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BOUNDS FOR THE INDEPENDENCE AND CHROMATIC NUMBERS OF
LOCALLY SPARSE GRAPHS

ABHISHEK DHAWAN

ABSTRACT. In this note we consider a more general version of local sparsity introduced recently
by Anderson, Kuchukova, and the author. In particular, we say a graph G = (V, E) is (k,r)-locally-
sparse if for each vertex v € V(G), the subgraph induced by its neighborhood contains at most k
cliques of size r. For r = 3 and ¢ € [0, 1], we show that a (A®", r)-locally-sparse graph G of maximum

degree A satisfies a(G) = Q (%) and x(G) = O (yA), where v := max {5, Tl(l)fg%ﬂ}" As

K, 11-free graphs are (k,r)-locally-sparse for any k, we asymptotically recover classical results of
Shearer and Johansson by setting € = 0. We prove a stronger bound on the independence number in
terms of the average degree, and establish a local version of the coloring result in the more general
setting of correspondence coloring.

Basic Notation. All graphs considered here are finite, undirected, and simple. For n € N, we let
[n] == {1,...,n}. For a graph G, its vertex and edge sets are denoted V' (G) and E(G) respectively.
We say G is complete if every pair of vertices in G form an edge, and edgeless if G contains no
edges.

For a vertex v € V(G), Ng(v) denotes the neighbors of v and degq(v) := |Ng(v)| denotes the
degree of v. We let A(G), 6(G), and d(G) denote the maximum, minimum, and average degrees
of G, respectively. Let Ng[v] :== Ng(v) u {v} denote the closed neighborhood of v. For a subset
U < V(Q), the subgraph induced by U is denoted by G[U], and N¢(U) is the set of all vertices
adjacent to a vertex in U, i.e., Ng(U) = ey Na(u). We drop the subscript G when the context
is clear.

A set I < V(G) is independent if G[I] is edgeless, and a set K < V(G) forms a clique if G[K]
is complete. A proper coloring of G is a function ¢ : V(G) — N such that no edge uv € E(G)
satisfies p(u) = p(v). The independence number of G (denoted a(QG)) is the size of the largest
independent set in G, the cliqgue number (denoted w(Q)) is the size of the largest clique in G, and
the chromatic number of G (denoted x(G)) is the minimum value ¢ such that G admits a proper
coloring ¢ where the image of ¢ satisfies |im(¢)| = g.

We let logM) z = log 2 and log® z = log(log(sfl) x) for s > 2.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background and Results

It is well-known that a graph G satisfies a(G) = Q(n/A(G)) and x(G) = O(A(G)). These bounds
are often referred to as the greedy bounds. For a(G), one can obtain a stronger bound of Q(n/d(G))
which we refer to as the random greedy bound (see Algorithm 3.1). A natural question is the following:
under what structural constraints can we obtain improved bounds on «(-) and x(-)? In this note,
we consider the constraint of local sparsity. For k € R, we say a graph G is k-locally-sparse if
for each v € V(G), the subgraph G[N(v)] contains at most |k| edges. Such a notion has been
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considered extensively (see for example [AKS99; FV06; Dav-+20b; PH21]). We consider the following
generalization of this notion introduced by Anderson, Kuchukova, and the author in [ADK24]:

Definition 1.1. For graphs F' and G, a copy of F in GG is a subgraph H < G which is isomorphic
to F. Let F be a graph and let k € R. A graph G is (k, F')-sparse if G contains at most |k| copies
of F' (not necessarily vertex-disjoint). A graph G is (k, F')-locally-sparse if, for every v e V(G),
the induced subgraph G[N(v)] is (k, F')-sparse.

When F = K,, we simply call such graphs (k,r)-sparse or (k,r)-locally-sparse. Note that
K, 1-free graphs are (0, r)-locally-sparse. There has been a lot of work in this regime. Ajtai, Komlés,
and Szemerédi first considered the independence number of Ks-free graphs. They showed that
an n-vertex Ks-free graph G of average degree d has independence number o(G) = Q (nlogd/d)
[AKS80]. For r > 3, the same group along with Erdés showed that a(G) = Q (nlog (logd/r) /(rd))
for K, 1-free graphs G [Ajt+81]. Shearer improved the constant factor in the bound for Kj-free
graphs [She&3] and went on to prove the following celebrated result for r > 3:

Theorem 1.2 ([She95]). Let r € N such that r > 3, and let n,d be sufficiently large. For any
K, 1-free graph G on n vertices such that d(G) = d, we have the following:

a(G) = Q (” 1°g2d )
rd log( ) d

Our first result is a generalization of the above. In particular, rather than considering K, 1-free
graphs, we consider the case where G contains “few” copies of K, ;1. Equivalently, on average each
vertex is contained in “few” copies of K, 1.

Theorem 1.3. There exists p > 0 such that the following holds for n, d sufficiently large. Let
e,v€[0,1], r € N, and k € R be such that

p log(2) d _nd""
]og(g)d ’ B 7“+1,

w

< r<

log(®)
and vy = max 5,w .
logd

For any n-vertex (k,r + 1)-sparse graph G of average degree d, we have

a(G) = Q <;’d> .

A few remarks are in order. First, we note that the value k& above implies that on average a
vertex v € V(G) is contained in at most d(G)*" copies of K, for such graphs. Additionally, for
e<r log(2) d/log d, we obtain the same asymptotic bound as Theorem 1.2 with the weaker constraint
of (k,r 4+ 1)-sparsity as opposed to K,;1-freeness. Finally, for ¢ > rlog® d/log d we improve upon
the random greedy bound of Q(n/d) by a factor of 1/e.

Theorem 1.3 follows as a corollary to a stronger result on regular graphs. For a graph G, let
I(G) denote the set of independent sets of G and let i(G) = |I(G)|. We define the average
independence number (denoted &(G)) and the median independence number (denoted @(G))
as follows:

. 1
a(G) = e > Ml

Iel(G)

Ql

2

The problem of computing lower bounds on the above parameters has been considered by Shearer
[She95] and Molloy [Mol19] for K, i-free graphs, and by Davies, Jenssen, Perkins, and Roberts for
Ks-free graphs [Dav-+18]. The following result extends the one of Shearer’s [She95, Theorem 1]:

(@) :=maX{EEN : {IeI(Q) : \I)EH)M}.
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Theorem 1.4. There exists p > 0 such that the following holds for n, A sufficiently large. Let
g,7€[0,1], 7 € N, and k € R be such that

(2) (2)
3<r<w, k= A®", and ~ = max 5,M :
log® A log A

For any n-vertex A-regular (k,r)-locally-sparse graph G, we have

n
aG)=Q(— ).
) (’YA>
We note that k € [1, A"]. In particular, as a vertex can contain at most (%) cliques of size r in

its neighborhood, this range covers all possible values of k. As a corollary, we obtain the following
result, which implies Theorem 1.3 (see §2 for the proofs).

Corollary 1.5. There exists p > 0 such that the following holds for n, A sufficiently large. Let
e,v€[0,1], r € N, and k € R be such that

p log® A

3 < r<
log(g) A

(2)
, k=A%, and 'yzmax{a,rlOg A}.

log A

For any n-vertex (k,r)-locally-sparse graph G of maximum degree A, we have

a(G) = Q (&) .

When considering colorings, the best known asymptotic bound on the chromatic number for K, 1-
free graphs is due to Johansson. He proved the following result employing a complex randomized
coloring procedure:

Theorem 1.6 ([Joh96a; Joh96b]). For r = 2, let G be a K, ,1-free graph of maximum degree A

sufficiently large. Then,
2)
(rAlog A> r> 3

log A
X(G) =

A
O(logA) r=2.

We note that the result holds in the more general setting of list coloring described in §1.2.
Molloy provided a simpler proof of Theorem 1.6 by employing the so-called entropy compression
method [Moll19]. Bernshteyn simplified the proof further by employing the lopsided local lemma and
extended the result to correspondence coloring (also described in §1.2) [Ber19]. Both Molloy’s and
Bernshteyn’s proofs for r > 3 rely on the result of Theorem 1.2. We are similarly able to achieve a
bound on the chromatic number of locally sparse graphs as follows:

Theorem 1.7. There exists p > 0 such that the following holds for A sufficiently large. Let
g,7€[0,1], 7€ N, and k € R be such that

p log® A

3 < r<
log® A

(2)
, k= A", and 'y—max{g,rbg A}.

log A
For any (k,r)-locally-sparse graph G of maximum degree A, we have x(G) = O (vA).

For & < rlog® A/log A, we obtain the same asymptotic bound as Theorem 1.6 (for r > 3) with
the weaker assumption of local sparsity. For larger e, our results improve upon the greedy bound of
O(A) by a factor of e. Additionally, our results hold for list and correspondence colorings as well
(see Corollary 1.12).



Note that rather than having a strict bound on the clique number of G (as is the case in
Theorem 1.6), we consider the case that vertices are not contained in “too many” small cliques.
To see the versatility of our results, consider a (k,r)-locally-sparse graph G of maximum degree A
sufficiently large. It is not too difficult to see that w(G) = O(rk'") by considering the neighborhood
of a vertex contained in a maximum clique. In particular, for ¥ = A®", Theorem 1.6 provides
the bound x(G) = O(rAl+e log® A/log A), which is significantly larger than that provided by
Theorem 1.7. A result of Bonamy, Kelly, Nelson, and Postle [Bon+22, Theorem 1.6] provides a

stronger bound of O (A\/ max{e, logr/log A}), which is still weaker than our result.

1.2. List and Correspondence Coloring

Introduced independently by Vizing [Viz76] and Erdés, Rubin, and Taylor [ERT79], list coloring is a
generalization of graph coloring in which each vertex is assigned a color from its own predetermined
list of colors. Formally, L : V(G) — 2V is a list assignment for G, and an L-coloring of G is a proper
coloring of G such that each vertex v € V(G) receives a color from its list L(v). When |L(v)| = ¢
for each v € V(G), where ¢ € N, we say L is g-fold. The list-chromatic number of G, denoted x;(G),
is the smallest g such that G has an L-coloring for every g-fold list assignment L for G.

Correspondence coloring (also known as DP-coloring) is a generalization of list coloring introduced
by Dvordk and Postle [DP18]. Just as in list coloring, each vertex is assigned a list of colors,
L(v); in contrast to list coloring, though, the identifications between the colors in the lists are
allowed to vary from edge to edge. That is, each edge uv € E(G) is assigned a matching M, (not
necessarily perfect and possibly empty) from L(u) to L(v). A proper correspondence coloring is
a mapping ¢ : V(G) — N satisfying ¢(v) € L(v) for each v € V(G) and ¢(u)p(v) ¢ My, for each
wv € E(G). Formally, we describe correspondence colorings in terms of an auxiliary graph known as
a correspondence cover of G. The definition below appears in earlier works of the author along with
Anderson and Bernshteyn [ABD22; ABD23].

Definition 1.8 (Correspondence Cover). A correspondence cover (also known as a DP-cover)
of a graph G is a pair % = (L, H), where H is a graph and L : V(G) — 2V() such that:

(DP1) The set {L(v) : ve V(G)} forms a partition of V(H).

(DP2) For each v e V(G), L(v) is an independent set in H.

(DP3) For each u,v € V(G), the edges of the induced subgraph H[L(u) u L(v)] form a matching;
this matching is empty whenever uv ¢ E(G).

We call the vertices of H colors. If two colors ¢, ¢ € V(H) are adjacent in H, we say that they
correspond to each other. An H-coloring is a mapping ¢: V(G) — V(H) such that ¢(v) € L(v)
for all v € V(G). An H-coloring ¢ is proper if the image of ¢ is an independent set in H.

A correspondence cover H = (L, H) is q-fold if |L(v)| = ¢ for all v € V(G). The correspondence
chromatic number of G, denoted by x.(G), is the smallest ¢ such that G admits a proper H-
coloring for every g-fold correspondence cover H. As correspondence coloring generalizes list coloring,
which in turn generalizes ordinary coloring, we have

X(G) < xu(G) < xc(G). (1.9)

Our main coloring result is on local correspondence colorings of locally sparse graphs. A corre-
spondence cover is local if for each vertex v € V(G), the size of its list L(v) is a function of the
local structure of G with respect to v. This notion has gathered much interest in recent years in
both vertex coloring [Dav+20a; Dav+20c; Bon+22] and edge coloring [Bon+20; Dha23]. Before we
state our result, we introduce the following definition, which is a local version of Definition 1.1 for
F=K.,.



Definition 1.10. Let G be a graph and let k : V(G) - Randr : V(G) - N. A graph G is
(k,r)-locally-sparse if, for every v € V(G), the induced subgraph G[N(v)] is (k(v),r(v))-sparse.

We are now ready to state our result.

Theorem 1.11. There exist C, p > 0 such that the following holds for A sufficiently large. Let G
be a graph of maximum degree A and letk : V(G) - R, r : V(G) - N, ande : V(G) — [0,1] be
such that G is (k,r)-locally-sparse and the following hold for each v € V(G):

(S1) deg(v) =log? A, and
(S2) 3 <r(v) < plog® deg(v)/log® deg(v) and k(v) = deg(v)sWr®),
For any correspondence cover H = (L, H) of G satistying

r(v)log® deg(v) }

L >Cd ,
|L(v)| = C deg(v) max {s(v) log deg(v)
G admits a proper H-coloring.

We note that a local correspondence coloring version of Theorem 1.6 for r > 3 appeared in
work of Bonamy, Kelly, Nelson, and Postle [Bon+22, Corollary 1.9]. As a corollary, we obtain a
correspondence coloring version of Theorem 1.7 (see §2 for the proof), which implies Theorem 1.7
as a result of (1.9).

Corollary 1.12. There exists p > 0 such that the following holds for A sufficiently large. Let
g,v€[0,1], 7€ N, and k € R be such that

(2) 2)
3<T<M, k= A®" and ~ = max 5,M .
log® A log A
For any (k,r)-locally-sparse graph G of maximum degree A, we have x.(G) = O (vA).

1.3. Proof Overview

Our proof closely follows the strategy employed by Shearer in [She95] and Molloy in [Mol19]. While
Molloy’s result focused on improving the constant factor in Theorem 1.6, his approach provided a
simpler proof of Theorem 1.2 as well. The crux of the proof lies in the following lemma:

Lemma 1.13 ([Mol19, Lemma 13]). For any r > 3, let G be a K,-free graph on n vertices. Then,
n = logy(i(GQ)) = n/=1.

The upper bound is trivial as i(G) < 2" where equality holds if and only if G is edgeless. For
the lower bound, it is enough to show that G contains an independent set of size at least nt/(r=1)
(which is precisely Molloy’s strategy). As every (k,r)-sparse graph G contains a K,-free subgraph
H such that |[E(H)| = |E(G)| — k, we may conclude the following:

Lemma 1.14. For any r > 3, let G be a (k,r)-sparse graph on n vertices. Then,
n = logy(i(GQ)) = nY/=Y — k.

However, this result is not strong enough to prove Theorems 1.3 and 1.7. In fact, with this lemma,
we may prove the following weaker result:

Theorem 1.15. There exists p > 0 such that the following holds for n, A sufficiently large. Let
g,v€[0,1], 7€ N, and k € R be such that

loe® A loe® A
3 grg&, k= A°", and ~ = max 57‘2,% )
log® A log A
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For any n-vertex (k,r)-locally-sparse graph G of maximum degree A, we have

a(G) = Q (;Z) and vo(G) = O (vA).

We do not include a proof of Theorem 1.15, however, it can be inferred by our arguments. Note
that for r = O(1), the above bounds match those of Corollary 1.5 and Theorem 1.7. However, for
larger 7, the results of Corollary 1.5 and Theorem 1.7 are much stronger.

The key part of our proof, therefore, is a stronger version of Lemma 1.14 (see Lemma 3.2). With
this in hand, we prove lower bounds on &(-) and @(+) for (k,r)-sparse graphs by employing a similar
strategy to Shearer and Molloy. To prove Theorem 1.4, we show that the expected size of a uniformly
random independent set in I(G) is bounded from below by the desired quantity. For Theorem 1.11,
we apply a result of Bonamy, Kelly, Nelson, and Postle in conjunction with our bound on the median
independence number of (k,r)-sparse graphs.

1.4. Concluding Remarks

In this paper, we generalize classical results of Shearer and Johansson on K, i-free graphs to
(k,r)-locally-sparse-graphs. Furthermore, we prove local versions of our coloring result in the setting
of correspondence coloring, which extends work of Bonamy, Kelly, Nelson, and Postle. In the entire
paper, we do not attempt to optimize the constant factors involved and leave it as an open problem
to do so. While not explicitly stated in their papers, Theorems 1.2 and 1.6 hold for r = O(log(2) d)
and r = O(log(2) A), respectively. For Theorem 1.6, this range was extended to r = O(log A) by
Bonamy, Kelly, Nelson, and Postle [Bon+22]. Our proof fails for larger r and we leave it as an open
problem to extend this range.

We conclude this section with a discussion for arbitrary graphs F. A simple counting argument
shows the following fact:

Fact 1.16. Let G be a graph, k € R and let F' be an arbitrary graph on r vertices. If G is
(k, F')-locally-sparse, then G is (k,r)-locally-sparse, where

(k] |Aut(F)]

r!

k= :
Here, Aut(F') is the set of automorphisms of F.
In particular, our results in this section imply the following:

Theorem 1.17. There exists p > 0 such that the following holds for n, A sufficiently large. Let
g,7€[0,1], 7€ N, and k € R be such that

P log@) A
log® A

w

< r<

(2)
, k= A®", and 'y:max{g,HOgA}.

log A
Let F be an arbitrary graph on r vertices. Then for any n-vertex (k, F')-locally-sparse graph G of
maximum degree A, we have
o) =0 () and (@)= 00A),
where the constant factors in the §)(-) and O(-) may depend on F'.
Note that for any graph F' on r vertices, we have (%) rl/|Aut(F)| < A". In particular, the

above result covers all possible values of k. Anderson, Kuchukova, and the author proved a better
asymptotic bound on x.(G) when F' is bipartite and k is not too large.
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Theorem 1.18 ([ADK?24]). Let F be a bipartite graph and let A be sufficiently large. For k € R
satisfying 1/2 < k < AVIIII0the following holds. For any (k, F)-locally-sparse graph G of
maximum degree A, we have

8A
Xe(G) < og (A KUV

This led the authors to make the following conjecture which Theorem 1.17 constitutes some
progress toward:

Conjecture 1.19 ([ADK24, Conjecture 1.20]). For every graph F, the following holds for A € N
sufficiently large. Let

12 < k < AV
and let G be a (k, F)-locally-sparse graph of maximum degree A. Then,

A
XC(G) =0 (log (Ak—1/|V(F)|)> )

where the constant factor in the O(-) may depend on F.

The rest of the paper is structured as follows: in §2, we prove some of the corollaries mentioned
in this section; in §3, we prove Theorem 1.4; and in §4, we prove Theorem 1.11.

2. PRoOOF OF COROLLARIES

The following proposition will be key in proving the corollaries in this section.

Proposition 2.1. Let G be a graph of maximum degree A and letk : V(G) > R andr : V(G) —
N be such that G is (k,r)-locally-sparse. For any 6 < A, there is a graph G’ and functions

k:V(G) - Rand# : V(G') — N such that G’ is (k, ¥)-locally-sparse and the following hold for
j =max{d — §(G),0}:

(I1) 6(G") = 4,

(12) A(G') = A,

(I3) [V(G")] = [V(G)| 2/, and

(I4) for £ := 27, there exist homomorphisms ¢1,...,¢s : G — G’ such that

o for each v € V(G) and ¢’ € [£], we have k(v) = k(pp(v)) and r(v) = &(pp(v)), and
e for (1,05 € [{] such that ¢y # {2, the images im(py, ) and im(yy,) are vertex-disjoint.

Proof. 1f 6(G) = 4, the claim holds for G’ = G. If not, we will define G’ iteratively as follows:
(1) Let Gy == G.
(2) For ¢ > 0, define G;11 by taking two vertex-disjoint copies of G, say Gl(l) and GZ@). For
each v € V(G;) such that degg, (v) < §, draw an edge between the corresponding vertices in
G and 17,
(3) Let G’ = G, where j is as defined in the statement of the proposition.
Note that (I3) holds by construction. We will first show that the graphs G; satisfy A(G;) = A for
all 0 < ¢ < j. For i = 0, this holds trivially. Suppose it holds for some 0 < i < j. Let Ggl) and G§2)
be the copies of G; in G;41. For s € {1,2} and any vertex v € V(GZ( )), degg,,, (v) # deg ) (v) if
and only if deg Gt (v) < 0 < A. Furthermore, by construction, we have the following: l

deg () (v) <0 = degg,,, (v) = deg ) (v) +1<0. (2.2)



As any vertex of degree A > § in G; has the same degree in Gj;1, it follows that A(Giy1) = A.
Setting ¢ = j completes the proof of (12).

We will define functions k; : V(G;) — R and r; : V(G;) — N such that G; is (k;, r;)-locally-
sparse to assist with the proof of (I4). Let ko := k and ro := r. Suppose we have defined
k;, r; for some i > 0. Let Gz(l) and GS-Q) be the copies of G; in G;11. For s € {1,2} and any
vertex v € V(Gl(-s)), the graph G;41[Ng,,, (v)] is either isomorphic to GZ(-S) [N ()] or contains one
additional isolated vertex. In particular, for k;+1(v) = k;(v) and r;4;1(v) = rizv), the graph G4 is
(kit1,1ri+1)-locally-sparse.

Let us now consider (I4). We will prove the following more general statement which implies (14)
for k :=k; and r :=r;.

Claim 2.2.1. For each 0 < i < j, there exist ¢; :== 2° homomorphisms @1, ...,ps : G — G; such
that

(1) for each v e V(G) and {' € [¢;], we have k(v) = k;(¢p(v)) and r(v) = #(pe(v)), and

(2) for 1,0y € [¢;] such that ¢, # {3, the images im(ypy, ) and im(py,) are vertex-disjoint.

Proof. We will prove this by induction on i. For ¢ = 0, the claim is trivial. Suppose the claim

holds for some 0 < i < j. Let Ggl) and Gl@) be the copies of G; in G;41, and for s € {1,2} let
4,0%8), .. .,cpéf) G — GES) be the homomorphisms guaranteed by the induction hypothesis. By

definition of k;;1 and r;;; and since the graphs Ggl) and G§2) are vertex-disjoint, it follows that the
homomorphisms

(ol se {12}, 1< <),
satisfy the conditions of the claim. As ¢;11 = 2¢;, this completes the proof. —
Finally, note that by (2.2), we may conclude the following for i > 0:
(Gi) <0 = 6(Git1) =0(Gi) + 1.
In particular, (I1) holds for G’ by definition of j, completing the proof. |

With this proposition in hand, we are ready to prove the corollaries stated in §1.

Proof of Corollary 1.5. For each v € V(G), let k(v) := k and r(v) := r. If G is not regular, we form
G’ by applying Proposition 2.1 with § = A. We may now apply Theorem 1.4 to G’. As a result of
(I3) and (I4), if an independent set in G’ contains an

<a()

fraction of the vertices of GG, it must contain an s fraction of vertices from some copy of G in G/,
completing the proof. [ |

Let us now show how Theorem 1.3 follows from Corollary 1.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Consider the following sets of vertices:
Vi ={veV(G) : deg(v) < 3d},
Vo :i={veV(G) : G[N(v)] is (3d°",r)-sparse},

V3 = V1 () VQ.
Let us show that |V3| = n/3. First, we note the following:
nd= degi(v) = 3d(n—|V1]) = |Vi| = 2n/3.
veV (G)
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For each v € V(G), let n, denote the number of copies of K, in G[Ng(v)]. By definition of
(k,r 4+ 1)-sparsity, we have the following

(r+1)k 2 nU > 3d°"(n—|Va|) = |Va| = 2n/3.
veV (G

With the above in hand, we conclude
V3| = [Vi| + [Va| = Vi U Va| = 2n/3 +2n/3 —n = n/3,

as claimed.

Let G’ < G be the subgraph induced by the vertices in V5. Since an independent set in G’ is
also independent in G, it is enough to show that G’ contains an independent set of the desired size.
Suppose A(G’) < vd. Then we have the following as a result of the greedy bound:

1= (dh)o(z).

as desired. If not, by definition of V1, we have vd < A(G") < 3d. Furthermore, by definition of V5,
G’ is (A(G")°", r)-locally-sparse, where

. { 5logd+log3}
€ =min{l, —————————

log (A(G"))

As a result of the range of A(G'), we may conclude that & = ©(¢) for d large enough. We may now
apply Corollary 1.5 to G’ to complete the proof. |

Finally, let us prove Corollary 1.12 under the assumption that Theorem 1.11 is true.

Proof of Corollary 1.12. For each v € V(G), define
r(v) =7, and k(v):=k.
Note that G is (k,r)-locally-sparse. Form G’ by applying Proposition 2.1 with 6 = A. Let e(v) = ¢

for each v € V(G’). Note that G’ satisfies the conditions of Theorem 1.11. In particular, for any
correspondence cover H = (L, H) of G’ satisfying

r(v)log® dege (v
|L(v)] >CdegG,(v)max{s(v), (v) log ™" degg )},

log deg e (v)

G’ admits a proper H-coloring. As G’ is A-regular, e(v) = ¢ for all v € V(G’), and G is isomorphic
to a subgraph of G’ by (I4), the claim follows. n

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.4

As mentioned in §1, it is a well-known fact that an n-vertex graph G contains an independent set of
size at least n/(1 + d(GQ)) = Q(n/d(G)). This lower bound is achieved by what some refer to as the
Random Greedy Algorithm. For completeness, we describe the algorithm here.

9



Algorithm 3.1 The Random Greedy Algorithm
Input: A graph G.
Output: An independent set I in G.
1: Let x, be i.i.d. U(0,1) for each v € V(G).
2: [ «— (.
3: for ve V(G) do
4 if z, > max,en (y) Tu then
5: I —1vu{v}
6
7
8

end if
. end for
: return /

The following lemma bounds the expected size of the independent set I output by Algo-
rithm 3.1. The proof follows by a standard application of Jensen’s inequality (see for example [BD23,
Lemma 8.2]).

Lemma 3.1. Consider the output I of Algorithm 3.1 on input G. We have
V(G|
14+d(G)
The next lemma provides a general lower bound on the independence number of (k,r)-sparse
graphs and will be key in proving the main results of this paper as mentioned in §1.3. We note that

our main results only consider the case that r > 3, however, including the case r = 2 below provides
for a simpler proof.

E[|1]] =

Lemma 3.2. Let r,n € N and k € R such that r > 2, n > r?, and 1 < k < (:}) Let G be an
n-vertex (k,r)-sparse graph. Then,

' 1 n 1/(7171)
n = log, (i(G)) = r <W> '

Proof. The upper bound follows as i(G) < 2" trivially. For the lower bound, it is enough to show
1 1/(r—1)
that G contains an independent set of size at least — (%) . We will prove this by induction
on r. "
As a base case, let ¥ = 2. We remark that it is enough to have n > 3 here, however, by the
assumptions of the lemma, we have n > 16. By Lemma 3.1, we have an independent set of size at

least
n

1+d(G)’
As G is (k,2)-sparse, we have |E(G)| < k. It follows that
n n

> .
1+d(G) 1+2k/n

It is now enough to show that the above is at least n/(2v/k). To this end, we consider the following
function:

f(k) = 2Vk — 2k/n — 1.
Note that f(k) >0 for 1 < k < () implies the desired result. Consider the following for n > 16:
f1)=2-2/n—1>0,
f(n*/4) =n—-n/2—-1>0,
f(n?/2) = (¥V2=1)n—1>0,

10



n2

Z.
It follows that f is increasing for 1 < k < n?/4 and decreasing for n?/4 < k < n%/2. As

f(1), f(n?/4), f(n?/2) > 0, we conclude f(k) >0 for 1 <k < (3), as desired.
Now let us consider r > 3. We define the following parameters:

1
— 1\
Qp 1= <T ) ) 67‘ =r—1,

F)=k2-2/n>0 < k<

r
r—2

X 1= ap it kD Bi={veV(G) : degy(v) > X}.

The following bound on X follows as 7 > 3, n > %", and k > 1:

_9__1
r — 1 T r—1 r—2 1
X = ( ) nr—1 kr('rfl)

T

1
r—1 7.7275 2r(r—2)
2 r r—1
r

)L 2r(r=2)41
T—l)Q(T 1)—r P11 (r—2)

1 (r+1)(r—2)+1

(
= (=12 D (1) T
(

r2—r—1

r— 1)2(“1) (r — 1)_7"_*%1 o1

r_ T " 1
-0 (5 e

For r = 3, it can be verified that
ro\" 1
> 1.
(55) (r(r — D)V

log(r(r—1)) < 2logr < r—1.

For r = 4, we have

It follows that
(r(r — 1)Y= <.

Furthermore, we have

1 1
(L-1/r) < -
e

— >,
-y~
In particular, we may conclude that
X > (r—1)20-0, (3.3)
We will consider two cases based on the size of B.

(Casel) |B| = S, kY". For each v € B, let n, denote the number of copies of K, in G containing
v. By definition of (k,r)-sparsity, we have:

2 ny < 1k,

vEB

implying there is some v € B such that n, < rk/|B| < rk'=1/7/B,. In particular, the
graph H := G[N(v)] is (k,r — 1)-sparse, where

()

11



Note the following;:
r R r
>
Br (r—1)
Furthermore, X > (r — 1)20"=1 by (3.3) and so, we have

(V= () =

Therefore, we conclude 1 < k < ("i(ﬁ)') and |V (H)| = (r — 1)2=Y. By the induction
hypothesis, there is an independent set in H of size at least

L (YT X v
r—1 \ k-1 T r—1 (r kl—l/r/ﬁr)l/(rfl)

1 n \Yr-1) (o1, Y(r-Dr=2)
- 7=1 () ( )

> 1.

r
1/(r—1
G

as desired. (We note that as r = 3, 1/(r —2) is well defined.) As this set is also independent
in G, this concludes (Casel).

(Case2) |B| < S, k'/". First, we note the following:

r—2
1/r 1/r\ r—1
Bl _ Bk _@«<k> < b

X X o n o
<

where we use the fact that k (’Z) < n". As a result, we have

dG) < —(|BJn+ (n—|B))X) < |B|+X

1
n

5 (/87" + ar)

r

= - —(1- .
o Olr( o)

N

Let us consider the term on the right. We have

r—2——1-
X(l—ar)Zn:_?kT(’“l—U<1—<1—l> )
a T

2n1/2<1—exp<—1(r—2— ! >>>
r r—1
2 1
—nl2(1- S T .
”< W(*#Www»

> n/2 (1 —exp(—1/6)) > 1,

where we use the fact that n > 72" and r > 3. In particular, we have

X
d(G) < == 1.

Qy

By Lemma 3.1, it follows that G has an independent set of size at least

n o, n 1( n )1/(7’*1)
- > — I
1+ d(G) rX r \kl/r

12
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as desired.
This covers all cases, completing the proof. |

Next, we prove bounds on the average size and median size of an independent set in a (k, r)-sparse
graph. This will play a key role in the proofs of Theorems 1.4 and 1.11.

Lemma 3.4. Let r,n € N and k € R such that r > 2, n > ", and 1 < k < (Z) Let G be an
n-vertex (k,r)-sparse graph. Then there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that,

¢ log (i(G))

a(G), a(G) = rlog (7“ k1/(r(r=1)) Jog (Z(G))) '

Proof. Let us first show that at most half of the independent sets in i(G) have size at most

) log; (i(G))
2(r — 1) logy (r kY(r=1)log, (i(G)))

This will complete the proof for the bound on @(G). In fact, we will show something stronger, i.e.,

()12

i=1

If £ < 1, the claim is trivial, so we may assume £ > 1. Note the following as a result of Lemma 3.2:
log, (i(G)) < n < k" (rlog, (i(G)))" "

In particular, the first inequality implies that ¢ < n/2 (assuming i(G) > 2, which holds for n > 2).
With this in hand, we have

2() Zn L

i=1
20
2 (gl ; r—1
<2@ (rlog, (i(G))) ")
1
< 5 .,EZ(r—l)Z’
for z := r kY1) log, (i(G)). From here, it follows that
1,2(7* ne  _ 22(r—1)€10g2:v _ Z(G),
completing the proof for @(G). For &(G), we note the following:
1 1 14
a(G) = - Dl = - Mot = 5
UG 1T UG) 11, 2’
|[T|>¢
as desired. m

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Let I be a uniformly random independent set in I(G). We will show that

A

&(G) = E[|I]] is bounded from below by the desired quantity. To this end, we define the following

for a vertex v:
E[[L ~ Ne(v)l]
X .
Let H := G — N¢g[v] be the graph obtained by removing the vertices in Ng[v]. Note that every
independent set in H can be extended to one in G containing v. For each S € Ng(v), we define the
following:

py == Pr[v e I, Dy =

Js={JeI(H) : Nog(v)\Na(J) = S},
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i.e., Jg contains the independent sets J of H for which every vertex in S is not adjacent to a vertex
in J and every vertex in Ng(v)\S is adjacent to some vertex in J. We may conclude the following:

i(G) =i )+ > |Js|i(G[S]),

SSNg(v)
where the first term corresponds to independent sets containing v and the second corresponds to
those not containing v. In particular, for jg := |Jg|/i(H), we have
> Jsi(G[S]) a(G[S])
Dy = 1 5, = SCNg(v)
S+ Y gsiGls)T Tt '
SSNg(v) A1+ > jsi(G[S])
SCSNg(v)

The expression for p, above follows due to the following chain of equalities:

Y, HnaNg()|= ), >, sl

Iel(G) SSNg(v) . 1;1((@)), .
NNg(v)=

- Ny 3w

SCNg(v) Jeds I'el(G[S])

= > D1 iG[S]) a(GLS))

SQNG(’U) Jeds

= > |Jsli(GIS]) &(G[S]).

ScNe(v)
Let A := A/log A, and let i be defined as follows:
ni= Y, Jsi(G[S]).
SQNG(,U)v
i(GIS])=A

Recall the bounds on 7 in the statement of Theorem 1.4. In particular, the following holds for p
small enough and S such that i(G[S]) = A:

P2 < log A
2

As G is (k,r)-locally-sparse, G[S] is (k,r)-sparse, where k := min {k:, (‘f')} Therefore, by
Lemma 3.4, we have the following for some constant ¢ > 0:

. clog A clog A
G[S]) = = > ,
a@lsh rlog (r kY (r(r=1) Jog \) rlog (r kY(r(r=1) Jog \)

whenever i(G[S]) = A. Let ¢ denote the expression above. It follows that

1
y = 3.5
o= 13+ n (3:5)
_ nt
> 3.6
PrZ AT AT (30)
Note that (3.5) is decreasing in 1 while (3.6) is increasing in 7. Therefore, we have
+ P, = max{py,p,} = ma ! Ui ! > 1
v T X \Pvs Pys = X = .
Po P Po, P T+A+7 A (1+X+1n) I+ A+ A/

14



Note the following;:

Y= Y B = a@)=5 Y mtp)>

veV(G) veV(G) veV(G)

n

2(1+ X+ A/

(3.7)

Plugging in A = A/log A, we have the following for some constants ¢, ¢y > 0:
N4 A < A A c1rlog (r k=1 1og A)
¢ " logA log A
corlog (7’ EYr=1) Jog A)
A .
log A

Plugging this into (3.7), we may conclude the following for some constant ¢ > 0:

X

cn log A
r Alog (r kY (=1 log A)
cnlog A
3r A max {log T, T(r 7y log k, log®®) A}
cn
30 max { =gk, TR}

a(G) =

=

>

(r—1)log A’ log A

where the last inequality follows due to the bound on r. As k = A®" and r — 1 > r/2, this completes
the proof. ]

4. PRoOF OF THEOREM 1.11
We will apply the following result of Bonamy, Kelly, Nelson, and Postle.
Theorem 4.1 ([Bon+22, Theorem 1.13]). There exists Ag € N such that the following holds. Let G

be a graph of maximum degree at most A > Ag with a correspondence cover H = (L, H) and let
€€ (0,1/2). Let £,t : V(G) — N, and for each v € V(G), define amin(v) as follows:

min = i a G S . 4.2
uin(v) == _min a(G[S]) (42)
i(G[S])=t(v)
If for each v € V(G),
2 deg(v) 2t(v) £(v)
L = ) )
()] max { 2GR 20

and
(C1) (1 —e)l(v)t(v) = 18log A + 6log 16,
(C2) £(v) = 36log A + 12log 16, and
(C3) (G50} < A28,
Then G admits a proper H-coloring.
Let ¢ = 1/4, £(v) = deg(v)/?*", and t(v) = deg(v)/>~2" for some constant n € (0,1/10)
c

to be determined. For each v € V(G), let S(v) = Ng(v) be the minimizer of (4.2). As G is
(k, r)-locally-sparse, it follows that G[S(v)] is (k(v),r(v))-sparse, where
(

)
- o (1)

Furthermore, we note the following as a result of (S1) and (S2) for p small enough:
v)

log de
1S0)| > logy ) > LB oy

15



Therefore, by Lemma 3.4, we have the following for appropriate constants C,C’ > 0:
C logt(v)
r(v) log (r(v)f{(v)m log t(v))
C’ log deg(v)
r(v)log (r(v)k(v)m log deg(v))
C’ log deg(v)
3r(v) max {log r(v), W logk(v), log® deg(v)}
c’

r(v) log(® dee(v ’
6 max {6(0)7 ()IOgng(v)g()}

Omin (U) =

=

=

>

where the last step follows by the bounds on r(v) and the definition of (v). From here, we may
conclude for some constant C' > 0 and deg(v) large enough (which follows for A large enough by
(S1)) that

C deg(v) max {E(v), r(v) log® deg(v)} - max{ 2deg(v) 2t(v) £(v) }

log deg(v) - (1 —¢)2amin(v)’ £

In particular, it is now enough to show that conditions (C1)—(C3) are satisfied. Let us first consider
(C1). We have
3 deg(v)'™" 3
= egl(é)) > 1—6(log A)22 > 181log A + 6log 16,
where the first inequality follows by (S1) and the second for A large enough.
Similarly, we have

(1 — £)0(v)t(v)

0(v) = deg(v)/*™ > (log A)27 > 36log A + 121og 16,

completing the proof of (C2).

To prove (C3), we will use the following inequality due to Stirling for n large enough:
n > nn+1/2e—n.

With this in hand, we have

(deg(v)>/5(v)! g deg<v)£(v) - < e2 deg(v) >€(v) _ ( 2 >f(v) ‘
t(v) (£(v)!)2 0(v)2H1/0w) deg (v) 21+ 0+ 20 /4(0)
Taking logs on both sides, it is enough to show that
L(v) ((2n + (1 + 2n)/¢(v))log deg(v) — 2) = 3log(2A).
As £(v) = (log A)1T27 it is enough to have
(2n + (1 + 2n)/4(v)) log deg(v) > 2,
which follows by (S1) for A large enough and n = 1/100.
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