variable,

Js = Js(1, ..., xy) := |Ng(wss1) N {1, ..., s}
In view of (87) and Definition 6.4, the probability that (xi,...,z;) is in Ea(e) is equal to
the probability that for every clogn < s <t —1,
4 1
Js = (§+aﬂ:a) S. (88)

On the other hand, each permutation of vertices of () with 1 = u; and x5 = uy is chosen
probability 1/(¢ — 2)! and hence,
N Ea e
]P)((Il, cee Zl,’t) - Qt N ga(€>) = u
(t—2)!
We will now show that,

P((Jfl, c. ,It) c Qt N EQ(QD >1- n—3Aa27

which is equivalent to showing that the probability that (88) holds for every s such that
clogn < s <t—1is at least 1 — n=340”  Pix 2 < ¢ < t. Let us condition on the event
ZTsr1 = u;. We will show the following statements,

(1) We have,
Emuﬁfﬂdz(%+aiég& (89)

(2) Further,
P (L = Bl =l > 2 e = ) < 20 (- 2. (90

First we show (1). Conditioned on the event x4, = u;, the random variable j, is the size of
{z1,...,2s} N Ng(u;), where z1, ...,z  are chosen from @ \ {u;}. Let,

d'(u;) = [N (uw;) \ {ur, us}|.
Since x1 = uy, x9 = uy are fixed, j, conditioned on the event x4, = u;, follows the hyperge-
ometric distribution H(t — 3, s — 2, d'(u;)).
Since @ € Q(e) C Q, in view of Definition 3.4, we have:

d'(u) = d(u )i2—< +aii)ti2

1 31a ;
2 )



Consequently, in view of the fact that s > clogn and t = ca=2logn, we have (89), i.e.,

E[js|zs11 = w] = %

(Lrastie) o2

2 10 ) (t—3)
1 da

S . 1
<2+a 5)s<s (91)

Since the random variable j, conditioned on the event x4, = u; follows the hypergeometric
distribution, we can use Lemma 2.3 with ¢ = as/5E[js|xs11 = w;]. In view of (91), this
implies (90), i.e.,

. ‘ s a?s2
P (Us — E[js|zs1 = wil| > 5 | Ts41 = u,) < 2exp (— 75| )

js ‘xs—l-l = uz]

a’s
< 2exp (—7—5) .

Consequently, in view of (89) and (90),

P(fs—<;+a)s Zas)
:;P(js—<%+a)s

t 2
a®s a®s
< 2exp <—%) g P(zsy1 = u;) = 2exp (—%> )

Consequently, the probability that there exists s such that clogn < s <t —1 and,

. 1+
s—|z-+als
J\2

, 1 a’clogn
Js — §+0z s|l>as) <t-2exp| ———— | .

75
In view of (70) and that A = 10*c, we have that,

> as|rey = uz) P(rs11 = uy)

> s,

is at most,

5 of

s>clogn

a’clogn
75

QQC a2c 2
t-2exp (— ) <2tn~ " < npi0 < po34e7

Thus the probability that (x1,...,x;) is in ga(e) is at least 1 — n=34°", And consequently,

Q' N Bale)] > (1— n~349)(t — 2)L.
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