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Abstract

Vizing’s theorem states that any graph of maximum degree ∆ can be properly edge colored with

at most ∆+ 1 colors. In the online setting, it has been a matter of interest to find an algorithm that

can properly edge color any graph on n vertices with maximum degree ∆ = ω(logn) using at most

(1 + o(1))∆ colors. Here we study the näıve random greedy algorithm, which simply chooses a legal

color uniformly at random for each edge upon arrival. We show that this algorithm can (1+ǫ)∆-color

the graph for arbitrary ǫ in two contexts: first, if the edges arrive in a uniformly random order, and

second, if the edges arrive in an adversarial order but the graph is sufficiently dense, i.e., n = O(∆).

Prior to this work, the random greedy algorithm was only known to succeed in trees.

Our second result is applicable even when the adversary is adaptive, and therefore implies the

existence of a deterministic edge coloring algorithm which (1 + ǫ)∆ edge colors a dense graph. Prior

to this, the best known deterministic algorithm for this problem was the simple greedy algorithm

which utilized 2∆ − 1 colors.

1 Introduction

The edge coloring problems for graphs is to assign colors to the edges of a given graph so that any two

edges meeting at a vertex are assigned different colors. Trivially, the number of colors needed is at least

the maximum vertex degree ∆. A theorem of Vizing’s states that every graph can be properly edge

colored using ∆+ 1 colors. Vizing’s proof is constructive, and gives an algorithm to ∆+ 1 color a graph

with n vertices and m edges in O(mn) time (see [MG92]).

Our focus is on the edge coloring problem in the online setting, which was first introduced by Bar-Noy,

Motwani and Naor [BMN92]. Starting from the empty graph on vertex set V , edges of the graph are

revealed one at a time, and the algorithm must irrevocably assign colors to the edges as they arrive. The

simplest online edge coloring algorithms are greedy algorithms, which color each arriving edge by some

previously used color whenever it is possible to do so. Since every arriving edge touches at most 2∆− 2

existing edges, any greedy algorithm uses at most 2∆ − 1 colors. In their paper, [BMN92] showed that

for ∆ = O(log n), no deterministic online algorithm can guarantee better than 2∆− 1 coloring and thus

greedy algorithms are optimal in this case. They also showed that for ∆ = O(
√
logn), no randomized

online algorithm can achieve a better than 2∆− 1 coloring. Thus, most of the focus has been designing

algorithms for ∆ = ω(logn). There has been steady progress on this problem [CPW19, BGW21, SW21,

KLS+22, BSVW23], culminating in a recent work of [BSVW24], which presents a randomized algorithm

that edge colors an online graph using ∆ + o(∆) colors.

In this paper, we investigate the randomized greedy algorithm which is a natural variation of the

greedy algorithm. Given a set Γ of colors, the randomized greedy algorithm A on input the online graph

∗aditi.dudeja@salzburg.ac.at
†rg894@scarletmail.rutgers.edu
‡saks@math.rutgers.edu

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.13000v1


G chooses the color of each arriving edge uniformly at random from the currently allowed colors for that

edge, and leaves the edge uncolored if no colors are allowed. The algorithm is said to succeed if every

edge is colored. The example in Figure 1 shows that the algorithm will fail if |Γ| = ∆+ o(
√
∆) (because

the set of colors not used by the first ∆− 1 edges is likely to be disjoint from the set of colors not used

by the second ∆− 1 edges.)

...
...

e1

e2

e∆−1

e2∆−1

e∆

e∆+1

e2∆−2

Figure 1: A simple example to illustrate that if |Γ| = ∆+ o(
√
∆), then A likely fails.

In their paper, [BMN92] conjectured that given any online graph G with ∆ = ω(logn) the randomized

greedy algorithm A succeeds in ∆+ o(∆) edge coloring G with high probability. This algorithm is simple

and natural, but subsequent researchers (e.g.[KLS+22, SW21, ASvS23, BMM10]) have noted that it seems

difficult to analyze. Prior to the present paper, the analysis was only done for the special case of trees

(see Theorem 5 below). Our first result gives an analysis of this algorithm for the case of random-order

arrivals. In this setting, an adversary can pick a worst-case graph but the edges of the graph arrive in a

random order. (Recall that a graph with no multiple edges is said to be simple.)

Theorem 1 (Informal version of Theorem 6). (Random order case) Let ǫ ∈ (0, 1) be a constant.

The algorithm A, when given any simple graph G of maximum degree ∆ = ω(logn), whose edges are

presented in a uniformly random order, edge colors G with (1 + ǫ)∆ colors with high probability.

Our second result applies to the setting where the adversary is adaptive. This means that the adversary

does not have to decide the graph a priori. They can instead decide the subsequent edges of graph based

on the coloring of the prior edges. We call such a graph adaptively chosen.

Theorem 2 (Informal version of Theorem 7). (Dense case) Let ǫ ∈ (0, 1) be a constant. Suppose G

is an adaptively chosen simple graph with maximum degree ∆ and n = O(∆). Then, A succeeds in

(1 + ǫ)∆-edge coloring G with high probability.

To clarify the setting of Theorem 2, we note that prior results (as far as we know) assumed an oblivious

adversary that chooses the graph G and the edge-arrival order but must fix both of these before their

online algorithm receives any input. In contrast, an adaptive adversary builds the input as A runs and

may choose each edge depending on the coloring of the graph so far.

For the case of online algorithms, [BBK+94] established a connection between randomized algorithms

against an adaptive adversary and deterministic algorithms. Their result states that for a given online

problem, if there is an α-competitive randomized algorithm against an adaptive adversary, then there

exists a α-competitive deterministic algorithm. Exploiting this connection, we get the following corollary:

Corollary 3. Let ǫ ∈ (0, 1) be a constant. For ∆ sufficiently large and n = O(∆) there is a deterministic

online algorithm that given any adaptively chosen simple graph with n vertices and maximum degree ∆

will produce a valid coloring using (1 + ǫ)∆ colors.

Since the above-mentioned previous algorithms for online edge-coloring were applicable against an

oblivious adversary, they did not have any implications to the deterministic setting. As far as we know,

Corollary 3 is the first result for a general class of graphs that gives a deterministic online algorithm using

fewer than 2∆− 1 colors.

Edge Coloring in other computational models. The edge coloring problem has been considered in

numerous settings. In the standard (offline) computational model, it is NP-hard to distinguish whether

a graph is ∆ or ∆ + 1 colorable [Hol81], so attention has focused on algorithms that color in at most
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∆ + 1 colors. As mentioned before, Vizing’s proof gives such an algorithm that runs in O(mn) time.

Additionally, This was improved to O(m · min
{
∆ · logn,√n · logn)

}
by [Arj82, GNK+85] and then to

O(m ·min {∆ · logn,√n)} by [Sin19]. The current best known bounds are O(n2) for sparse graphs (due

to [Ass24]), and O(mn1/3) for dense graphs (due to [BCC+24]). There has also been a considerable effort

to study edge coloring in other computational models: such as the dynamic model [BM17, BCHN18,

DHZ19, Chr23, BCPS24, Chr24], the distributed model [PR01, EK24, FGK17, GKMU18, BBKO22,

CHL+20, Ber22, Chr23, Dav23], and the streaming model [BDH+19, BS23, CMZ23, GS23].

Remark 4 (Note about ǫ). We only consider ǫ < 1, since for ǫ ≥ 1, we have ≥ 2∆ colors, and the

randomized greedy algorithm must succeed.

1.1 Our Approach

We start with describing A in more detail. Fix the color set Γ. The edges of G = (V,E) arrive in some

order e1, e2, ... and so on. At all points during the algorithm, for each vertex v, the free set at v is the set

of colors not yet used to color an edge incident on v. The free set of v when edge ei arrives is denoted

Fi−1(v). When edge ei = (u, v) arrives, algorithm A uniformly chooses a color c from Fi−1(u) ∩ Fi−1(v)

and colors ei with that color. If Fi−1(u) ∩ Fi−1(v) = ∅ when ei arrives then ei is left uncolored and the

algorithm continues. In this case the algorithm is said to fail on ei.

As mentioned in the introduction, this algorithm was previously analyzed for trees. We give a proof

of this for completeness, since the tree case gives intuition for our proof strategy for general graphs.

Theorem 5. [FMP] Suppose the online graph G is a tree and ∆ = ω(logn). If |Γ| = ∆ + 2
√
∆ · logn,

then A succeeds with probability at least 1− 1/n.

Proof. We prove an upper bound on the probability that the algorithm fails to color the ith edge ei = (u, v)

conditioned on not having failed previously. Let di−1(u), respectively di−1(v), be the degree of u and v

prior to the arrival of e and let k(u) = (1+ǫ)∆−di−1(u) and k(v) = (1+ǫ)∆−di−1(v). Conditioned on the

algorithm having succeeded thus far, |Fi−1(u)| = k(u) and |Fi−1(v)| = k(v). By symmetry Fi−1(u) and

Fi−1(v) are uniformly random from
(

Γ
k(u)

)
,
(

Γ
k(v)

)
, respectively. Since u and v are in separate components

of the tree prior to the arrival of ei, Fi−1(u) and Fi−1(v) are independently sampled from Γ, even if we

condition on successful coloring prior to ei. Therefore, conditioned on successful coloring prior to ei,

Pr [ei not colored] ≤ Pr [Fi−1(u) ∩ Fi−1(v) = ∅]
=

∑

S∈( Γ
k(u))

Pr [S ∩ Fi−1(v) = ∅ | Fi−1(u) = S] · Pr [Fi−1(u) = S]

=
∑

S∈( Γ
k1
)

Pr [S ∩ Fi−1(v) = ∅] · Pr [Fi−1(u) = S] (Indep. of Fi−1(v), Fi−1(u))

≤
∑

S∈( Γ
k(u))

(
1− k(u)

|Γ|

)k(v)

· Pr [Fi−1(u) = S]

≤ exp

(
−k(u)k(v)

|Γ|

)

≤ exp

(
− ǫ2 ·∆
(1 + ǫ)

)
(k(u), k(v) ≥ ǫ∆)

= O(n−3)

(
ǫ ≥ 2

√
logn

∆

)

Taking a union bound over all edges ei, A fails with probability O(n−1).

Taking inspiration from the proof for trees, we aim to show that for any edge (u, v), the sets Fi−1(u)

and Fi−1(v), though not independent, are close to independent. It is difficult to estimate the dependencies
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of the sets Fi−1(u) ∩ Fi−1(v) directly. Instead we aim to show that for any fixed subset S of colors, and

for any time step i, the set Fi−1(v) “looks random” with respect to S:

|S ∩ Fi−1(v)| ≈
|S||Fi−1(v)|
(1 + ǫ)∆

. (1)

The right hand side is the expected size of |S ∩ Fi−1(v)| if Fi−1(v) was a uniformly random subset of Γ

of size |Fi−1(v)|. It is fairly obvious that Equation (1) cannot hold for every set S, vertex v, and time

step i. (for example, S = Γ− Fi−1(v)). What we will show is that for each S, and for all but constantly

many vertices v, Equation (1) holds for all time steps i (up to some small error).

The intuition for our proof is as follows. The set Fi(v) evolves over time as colors are removed one

by one. If, at each step j, the color removed was chosen uniformly from Fj−1(v), then at any time i,

the set Fi(v) would be a uniform set from Γ and would likely satisfy Equation (1). In fact, since we are

only interested in the size of Fi(v) ∩ S appearing to be random, and not the set itself, in order to satisfy

Equation (1) with high probability, it is enough that the probability the color chosen at step j is in S is

the same as it would be if the color was chosen uniformly from Fj−1(v). More explicitly, we would like

to have

|S ∩ Fj−1(v) ∩ Fj−1(w)|
|Fj−1(v) ∩ Fj−1(w)|

≈ |S ∩ Fj−1(v)|
|Fj−1(v)|

, (2)

where the left hand side is the probability that the color selected for ej = (v, wj) belongs to S. Note that

if we set S′ = S ∩ Fj−1(v) and S′′ = Fj−1(v), and in addition we knew that Equation (1) was satisfied

for vertex wj and each of the color sets S′ and S′′, then the above equation would hold (with a marginal

increase in error.) This idea forms the basis of an inductive proof of our main lemma Lemma 33.

As mentioned, we will show that with high probability, for each set S, the number of vertices v for

which Equation (1) fails is bounded by a constant. Ideally, we would like to use this to show that for

all but constantly many ej = (v, wj) adjacent to v, Equation (2) holds. Unfortunately, it could happen

that wj is one of the vertices for which Equation (1) fails for S′ = S ∩ Fj−1(v) or S′′ = Fj−1(v), and

this would prevent us from reasoning as above. To get around this we note that the sets Fj(v) cannot be

completely independent from each other - Fj(v) will differ from Fj+t(v) by at most t colors. So for each

vertex v, we will partition the time steps into a (large) constant number of v-phases so that each v-phase

contains only a small fraction of the edges incident on v. Then for each v-phase r we will approximate

Fj−1(v) for all time steps j of that v-phase by the set Aj−1(v) which is defined to be the free set of v at

the beginning of the v-phase that contains j. Since Fj−1(v) will not differ too much from Aj−1(v), we

will argue that if we replace Fj−1(v) with Aj−1(v) in Equation (2) and the new equation holds for all

but constantly many ej = (v, wj), then the original equation must also hold for all but constantly many

neighbors wj . This allows us to carry out the reasoning of the previous paragraph.

To this end, our analysis will consider a modified version of the algorithm which we denote by A′.

This modified version produces the same distribution over colorings as A but it has the advantage that it

explicitly reflects the partition of time steps into v-phases for each v, and the approximation of Fj−1(v) by

Aj−1(v) described above. The modified algorithm works as follows. When edge ej = (u, v) arrives we first

sample a color uniformly from Aj−1(u) ∩ Aj−1(v) (rather than from Fj−1(u) ∩ Fj−1(v)). If the selected

color is valid (which means that it belongs to Fj−1(u) ∩ Fj−1(v)) then we use it, otherwise we discard

it and then sample uniformly from Fj−1(u) ∩ Fj−1(v). We will have the following chain of comparisons:

first, that the number of times A′ initially selects and invalid color and resamples is small, and thus the

colors chosen for A are close to the colors initially chosen by A′. Second, the inductive assumption that

Equation (2) holds for all but constantly many edges ej = (v, wj) adjacent to v, and thus the colors

initially chosen by A′ hit any given set S about as often as a uniform choice from Fj−1(v) would. Finally,

we show that the uniform choice from Fj−1(v) would likely satisfy Equation (1). Proposition 26 quantifies

the error added in each step of this chain in terms of martingale sums defined in Section 5.1.
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2 Preliminaries

2.1 Online Coloring

Online coloring can be described as a two player game between Builder and Colorer. The game Φ(n,∆, ǫ)

is parameterized by the number of vertices n, degree bound ∆ and ǫ > 0. The game starts with the

empty graph on n vertices and a color set Γ of size ⌈(1 + ǫ)∆⌉. The game lasts for m = ⌊∆n/2⌋ steps.

In each time step, Builder selects an edge to add to the graph, subject to the restriction that all vertex

degrees remain below ∆. Colorer then assigns a color to the edge from Γ so that the overall coloring

remains valid. If this is impossible (i.e. any color choice will invalidate the coloring) the edge is left

uncolored. Colorer wins if every edge is successfully colored. For convenience, we also allow Builder to

add null edges; such edges are not adjacent to any vertex in the graph and may be assigned any color

without affecting whether or not the coloring is valid. This has the advantage that we can fix the number

of steps to m, and if Builder gets stuck (is unable to add an edge without violating the degree bound)

then he can add null edges for the remaining steps.

The state of the game after i steps, denoted Si, consists of the list of the first i edges chosen by Builder

and the coloring chosen by Colorer. A strategy for Builder is a function which given any game state Si

determines the next edge to be added or terminates the game. A strategy for Colorer is a function which

given the game state Si and an additional edge e assigns a color to e (or leaves e uncolored if no color

can be assigned.)

We say that a color c is free for v at step i if among the first i − 1 edges, no edge that touches v is

colored by c. If the ith edge chosen by Builder is (u, v) then the set of colors that can be used to color

(u, v) is the intersection of the free set for v at step i and the free set for u at step i. If that set is empty

then the edge is necessarily left uncolored.

We are interested in analyzing the behavior of the randomized greedy strategy for Colorer, denoted A:

for each new edge ei = (u, v), if the intersection of the free set for u and the free set for v is nonempty

then choose the color for ei uniformly at random from that set.

During the game Builder produces a graph G together with an ordering of its edges which we view

as a one-to-one function σ : E(G) −→ [m]. Elements in [m] to which no edge is in E(G) is mapped are

interpreted as null edges. We refer to (G, σ) as an edge-ordered graph. In general the edge ordered graph

produced by Builder may depend on the coloring of edges chosen by Colorer. A strategy of Builder is

oblivious if the choice of edge to be added at each step depends only on the current edge set and not on

the coloring. An oblivous strategy is fully described by the pair (G, σ) where the edge selected at step i

is σ−1
i (and is a null edge if that is undefined). We denote this strategy by obl(G, σ). We can now give

a more precise formulation of our first main result.

Theorem 6. (random order case) For any constant ǫ ∈ (0, 1) there are constantsN = N(ǫ) (sufficiently

large), γ1 = γ1(ǫ) and γ2 = γ2(ǫ) (sufficiently small) such that the following holds. Suppose that n is

sufficiently large, ∆ > N log(n) and consider the edge coloring game Φ(n,∆, ǫ). For any G on n vertices

with maximum degree ∆, for all but at most a 2−γ1∆ fraction of mappings σ of E(G) to [m], A will defeat

the oblivious strategy obl(G, σ) (i.e., produce an edge coloring for G) with probability at least 1− 2−γ2∆.

Our second main result applies to arbitrary adaptive strategies of Builder. (Here we use the word

adaptive to emphasize that Builder’s choices may depend on the past coloring.)

Theorem 7. (dense case) For any constant ǫ ∈ (0, 1) and constant M > 1, there is a constant γ =

γ(ǫ,M) so that the following holds. For sufficiently large n, and for ∆ > n/M , for any (possibly adaptive)

strategy for the online coloring game Φ(n,∆, ǫ), A wins (produces an edge coloring of the resulting graph)

with probability 1− 2−γ∆.

2.2 The Algorithm A′

In order to prove the above theorems we analyze a modified strategy A′ that against any given Builder

strategy produces exactly the same distribution over colorings as A, but will be easier to analyze. For
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each vertex v, the modified algorithm will keep track of a partition of the time steps into at most b = b(ǫ)

contiguous v-phases. The value of b(ǫ) is specified in Section 5.2.

For each v, the v-phases are numbered from 1 to b. The partition into v-phases is represented by a

phase-partition counter {φi(v) : i ∈ {1, . . . , t}} where φi(v) is the number of the v-phase that contains

time step i. For each i > 1 we have either φi(v) = φi−1(v) (if i − 1 and i are in the same phase) or

φi(v) = 1 + φi−1(v) (if i starts a new v-phase.) This function is determined online, so that φi(v) is

determined after step i− 1 of the game.

The phase-partition counters that we use are defined formally in Definition 11. In the dense case

(Theorem 7) for each vertex v, the v-phases are determined by the number of edges incident to v that

have arrived. For r ≥ 2, the rth v-phase starts with the time step where the number of edges incident

on v first exceeds (r − 1)∆/b. (Thus the number of edges incident on v in each v-phase is within 1 of

∆/b.) The phase-partition counters in this case are denoted by φD. In the random case (Theorem 6),

the v-phase partition is the same for every vertex. For r ≥ 2, the rth v-phase starts with the time step

where the total number of edges arrived first exceeds (r − 1)m/b. The phase-partition counters in this

case are denoted φR.

Algorithm Description InA′, Colorer maintains for each vertex v, a color set Ai(v) that approximates

Fi(v) but remains constant during each v-phase. We call Ai(v) the palette of v at the end of time step i.

For vertex v and time i, we define Ai(v) = Γ if i+ 1 belongs to the first v-phase and otherwise:

Ai(v) = Fi′(v) where i′ is the final step of the v-phase prior to the v-phase that contains time step i+ 1.

= the set of available (free) colors v at the completion of v-phase φi+1(v)− 1.

Note that Ai(v) ⊃ Fi(v) for all i, and we think of Ai(v) as an (over-)approximation to Fi(v).

Definition 8 (Algorithm A′). Start with A0(v) = F0(v) = Γ for all v. When edge ei = (u, v) arrives:

(a) Choose c uniformly at random from Ai−1(u) ∩ Ai−1(v). This is the preliminary color for ei. If

Ai−1(u) ∩Ai−1(v) = ∅, ei is left uncolored.

(b) Next, choose the final color for ei:

i) If c ∈ Fi−1(u) ∩ Fi−1(v), color edge ei with c.

ii) Otherwise, c /∈ Fi−1(u)∩ Fi−1(v). (We refer to this as a collision at e.) In this case, choose c′

uniformly from Fi−1(u) ∩ Fi−1(v) for edge ei. If Fi−1(u) ∩ Fi−1(v) = ∅, ei is left uncolored.

(c) For all vertices w, if φi(w) < φi+1(w) (i completes the current w-phase) then Ai(w) is set to Fi(w),

otherwise Ai(w) = Ai−1(w).

It is obvious from the algorithm that the final color selected for e is uniformly random over Fi−1(u)∩
Fi−1(v), so the distribution over colorings produced by A′ is the same as A. To prove Theorems 7 and 6

it suffices to prove the corresponding statements with A replaced by A′ and this is what we’ll do.

2.3 The probability space

Fix any (possibly adaptive) strategy for Builder and consider the coloring game against A′. Recall that

the state of the game Si after i steps consists of the sequence e1, . . . , ei of edges and the coloring of those

edges. For analysis purposes we augment Si so that it includes the preliminary color that A′ chooses for

each edge. The random choices of A′ determine a discrete probablity space over the space of final states

of the game; we view this space as a stochastic process that evolves over time.

Notation. For a step 1 ≤ i ≤ m we define the following random variables depending only on Si, the

transcript after the ith edge is processed:

ei+1 = the (i+ 1)th edge to arrive.

6



For vertex v and time step i, we define the following random variables that are determined by Si:

Fi(v) = the set of free colors of v at the end of step i.

φi+1(v) = the v-phase for step i+ 1.

Ai(v) = the palette of free colors of v at the end of step i.

We will track the above variables as the algorithm progresses, and they will form the basis for the

martingale difference sequences we analyze in Section 5. Each of these variables is subscripted by a step

i, at which time they are fixed. This is what allows us to apply our concentration lemmas and make

probabilistic claims about such variables.

In contrast, the variables defined below will be superscripted by a phase number r, if at all, and are

defined only after the last edge in phase r of v arrives and is colored (or fails to be colored.) However,

since the choice of edges is not fixed ahead of time, we do not know a priori the step i at which they will

be defined. Thus, we must be careful when dealing with such quantities. In the rest of the paper, outside

of Section 5, we will assume the algorithm has concluded, and make deterministic statements about the

quantities defined below, conditioned on the results from Section 5.

For a vertex v the following set depends on the final state Sm:

T (v) = the set of arrival times of edges adjacent to v.

Also for vertex v and v-phase r, we define the following sets depending on Sm:

Ar(v) = the set of free colors of v at the end of the rth v-phase.

U r(v) = Ar−1(v) \Ar(v)

= the set of colors used to color edges incident on v during the rth v-phase.

T r(v) = {i ∈ T (v) : φi(v) = r}
= the set of arrival times of edges incident on v during the rth v-phase.

T≤r(v) = ∪r′≤rT
r′(v).

lastr(v) = max {i : i ∈ T r(v)}
= the time at which the last edge of v-phase r that is adjacent to v arrives.

We remark that by this notation, for each time i, Ai−1(v) = Aφi(v)−1(v).

Finally, we define the following quantity, called the error of vertex v with respect to S after phase r:

δr(v, S) :=
|Ar(v) ∩ S|
|Ar(v)| − |S|

(1 + ǫ)∆
. (3)

In our inductive arguments, we will be proving statements about quantities of the form Qr(v) based

on the relative ordering of the times lastr(v). Thus, the times lastr(v) are important to note down.

More formally, we define the following partial order on vertex-phase pairs (v, r) ∈ V × [b].

Definition 9 (Vertex-Phase and Edge Arrival Ordering, ≺). Given pairs (v, r), (u, s) ∈ V (G) × [b], we

say that (v, r) ≺ (u, s) if lastr(v) < lasts(u).

We make one final note about the variables defined in this section. Above we have defined two families

of variables: those indexed by times steps i that are defined at a known time step i, and those that are

not defined until the algorithms concludes. Note that although the sets in the second family depend on

Sm, the indicator variable for a particular index i belonging to one of these sets only depends on Si−1,

since the identity of ei and φi(v) are determined at that point. For instance, T r(v) depends on Sm, but

the indicator 1{i∈T r(v)} only depends on Si−1. Thus, indicator variables of this form will also belong to

the first family of variables and will be used in Section 5.
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2.4 Proof Idea

As mentioned above, for each set S ⊆ Γ and vertex v ∈ V , we would like to track |Fi(v) ∩ S| as A′

progresses. We will do this indirectly by tracking |Ar(v)∩S|
|Ar(v)| with the goal of bounding δr(v, S). Observe

that δ0(v, S) = 0, so our goal will be to bound how much δr(v, S) increases in each phase. Note that if

U r(v) was chosen uniformly from Ar−1(v), we would expect that

|U r(v) ∩ S| ≈ |U r(v)| · |A
r−1(v) ∩ S|
|Ar−1(v)| , (4)

which would imply that the error with respect to any set S would not increase too much when the phase

of v changes:

δr−1(v, S)− δr(v, S) =
|Ar−1(v) ∩ S|
|Ar−1(v)| − |Ar(v) ∩ S|

|Ar(v)| (5)

=
|Ar−1(v) ∩ S|
|Ar−1(v)| − |Ar−1(v) ∩ S| − |U r(v) ∩ S|

|Ar(v)|

=
1

|Ar(v)|

(
|U r(v) ∩ S|+ |Ar−1(v) ∩ S|

( |Ar(v)|
|Ar−1(v)| − 1

))

=
1

|Ar(v)|

(
|U r(v) ∩ S|+ |Ar−1(v) ∩ S| · |A

r(v)| − |Ar−1(v)|
|Ar−1(v)|

)

=
1

|Ar(v)|

(
|U r(v) ∩ S| − |Ar−1(v) ∩ S| · |U r(v)|

|Ar−1(v)|

)
. (6)

Our goal is to show that Equation (4) is never too far from the truth, and therefore δr(v, S) does not

grow too large in any given phase. As we previously noted, this cannot hold for every set S and every

vertex v, but we can show that there exists a constant C depending on ǫ such that with high probability,

for each set S, for all but at most C vertices v and all phases r, we have

|δr(v, S)| ≤ ǫ3∆

10|Ar(v)| . (7)

Proposition 26 allows us to bound the amount δr(v, S) grows during a phase of v in terms of three main

sources of error: the error from the collisions at each phase, the error inherent to a locally independent

algorithm, and the error in the palettes of the neighbors of v for that phase.

To that end, for all ei = (u, v), we define the indicator variablesXi(S) to track whether the preliminary

color chosen for ei from Ai−1(u) ∩ Ai−1(v) hits S, Yi(S) to track whether the final color chosen for ei
from Ai−1(u) ∩ Ai−1(v) hits S, and the collision indicator variables Zi to track whether the preliminary

color chosen for ei needs to be resampled. Furthermore, we let

pi(S) :=
|Ai−1(u) ∩Ai−1(v) ∩ S|
|Ai−1(u) ∩Ai−1(v)|

(8)

be the probability that Xi(S) = 1, conditioned on the partial coloring of edges before ei arrives, and let

Di(S) = Xi(S)− pi(S). (9)

Note that,
∣∣∣∣∣∣
|U r(v) ∩ S| −

∑

j∈T r(v)

Xj(S)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

j∈T r(v)

Yj(S)−Xj(S)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤

∑

j∈T r(v)

Zj (10)

since the colors used in the preliminary coloring and the final coloring differ only in the edges which

experience collisions. This produces the first source of error. Similarly,
∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

j∈T r(v)

Xj(S)−
∑

j∈T r(v)

pj(S)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

j∈T r(v)

Dj(S)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
(11)
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models the inherent error of the local algorithm on phase r of v. Therefore, if we can show that for most

i ∈ T r(v),

pi(S) ≈
|Ar−1(v) ∩ S|
|Ar−1(v)| (12)

and bound the quantities on the right hand sides of Equation (10) and Equation (11), we will have

|U r+1(v) ∩ S| ≈ |U r+1(v)| · |A
r(v) ∩ S|
|Ar(v)| , (13)

as desired. Our main tool for bounding the sums above will be martingale concentration inequalities.

2.5 Technical parameters

For easy reference we collect the parameters that are used in the analysis.

Definition 10 (Technical parameters).

• ǫ ∈ (0, 1) is the parameter appearing in the statements of Theorem 7 and Theorem 6.

• n always represents the number of vertices in the graph.

• m = ⌊n∆/2⌋ is the total number of time steps.

In the dense case, there is a density parameter M > 1 that is an upper bound on n/∆. For notational

convenience we will say that M = 0 in the random-order case.

There are several parameters given below that arise in the analysis. All of the parameters depend on

ǫ and on M . As indicated above, the value M = 0 is used to refer to the random case.

• ζ = ζ(ǫ,M) is an error-control parameter. In the random-order case, ζ(ǫ, 0) = e−20/ǫ2 ǫ3

10 . In the

dense case, for M > 1, ζ(ǫ,M) = ǫ5

100M e−(5M/ǫ2)2 .

• α(ǫ,M) = ζ(ǫ,M) = ζ ǫ3

5 . In Section 5.2 we define certain bad events for the run of the algorithm.

These bad events are that certain “error” quantities associated with the algorithm grow too large.

The margin of error for these quantities is α∆.

• b = b(ǫ,M) = 40
αǫ2 . This is the number of phases in the phase-partition for each vertex.

• C = C(ǫ,M) = 2000
α4 . For each subset S of colors we say that a vertex v is S-atypical (Definition 28)

if (very roughly) at some point in the algorithm the fraction of free colors at v that belong to S

differs significantly from, |S|
(1+ǫ)∆ , the overall fraction of colors that belong to S. One of the bad

events is that for some color set S, the number of S-atypical vertices is at least C.

The final parameter is only relevant for the random case:

• N = N(ǫ) = max(400C(ǫ, 0), 50b(ǫ, 0)). The theorem for the random case requires that ∆ =

Ω(logn). The parameter N is the lower bound on ∆/ log(n) for which the result holds.

3 Properties of the phase partitions

As described above, the algorithm A′ makes use of the phase-counter sequences φi(v) for each vertex. We

use a different choice of φ for the dense case and the random-order case. The parameters m and b are as

in Definition 10.

Definition 11 (Phase Partition Counters). We use the following phase partition counter sequences:

9



(a) Phase Partition Counters φD =
{
φD
i

}
i∈[m]

for the dense case: For each vertex v, φD
0 (v) = 0,

and for i ∈ [m]

φD
i (v) =

⌈ |T (v) ∩ {1, · · · , i}| · b
∆

⌉

Less formally, the counter is the number of edges so far incident to v times b/∆ rounded up to the

nearest integer.

(b) Phase Partition Counters φR =
{
φR
i

}
i∈[m]

for the random-order case: For every vertex v,

φR
i (v) =

⌈
i·b
m

⌉
for i ∈ [m].

Our proof that A′ succeeds relies on two properties of the phase-partition counters, which we call

balance and controlled error. Here we will state these properties and establish conditions under which

φR and φD satisfy them. The properties are determined by the edge-ordered graph (G, σ) produced by

Builder.

3.1 The balance property

Definition 12 (Balance). A family φ(v) of phase counter sequences is said to be balanced with respect

to (G, σ) provided that for all v and all phases r, every v-phase contains at most 2∆/b edges incident on

v.

The definition of φD immediately gives that it is balanced with respect to (G, σ) for any graph G of

maximum degree ∆ and ordering σ. On the other hand, φR does not satisfy balance for all (G, σ) but

for any fixed graph G it satisfies the property for almost all orderings σ, as we now show. We use the

following concentration bounds.

Lemma 13. [JLR00, Theorem 2.10] Let X be a hypergeometric random variable with parameters m, d

and k, where µ = E [X ] = kd
m , then,

Pr [X ≥ µ+ t] ≤ exp

(
− t2

2(µ+ t
3 )

)
.

The following lemma shows that for a random ordering, φR is almost certainly balanced.

Lemma 14 (Probability that φR is unbalanced). Let ∆ be sufficiently large and suppose G is a graph

on n ≤ 2∆/N vertices, where N is given in Definition 10, and m edges, where some of the edges may be

null edges. Then the fraction of orderings σ of edges of G such that φR is not balanced with respect to

(G, σ) is at most exp
(
− ∆

20b

)
.

Proof. Consider σ chosen uniformly at random from all orderings. Let Er be the (multi)-set of edges in

phase r (which is the same for all v by the definition of φR). We say that Er is a multi-set because many

of the edges can be multi-edges. Let Er(v) be the set of edges in Er that are incident to v. Our goal is

to show that for all v ∈ V and r ∈ [b], |Er(v)| ≤ 2∆
b with high probability. Er is a uniformly random

subset of the edges of size kr ∈ {⌊m
b ⌋, ⌈m

b ⌉} and therefore |Er(v)| is a hypergeometric random variable

with expectation deg(v) · kr

m ≤ ∆
b ·
(
1 + b

m

)
≤ ∆

b · 32 , for ∆ sufficiently large. Thus, by Lemma 13, we have

Pr

[
|Er(v)| ≥ 2∆

b

]
≤ exp

(
− (∆/b)2/4

3(∆/b) + (∆/b)/3

)

≤ exp

(
− 3∆

40b

)
.

Taking a union bound over all choices of v ∈ V and r ∈ [b] gives us that the probability that φR is not

balanced is at most

b · 2∆
N · exp

(
− 3∆

40b

)
≤ exp

(
− 3∆

40b
+

∆

50b
+ log(b)

)
≤ exp

(
− ∆

20b

)

by Definition 10 for ∆ sufficiently large.
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3.2 The controlled error property

The second, and more significant property that we want from our phase counter sequences is controlled

error. As indicated in the overview, a key part of the proof is to establish for each color set S, an upper

bound on δr(v, S) that holds for all but constantly many vertices. The upper bound will be expressed in

terms of the error function ǫ̂ r(v), which we now define.

The following notation will be useful. For edge e incident on v, e − v denotes the other vertex of e.

Also if j ∈ T (v) (so that v ∈ ej) then sj(v) = φj(ej − v), the (ej − v)-phase that contains step j. Also

it is useful to recall the partial order on vertex-phase pairs from Definition 9 : (u, s) ≺ (v, r) if the last

edge in u-phase s comes before the last edge of v-phase r.

Definition 15 (Error Bounds). Let ζ > 0. Given a phase-partition counter φ for the edge-ordered graph

(G, σ), the error function ǫ̂ = ǫ̂ζ is defined on vertex-phase pairs (v, r) inductively as follows:

ǫ̂ 0(v) = 0

ǫ̂ r(v) = ζ +
5

∆ǫ2

∑

j∈T≤r(v)

ǫ̂ sj(v)−1(ej − v).

The recurrence is well-defined because the value for (v, r) only depends on the value for vertex-phase

pairs (u, s) ≺ (v, r). To see this note that the summation is over time-steps j ∈ T≤r(v). The (ej−v)-phase

of j is sj(v), so u-phase sj(v)− 1 ends before j which is before the end of the v-phase r.

Definition 16. For ζ > 0, a phase partition counter {φi}mi=1 has ζ-controlled error with respect to the

ordered graph (G, σ) provided that for all vertices v phases r:

ǫ̂ r
ζ (v) ≤

ǫ3

10
.

In what follows we show that for any (G, σ), (1) if n ≤ ∆M (dense case), the phase partition counter

φD has ζ(ǫ,M)-controlled error with respect to (G, σ), and (2) if ∆ ≥ N(ǫ, 0)∆, φR has ζ(ǫ, 0)-controlled

error with respect to any (G, σ) for which φR is balanced. We start by formulating a bound on ǫ̂ by

unwinding the recursive definition.

Definition 17 (Valid Paths from v). Let φ be a phase partition function. Let Pr(v) be the set of paths

(x0, x1, · · · , xt) = (ei1 , ei2 , · · · , eit) such that, x0 = v, i1 ∈ T≤r(v), and for all 1 ≤ k < t, φik+1
(xk) <

φik(xk). That is, eik+1
arrives in an earlier phase of xk than edge eik .

Proposition 18. For any ζ > 0 and phase-vertex pair (v, r),

ǫ̂ r
ζ (v) ≤ ζ

∑

P∈Pr(v)

(
5

∆ǫ2

)l(P )

where l(P ) is the length of the path P .

Proof. The proof is by induction with respect to the vertex-phase partial order. The base case where the

phase number is 0 is trivial since ǫ̂ 0(v) = 0 for all v. As noted earlier, for any j ∈ T≤r(v), (ej −v, sj(v)−
1) ≺ (v, r). Furthermore, for i0 ∈ T≤r(v) and for any valid path (ei1 , · · · , eit) ∈ Psi0 (v)−1(ei0 − v) with

φi0(x1) > φi1 (x1), the path (ei0 , ei1 , · · · , eit) ∈ Pr(v). Thus, we have

ǫ̂ r(v) = ζ +
5

∆ǫ2

∑

j∈T≤r(v)

ǫ̂ sj(v)−1(ej − v)

≤ ζ + ζ · 5

∆ǫ2

∑

j∈T≤r(v)

∑

P∈Psj(v)−1(ej−v)

(
5

∆ǫ2

)l(P )

≤ ζ
∑

P∈Pr(v)

(
5

∆ǫ2

)l(P )

where we include the path of length 0 starting at v.
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We now show that the phase counter functions φR and φD are ζ-error controlled under suitable

conditions.

Proposition 19 (Bound on ǫ̂: Dense Case). For any ǫ > 0 and M > 1, let ζ = ζ(ǫ,M). Then for any

graph G with degree ∆ (sufficiently large) and n ≤ M∆ and any edge ordering σ the phase partition

function φD has ζ(ǫ,M)-controlled error.

Proof. We first show that there are at most nt

(⌊t/2⌋)! valid paths of length t starting from v. Note that it

is enough to show this for t even since if there are at most r valid paths of length t, then there are at

most rn valid paths of length t+ 1. Let P = (ei1 , ..., eit) be any valid path where v ∈ ei1 . Note that the

edges in even positions ei2 , ei4 , ..., et determine the path. Furthermore, these edges can only be placed in

reverse arrival order for the path to be valid, so choosing the set of edges determines the path. Therefore,

there can be at most
(

n2

⌊t/2⌋

)
≤ nt

⌊t/2⌋! such paths. Thus, if n ≤ M∆, then, by Proposition 18,

ǫ̂ r(v) ≤ ζ

∞∑

t=0

(
5

∆ǫ2

)t(
nt

(⌊t/2⌋)!

)

≤ ζ
∞∑

t′=0

2(5M/ǫ2)2t
′+1

t′!

≤ 10M

ǫ2
· ζ

∞∑

t′=0

((5M/ǫ2)2)t
′

t′!

≤ 10M

ǫ2
· ζe(5M/ǫ2)2 ≤ ǫ3

10

by our choice of ζ = ζ(ǫ,M) from Definition 10.

We remark that there is a trivial bound of
(
m
t

)
on the number of paths. The more careful bound of

nt

⌊t/2⌋! is crucial in the above analysis.

Proposition 20 (Bound on ǫ̂: Random Order Setting). Let ∆ be sufficiently large and suppose G is

a graph on n ≤ 2∆/N vertices, where N is given in Definition 10. Let ǫ > 0 and suppose that φR is

balanced with respect to (G, σ). Then the phase counter function φR is ζ-error controlled provided that

ζ ≤ ζ(ǫ, 0).

Proof. Recall that under φR, the phase counters φR
i (v) for all v ∈ V are updated in lockstep. Conse-

quently, for any edge ej = (u, v), φR
j (u) = φR

j (v). As before, we bound ǫ̂ r(v) by bounding |Pr(v)| in
Proposition 18. Consider a valid path P ∈ Pr(v), where P = (ei1 , · · · , eit). Let (x0, x1, · · · , xt) be the

sequence of vertices such that eij = (xj−1, xj). Recall P has the property that v = x0 and ei1 ∈ T≤r(v)

and for all 1 ≤ k < t, we have, φR
ik
(xik ) > φR

ik+1
(xik ). In other words, each eik+1

arrives in an earlier

phase of xk than eik . Under φR the phase-partition for all vertices is the same so there is an associated

unique phase, rk associated to eik and r1 > r2 > · · · > rt. So, we count the number of paths by first

picking ri’s and then fixing the edges themselves. The number of ways of picking ri’s is at most
(
b
t

)
. Now

we show how to inductively choose eik ’s. The number of ways of choosing ei1 after one has fixed r1, is
2∆
b (by the definition of balance property in Definition 12). Having fixed edge eij and rj+1 the number

of ways of picking eij+1 is at most 2∆
b . Thus, we have, by Proposition 18,

ǫ̂ r(v) ≤ ζ

b∑

t=0

(
5

∆ǫ2

)t(
b

t

)(
2∆

b

)t

≤ ζ

b∑

t=0

(
b

t

)(
10

bǫ2

)t

= ζ

(
1 +

10

bǫ2

)b

≤ ζe(
10
ǫ2
)
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≤ ǫ3

10

where the last inequality follows from our choice of ζ(ǫ, 0) in Definition 10 and using the fact that

ζ ≤ ζ(ǫ, 0).

4 Background on martingales and supermartingales

In this section we review needed definitions and facts about martingales and supermartingales including

Freedman’s concentration inequality. We also state a Lemma that bounds the probability that several

related supermartingales all deviate significantly from their expectation, which we prove using Freedman’s

inequality.

As in the previous section, we consider a random process which determines a sequence {Si} where

Si represents the history of the process through time i. Suppose {Yi} is a sequence of random variables

such that Yi is determined by Si.

• {Yi} is a martingale with respect to {Si} provided that

E[Yi | Si−1] = Yi−1.

• {Yi} is a supermartingale with respect to {Si} provided that

E[Yi | Si−1] ≤ Yi−1.

Suppose {Di} is also a sequence of random variables where Di is determined by Si.

• {Di} is a martingale difference sequence with respect to {Si} provided that

E[Di | Si−1] = 0.

• {Di} is a supermartingale difference sequence with respect to {Si} provided that

E[Di | Si−1] ≤ 0.

For any martingale (resp. supermartingale) difference sequence {Di}, the sequence of sums {Yi =∑i
j=1 Dj} form a martingale (resp. supermartingale). Conversely, for any martingale (resp. super-

martingale) {Yi}, the differences {Di = Yi − Yi−1} form a martingale (resp. supermartingale) difference

sequence.

We make the following observation about properties of difference sequences that will be useful later

on:

Observation 21. Let {Di} be a martingale difference sequence with respect to {Si}.

(a) For any ℓ < i, conditioning on Si−1 fixes Dℓ, so we have

E[DℓDi | Si−1] = Dℓ(Si−1)E[Di | Si−1] = 0.

(b) More generally, let {βi} be a sequence of random variables where βi is determined by Si−1. Then

the sequence {βiDi} is also a martingale difference sequence with respect to {Si}:

E[βiDi | Si−1] = βi(Si−1)E[Di | Si−1] = 0.

We say that {βiDi} is derived from the martingale {Di} and refer to βi as the coefficient sequence

for the derived martingale. We emphasize that the coefficients here are themselves random variables.

In this paper, the difference sequences that we consider are indexed by the time steps of the process

(corresponding to the edges of the graph) and we will associate a β sequence to each vertex, where the
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β-sequence associated to v is nonzero only on the edges that touch v. For our results, we will need

to show that certain derived supermartingales associated with particular vertices are unlikely to exceed

their expected value by too much. The well-known Azuma-Hoeffding bound provides bounds of this type

where the bound (on the probability of too large a value) degrades inversely with
∑

i λ
2
i where λi is a

bound on the ith difference Di. Unfortunately, in our applications the bounds on the individual Di are

not sufficient to get a good bound from Azuma-Hoeffding, which does not allow us to take advantage of

the situation we have where most of the Di are 0, but we don’t know which ones in advance. Instead

we use a variant of Azuma-Hoeffding due to Freedman that is well-suited for analyzing processes whose

evolution is partially controlled by an adversary (which for us is Builder). In Freedman’s theorem one

considers the auxiliary sequence Vi = Var(Di | Si−1), which is the variance of Di conditioned on Si−1.

Note that Vi is itself a random variable and Freedman’s theorem applies in situations when
∑

i Vi can be

bounded above with probability 1. (Actually, Freedman’s theorem applies even if the bound on
∑

i Vi

fails with small probability, but we only need a simplified version where
∑

i Vi is always bounded.)

Lemma 22. [Fre75, Theorem 4.1] Suppose {Yi} is a supermartingale with respect to {Si} and its

corresponding difference sequence {Di} satisfies |Di| ≤ D for all i. Let Vi = Var(Di | Si−1) and

Wi =
∑

j≤i Vj , and suppose Wm ≤ b with probability 1. Then

Pr [Ym ≥ Y0 + δ] ≤ exp

(
− δ2

2(D · δ/3 + b)

)
.

In the next section we will use Lemma 22 to bound the probability that the derived supermartin-

gale associated to a vertex gets too large. This bound is stated in the first part of the Lemma below.

Additionally, there will be times we want to show that for a set of C vertices, v1, ..., vC , the derived

supermartingales associated to each of those vertices cannot all become too large at once. In particular,

we would like to show that the probability of this occurring decays exponentially in C. Note that if we

were guaranteed that the edges adjacent to each of the vk were disjoint and arrived contiguously - that is,

if we could partition the difference sequence {Di}mi=1 into C sequences {Di}m1

i=1, ..., {Di}mC

i=mC−1+1 such

that the derived supermartingale associated to vk was nonzero only on {Di}mk

i=mk−1+1 - then we could get

this result by iteratively applying Lemma 22, since conditioned on the value of {Di}mk−1

i=1 , the sequence

{Di}mk

i=mk−1+1 is still a difference sequence. However, in our case, the arrival times of the edges for the

different vertices can be interleaved, and even intersect. Nevertheless, we manage to provide a general

sufficient condition for a similar conclusion to hold.

Lemma 23. Suppose {Di}ti=1 is a martingale difference sequence with respect to {Si} such that |Di| ≤ 1

for all i and let α, a,∆ be positive real numbers where ∆ is sufficiently large (depending on a and α).

(a) Suppose {βi}ti=1 is a coefficient sequence where βi depends only on Si−1 and such that with prob-

ability 1,
∑t

i=1 |βi| ≤ ∆ and |βi| ≤ a for all i. Then:

Pr

[
∑

i

βiDi ≥ α∆

]
≤ exp

(
−α4∆

128a

)
.

(b) Suppose that for each k ∈ {1, . . . , C}, {βk
i }ti=1 is a coefficient sequence where βk

i depends only

on Si−1 and such that with probability 1,
∑t

i=1 |βk
i | ≤ ∆ for all k. Suppose further that with

probability 1, for all i ∈ {1, . . . , t}, ∑C
k=1 |βk

i | ≤ a. Then:

Pr

[
∀k,
∑

i

βk
i Di ≥ α∆

]
≤ exp

(
−Cα4∆

128a

)
.

The key thing to note about the conclusion is that for α, ∆ and a fixed, the probability upper bound

shrinks exponentially with C. The first part of the Lemma is just the case C = 1 of the second part; we

stated it separately to help the reader to digest the lemma statement, and also because the special case

C = 1 will be applied twice in what follows.
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Proof of Lemma 23. The proof is obtained by applying Lemma 22 to a single random sequence {Yj} that

is constructed from {Di} and all C coefficient sequences. Let Y0 = 0, and j ∈ {1, . . . , t} let:

Yj =
C∑

k=1






∑

i≤j

βk
i Di




2

−
∑

i≤j

(βk
i )

2


 .

If it is the case that for all k, |∑t
i=1 β

k
i Di| ≥ α∆ then:

Yt =

C∑

k=1






∑

i≤t

βk
i Di




2

−
∑

i≤t

(βk
i )

2


 ≥ Cα2∆2 − C∆a ≥ Cα2∆2

2
,

for ∆ sufficiently large and therefore:

Pr

[
∀k,
∑

i

βk
i Di ≥ α∆

]
≤ Pr

[
Yt ≥

Cα2∆2

2

]
,

so it suffices to bound the probability on the right. We first show that {Yj} is a supermartingale. Defining

{Zj} to be the difference sequence associated to {Yj}, we have

Zj =

C∑

k=1


(βk

j )
2D2

j + 2(βk
j )Dj

∑

i<j

βk
i Di − (βk

j )
2


 .

To see that {Yj} is a supermartingale, note that by Observation 21, for any ℓ < i,

E[DℓDi | Si−1] = Dℓ E[Di | Si−1] = 0.

Furthermore, since |Di| ≤ 1 for all i, we have E[D2
i | Si−1] ≤ 1. Therefore, for any 1 ≤ j ≤ t, we have

E[Yj − Yj−1 | Sj−1] = E[Zj | Sj−1] =

C∑

k=1


(βk

j )
2
E[D2

j | Sj−1] + 2βk
j

∑

i<j

βk
i E[DjDi | Sj−1]− (βk

j )
2




=
C∑

k=1

(βk
j )

2
(
E[D2

j | Sj−1]− 1
)

≤ 0,

which shows that {Yj} is indeed a supermartingale. We now will use Lemma 22 to upper bound the

indicated probability. For this, we must bound the variance sums {Wj} of {Yj} and the absolute values

of the associated difference sequences {Zi}. Note:

|Zj | ≤
C∑

k=1

∣∣∣∣∣∣
(βk

j )
2D2

j + 2βk
jDj

∑

i<j

βk
i Di − (βk

j )
2

∣∣∣∣∣∣

≤
C∑

k=1


2|βk

j |2 + 2|βk
j |
∑

i<j

|βk
i |


 (since |Di| ≤ 1)

=

C∑

k=1

2|βk
j |


∑

i≤j

|βk
i |




≤ 2∆
C∑

k=1

|βk
j | (since

∑

i

|βk
i | ≤ ∆)

≤ 2∆a (since
∑

k

|βk
i | ≤ a)
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Thus,

Vj = Var(Zj | Sj−1) ≤ E[Z2
j | Sj−1] ≤ 2∆a

C∑

k=1

4∆|βk
j | = 8∆2a

C∑

k=1

|βk
j |

which tells us

Wt ≤
∑

j

Vj ≤
∑

j

8∆2a

C∑

k=1

|βk
j | = 8∆2a

C∑

k=1

∑

j

|βk
j | ≤ 8∆2a

C∑

k=1

∆ ≤ 8aC∆3

Then Lemma 22 tells us that,

Pr

[
Yt ≥

Cα2∆2

2

]
≤ exp

(
− C2α4∆4

4 · (Cα2a∆3 + 16aC∆3)

)

≤ exp

(
−Cα4∆

128a

)
.

5 Well-Behaved Colorings

5.1 Some Martingales Difference Sequences

Our main goal in this section will be to define the martingale difference sequences we will be consider-

ing. Recall that we are viewing the progression of the algorithm as a filtered probability space with Si

representing the space of partial colorings of the first i edges to arrive. We first introduce the random

variables which will form the basis for the difference sequences we track throughout the course of the

algorithm. All of the quantities defined below for an edge ei will be set to 0 by default if ei is null or we

are unable to color ei.

Definition 24 (Collision Variables). The following random variables relate to the collisions experienced

by algorithm A′. For a non-null edge ei = (u, v)

• Zi is defined to be 1 if ei is in a collision and then successfully colored, and is 0 otherwise. Thus

Zi = 1 provided that there is a collision at ei (i.e., the preliminary color is not valid) and Fi−1(u)∩
Fi−1(v) 6= ∅.

• qi = E[Zi | Si−1]. If Fi−1(u) ∩ Fi−1(v) = ∅ this is 0. Otherwise:

qi := 1− |Fi−1(u) ∩ Fi−1(v)|
|Ai−1(u) ∩Ai−1(v)|

=
|(Ai−1(u) ∩Ai−1(v)) \ (Fi−1(u) ∩ Fi−1(v))|

|Ai−1(u) ∩ Ai−1(v)|
.

Since the phase counter functions we use are balanced, at most 4∆
b colors from Ai−1(u) ∩ Ai−1(v)

could have been used by the time we color (u, v), which gives us:

qi ≤
|(Ai−1(u) \ Fi−1(u)) ∪ (Ai−1(v) \ Fi−1(v))|

|Ai−1(u) ∩Ai−1(v)|
≤ 4∆

b · |Ai−1(u) ∩ Ai−1(v)|
. (14)

• {Zi − qi}mi=1 is a martingale difference sequence with respect to {Si}, since E[Zi − qi | Si−1] = 0.

Additionally, since Zi, qi ∈ [0, 1], we have for all i,

|Zi − qi| ≤ 1.

The significance of the next set of variables is little more subtle. Recall that our goal is to bound

δr(v, S) :=
|Ar(v) ∩ S|
|Ar(v)| − |S|

(1 + ǫ)∆
,

the error of vertex v with respect to color set S after its rth phase. A natural way to do this would be to

track how often the colors chosen for edges incident to v hit S. However, the probability that the color of

16



an edge (u, v) hits S is highly dependent on the palette of u, which makes it difficult to control δr(v, S)

on its own. Instead we consider a related, and easier to control, quantity: the difference between the

probability of the color of an edge (u, v) hitting S and the indicator for the event. This doesn’t directly

bound δr(v, S), but it does allow us to approximate |Ar(v) ∩ S| in terms of intersections of the form

|Ar′(v′)∩S′| for neighbors v′ of v which - crucially - complete their phase r′ before v completes its phase

r. This will allow us to use an inductive argument to bound δr(v, S) in terms of such δr
′

(v′, S′).

Definition 25 (Difference Variables). Let ei = (u, v) be a non-null edge and S ⊆ Γ.

• Xi(S) is 1 if the preliminary color for ei belongs to S and 0 otherwise.

• Yi(S) is 1 if the final color chosen for ei belongs to S and is 0 otherwise. Note that

|Xi(S)− Yi(S)| ≤ Zi,

since the final color chosen for ei differs from the preliminary color only if there is a collision.

• pi(S) is the probability that the preliminary color chosen for edge ei is in S, conditioned on the

coloring of all previous edges:

pi(S) := E[Xi(S) | Si−1] =
|Ai−1(u) ∩ Ai−1(v) ∩ S|
|Ai−1(u) ∩ Ai−1(v)|

.

• Di(S) = Xi(S)− pi(S). This is a martingale difference sequence with respect to Si since:

E[Di(S) | Si−1] = E[Xi(S)− pi(S) | Si−1] = 0,

• Furthermore if S1, S2, . . . is a sequence of color sets where Si is determined by Si−1 then {Di(Si)}
is also a martingale difference sequence, satisfying

|Di(Si)| = |Xi(Si)− pi(Si)| ≤ 1

for all i.

The following proposition relates the variables above to the error δr(v, S) and motivates the difference

sequences we will define. For a vertex v and phase ℓ, let

T̃ ℓ(v) = {j : j ∈ T ℓ(v) and ej is successfully colored}.

Note that |T̃ ℓ(v)| = |U ℓ(v)| and recall that if ei was not colored, then by definition Zi = Yi(S) = Xi(S) =

Di(S) = pi(S) = 0 for all S.

Proposition 26. For any vertex v, subset of colors S, and phase r of v,

|δr(v, S)| ≤ 1

|Ar(v)|
∑

i∈T≤r(v)

Zi +

∣∣∣∣∣∣

r∑

ℓ=1

1

|Aℓ(v)|
∑

i∈T ℓ(v)

Di(S)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
+

r∑

ℓ=1

1

|Aℓ(v)|
∑

i∈T̃ ℓ(v)

∣∣∣∣pi(S)−
|Aℓ−1(v) ∩ S|
|Aℓ−1(v)|

∣∣∣∣

Proof. From Equation (6),

δℓ(v, S)− δℓ+1(v, S) =
1

|Aℓ+1(v)|

(
|U ℓ+1(v) ∩ S| − |Aℓ(v) ∩ S| · |U

ℓ+1(v)|
|Aℓ(v)|

)
.

By definition δ0(v, S) = 0 and so:

|δr(v, S)| =
∣∣∣∣∣

r∑

ℓ=1

δℓ−1(v, S)− δℓ(v, S)

∣∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣∣

r∑

ℓ=1

1

|Aℓ(v)|

(
|U ℓ(v) ∩ S| − |U ℓ(v)| · |A

ℓ−1(v) ∩ S|
|Aℓ−1(v)|

)∣∣∣∣∣
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=

∣∣∣∣∣∣

r∑

ℓ=1

1

|Aℓ(v)|


 ∑

i∈T ℓ(v)

Yi(S)− |U ℓ(v)| · |A
ℓ−1(v) ∩ S|
|Aℓ−1(v)|



∣∣∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣∣∣

r∑

ℓ=1

1

|Aℓ(v)|


 ∑

i∈T ℓ(v)

(Yi(S)−Xi(S)) +
∑

i∈T ℓ(v)

Xi(S)− |U ℓ(v)| · |A
ℓ−1(v) ∩ S|
|Aℓ−1(v)|



∣∣∣∣∣∣

≤
r∑

ℓ=1

1

|Aℓ(v)|
∑

i∈T ℓ(v)

|Yi(S)−Xi(S)|+

∣∣∣∣∣∣

r∑

ℓ=1

1

|Aℓ(v)|


 ∑

i∈T ℓ(v)

Xi(S)− |U ℓ(v)| · |A
ℓ−1(v) ∩ S|
|Aℓ−1(v)|



∣∣∣∣∣∣

≤
r∑

ℓ=1

1

|Aℓ(v)|
∑

i∈T ℓ(v)

Zi +

∣∣∣∣∣∣

r∑

ℓ=1

1

|Aℓ(v)|



∑

i∈T ℓ(v)

(Xi(S)− pi(S)) +
∑

i∈T ℓ(v)

pi(S)− |U ℓ(v)| · |A
ℓ−1(v) ∩ S|
|Aℓ−1(v)|



∣∣∣∣∣∣

=

r∑

ℓ=1

1

|Aℓ(v)|
∑

i∈T ℓ(v)

Zi +

∣∣∣∣∣∣

r∑

ℓ=1

1

|Aℓ(v)|



∑

i∈T ℓ(v)

Di(S) +
∑

i∈T̃ ℓ(v)

(
pi(S)−

|Aℓ−1(v) ∩ S|
|Aℓ−1(v)|

)

∣∣∣∣∣∣

≤ 1

|Ar(v)|
∑

i∈T≤r(v)

Zi +

∣∣∣∣∣∣

r∑

ℓ=1

1

|Aℓ(v)|
∑

i∈T ℓ(v)

Di(S)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
+

r∑

ℓ=1

1

|Aℓ(v)|
∑

i∈T̃ ℓ(v)

∣∣∣∣pi(S)−
|Aℓ−1(v) ∩ S|
|Aℓ−1(v)|

∣∣∣∣ .

5.2 Bad Events

In this section, we will define certain bad events for the run of the algorithm. These bad events are

that some “error quantities” associated with the algorithm grow too large. These bad events, and their

likelihood of occurring will be defined in terms of parameters in Definition 10. Note that our parameters

vary depending on the random-order or dense case. In particular, in the dense case they depend on M .

We now identify three bad events, each associated with one of the three summands in Proposition 26.

If none of them occur, we say that the resulting coloring is well-behaved. In this section we show that

the coloring is very likely to be well-behaved. In the next section we show that in the two situations (an

oblivious strategy that uses an arbitrary graph and random order, or an adaptively chosen dense graph)

a well-behaved coloring will not have any uncolored edges.

The reader is reminded that various technical parameters are collected in Definition 10. The key

parameter in this section is α.

The first type of bad event will occur if there are too many collisions at a particular vertex. This

event corresponds directly to the first summand in Proposition 26.

Definition 27 (Too Many Collisions, W(v)). Given a vertex v, the bad event W(v) occurs if there exists

a j ∈ {1, . . . ,m} such that: ∑

i∈T (v),i≤j

(Zi − qi) > α∆.

The second type of bad event relates to the second summation in Proposition 26. As mentioned

earlier, we can’t hope to say that the summation is suitably small for all choices of S and v but it will

be enough that for all S it is small for all but constantly many v.

Definition 28 (Too many S-atypical vertices, B(S)). For a vertex v and color set S, we say that v is

S-atypical if there is a v-phase 1 ≤ r ≤ b such that:

∣∣∣∣∣∣

r∑

ℓ=1

1

|Aℓ(v)|
∑

i∈T ℓ(v)

Di(S)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
>

α

ǫ

Let B(S) be the set of S-atypical vertices. We say that the bad event B(S) occurs if |B(S)| ≥ C.

(Here α and C are as given in Definition 10.)
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The final family of bad events helps track |Fi(u) ∩ Fi(v)| for an edge e = (u, v). This will ultimately

be used to show that no edge runs out of colors.

Definition 29 (Too Much Drift at a pair of vertices, D(u, v)). Given a pair of vertices u, v, let Si =

Fi(u) ∩ Fi(v) be the set of colors free at both u and v at time i. Then, the bad event D(u, v) occurs if,
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

i∈T (u)∪T (v)
j1≤i≤j2

Di(Si)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
> α∆

for any 1 ≤ j1 ≤ j2 ≤ m.

Next we will bound the probability of too many bad events occurring to show that the algorithm

succeeds with high probability.

Definition 30 (Well-behaved Coloring). We say that a coloring is well-behaved if:

(a) There are no vertices v such that W(v) occurs.

(b) There are no sets S such that B(S) occurs.

(c) There are no pairs of vertices u, v such that D(u, v) occurs.

Lemma 31. If n ≤ 2
∆
N , then with probability at least 1 − exp

(
−α4∆

1000

)
, the events Definition 30(a)-(c)

do not occur, and consequently, the coloring is well-behaved.

We emphasize that this Lemma applies even for adaptive adversaries, and to sparse graphs, provided

that ∆ ≥ N log(n).

Proof. We show that the coloring is well-behaved by enumerating over each of the conditions (a)-(c), and

bounding the probability they fail.

(a) Fix a vertex v and time 1 ≤ j ≤ m. Apply the first part of Lemma 23 with

βi =

{
1 i ∈ T (v), i ≤ j

0 otherwise
.

Since the event that i ∈ T (v) depends only on Si−1, the same holds for βi. We have |βi| ≤ 1 and∑ |βi| ≤ |T (v)| ≤ ∆, Applying the first part of Lemma 23 we obtain:

Pr




∑

i∈T (v),i≤j

(Zi − qi) > α∆


 = Pr

[
m∑

i=1

βi(Zi − qi) > α∆

]
≤ exp

(
−α4∆

128

)
.

Taking a union bound over at most m ≤ n∆ ≤ ∆ · 2∆
N choices for j, we see that

Pr [W(v) occurs] ≤ ∆ · 2∆
N · exp

(
−α4∆

128

)

for any vertex v. Then taking a union bound over at most 2
∆
N vertices, we get

Pr [∃v s.t. W(v) occurs] ≤ ∆ · 2 2∆
N · exp

(
−α4∆

128

)
.

≤ exp

(
−α4∆

128
+

2∆

N
+ ln∆

)
.

≤ exp

(
−α4∆

500

)
,

for ∆ sufficiently large, using N ≥ C = 2000
α4 in the last line.
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(b) Fix a set S of colors and set v1, ..., vC of C vertices. By definition if v1, ..., vC are all S-atypical,

then for each k ∈ {1, . . . , C} there is a vk-phase rk ∈ {1, . . . , b} such that:
∣∣∣∣∣∣

rk∑

ℓ=1

1

|Aℓ(vk)|
∑

i∈T ℓ(vk)

Di(S)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
>

α

ǫ

We can think of this sum as having the form
∑

i≥1 β
k
i Di(S) where

βk
i =

{
1

|Aφi(vk)(vk)|
if i ∈ T≤rk(vk)

0 otherwise,

and then we might hope to apply Lemma 23. However, the lemma requires that βk
i be determined

by Si−1 and that is not the case here because |Aφi(v)(v)| depends on the number of edges incident on

v through the end of v-phase φi(v) (and whether they are colored or not) and this is not determined

by Si−1.

We address this by constructing a family of fixed coefficient sequences which is large enough that

one of them agrees with the above coefficient sequence. Now for each choice of C fixed coefficient

sequences (one for each vertex) we will apply Lemma 23, and then take a union bound over all

such choices.

We note that all of the above coefficients are of the form 1/|Aℓ(v)| where |Aℓ(v)| is an integer

between ǫ∆ and (1 + ǫ)∆. Thus if v1, ..., vC are all S-atypical, then for each k ∈ {1, . . . , C} there

is a vk-phase 1 ≤ rk ≤ b and for each ℓ between 1 and b there is an integer sℓk ∈ [ǫ∆, (1 + ǫ)∆] such

that: ∣∣∣∣∣∣

rk∑

ℓ=1

∆ǫ

sℓk

∑

i∈T ℓ(vk)

Di(S)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
> α∆

Consider a fixed choice of rk and sℓk : 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ b, k ∈ {1, . . . , C}.
For each k ∈ {1, . . . , C}, define the coefficient sequence βk by

βk
i =





ǫ∆
sℓ
k

i ∈ T ℓ(vk) with ℓ ≤ rk

0 otherwise
.

As before, {i ∈ T ℓ(vk)} is determined by φi(v), which is determined by Si−1, so the same holds

for βk
i . Then, since for all ℓ, k,

∣∣∣ ǫ∆sℓ
k

∣∣∣ ≤ 1, for all i,
∑

k |βk
i | ≤ |{vk : i ∈ T (vk)}| ≤ 2, and for all k,

∑
i |βk

i | ≤ |T (vk)| ≤ ∆, taking a = 2 in Lemma 23 gives us

Pr

[
∀k ∈ {1, . . . , C}

∑

i

βk
i Di > α∆

]
≤ exp

(
−Cα4∆

256

)
.

This time we take a union bound over at most bC choices of rk for each vertex and at most

(∆ + 1)bC ≤ 2bC∆bC choices of {sℓk} to get

Pr [For all k, vk is S-atypical] ≤ bC ·∆bC · 2bC · exp
(
−Cα4∆

256

)
.

Taking another union bound over at most
(
n
C

)
≤ 2

C∆
N sets of C vertices and 2(1+ǫ)∆ sets S gives us

Pr [∃S, v1, ..., vC s.t. vk is S-atypical ∀k] ≤ 2(1+ǫ)∆ · 2C∆
N

+bC · bC ·∆bC · exp
(
−Cα4∆

256

)

≤ exp

(
−Cα4∆

128
+ 2∆+

C∆

N
+ bC + bC ln∆ + C ln b

)

≤ exp (−∆) ,

for ∆ sufficiently large, since C = 2000
α4 and N ≥ 400C.
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(c) Fix u, v ∈ V and 1 ≤ j1 ≤ j2 ≤ m. Define the sequence β by:

βi =

{
1 i ∈ T (u) ∪ T (v), j1 ≤ i ≤ j2

0 otherwise
.

Then, since the event {i ∈ T (u)∪T (v)} depends only on Si−1, |βi| ≤ 1, and
∑ |βi| ≤ |T (u)∪T (v)| ≤

2∆, the first part of Lemma 23 with a = 1 gives us:

Pr




∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

i∈T (u)∪T (v)
j1≤i≤j2

Di(Si)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
> α∆


 ≤ exp

(
− (α/2)4∆

128

)
.

Taking a union bound over at most (n∆)2 ≤ n4 ≤ 2
4∆
N choices for j1, j2 gives us

Pr [D(u, v) occurs] ≤ 2
4∆
N · exp

(
−α4∆

512

)
.

Taking another union bound over at most n2 ≤ 2
2∆
N vertex pairs gives us

Pr [∃u, v s.t. D(u, v) occurs] ≤ 2
6∆
N · exp

(
−α4∆

512

)

≤ exp

(
−α4∆

512
+

4∆

N

)

≤ exp

(
−α2∆

800

)

for ∆ sufficiently large, where in the last line we used N ≥ 400C = 800000
α4 .

Thus, for ∆ sufficiently large, our total probability of a bad event occurring is at most

exp

(
−α2∆

500

)
+ exp (−∆) + exp

(
−α4∆

800

)
≤ exp

(
−α4∆

1000

)
.

6 Main Lemma

We begin with a brief summary of what we’ve shown so far and what remains to be shown. For the dense

case with a fixed adaptive adversary, we are given a constant M such that n ≤ ∆
M . We run the game A′

using the phase-counter φD, which, by Proposition 19 is ζ(ǫ,M)-error controlled. Since n ≤ ∆
M ≤ 2∆/N

(for ∆ sufficiently large), Lemma 31 implies that the coloring produced by A′ is well-behaved with high

probability.

Similarly, if n ≤ 2
∆
N , then by Lemma 14, with high probability, for uniformly chosen ordering σ, φR

is balanced with respect to (G, σ). Conditioned on φR being balanced with respect to (G, σ), guarantees

us that by Proposition 20, φR is ζ(ǫ, 0)-controlled. Finally, in this case also Lemma 31 tells us that the

coloring produced by A′ is well-behaved with high probability.

In this final section, we will show that if the coloring produced by A′ is well-behaved and φ is a phase

partition counter with ζ-controlled error, then A′ must have successfully produced a proper coloring of

G. We do this by inductively showing that vertices are good according to the following definition. In this

definition, and all following definitions in this section, we will assume that we are given (G, σ) with its

corresponding phase counter φ and parameter ζ as defined above, we will denote ǫ̂ζ simply as ǫ̂.

Definition 32 (Good Vertices). A vertex v is good for S during its rth phase if

|δr−1(v, S)| ≤ ǫ̂ r−1(v) ·∆
|Ar−1(v)| .
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Note that in this definition we say v is good with respect to S during phase r rather than r − 1,

because the palette for v used during phase r is Ar−1(v).

Lemma 33 (Main Lemma). Let ζ > 0, let phase partition counter {φi}mi=1 be balanced and have ζ-

controlled error with respect to the ordered graph (G, σ). If the coloring is well-behaved and for all

vertex phase pairs (v, r), for all color sets S, if v is an S-typical vertex, then v is good for S during its

rth phase.

We will prove this lemma by induction on the pairs (v, r) according to the order ≺ and by bounding

each of the three summands in Proposition 26. The next two propositions relate these terms to the error

terms.

Proposition 34. For any set S ⊆ Γ, and any i with ei = (u, v), φi(u) = s, and φi(v) = r, the preliminary

color set Ai−1(u) ∩ Ai−1(v) = As−1(u) ∩ Ar−1(v), satisfies

∣∣As−1(u) ∩Ar−1(v)
∣∣ ≥ ǫ2∆

1 + ǫ
−
∣∣δs−1(u,Ar−1(v))

∣∣ |As−1(u)|.

Proof. By the definition of δs−1(u) in (3) and the fact that |Ar−1(v)| is always at least ǫ∆,

|As−1(u) ∩Ar−1(v)| = |As−1(u)||Ar−1(v)|
(1 + ǫ)∆

+ δs−1(u,Ar−1(v)) · |As−1(u)|

≥ ǫ2∆

1 + ǫ
− |δs−1(u,Ar−1(v))||As−1(u)|,

Note that this bounds the preliminary colors available to ei = (u, v) in terms of δs−1(u, S). Next we

establish bounds on qi and pi(S) if we know that u is good with respect to Ar−1(v) and Ar−1(v) ∩ S

during its phase s.

Proposition 35. For ζ > 0, let phase partition counter {φi}mi=1 be balanced and have ζ-controlled error

with respect to the ordered graph (G, σ). Let ei = (u, v), φi(u) = s, and φi(v) = r. For any set S, if u is

good for both Ar−1(v) and Ar−1(v) ∩ S during its sth phase, then:

(a) The number of colors available to edge ei is not too low, that is,

|As−1(u) ∩ Ar−1(v)| ≥ 2ǫ2∆

5

(b) The probability of a collision is low:

qi ≤
α

4

(c) The probability that the preliminary color chosen for edge ei hits S is close to what we would expect

if the color was chosen randomly from Ar−1(v):

∣∣∣∣pi(S)−
|Ar−1(v) ∩ S|
|Ar−1(v)|

∣∣∣∣ ≤
5ǫ̂ s−1(u)

ǫ2
.

Proof. For the first part:

|As−1(u) ∩ Ar−1(v)| ≥ ǫ2∆

1 + ǫ
− |δs−1(u,Ar−1(v))||As−1(u)| (From Proposition 34)

≥ ǫ2∆

1 + ǫ
− ǫ̂ s−1(u)∆ (Since u is good for Ar−1(v) during phase s)

≥ ǫ2∆

1 + ǫ
− ǫ3∆

10
(By Definition 16 since {φi}mi=1 is error-controlled)

≥ 2ǫ2∆

5
(Since ǫ < 1.)
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Using this, (14), and the definition of b from Definition 10:

qi ≤
4∆

b · |As−1(u) ∩Ar−1(v)| ≤
10

bǫ2
≤ α

4
,

For the last part, again by (3), for any color set T :

|As−1(u) ∩ T | = δs−1(u, T ) · |As−1(u)|+ |As−1(u)||T |
(1 + ǫ)∆

,

so

pi(S)−
|Ar−1(v) ∩ S|
|Ar−1(v)| =

|As−1(u) ∩ Ar−1(v) ∩ S|
|As−1(u) ∩ Ar−1(v)| − |Ar−1(v) ∩ S|

|Ar−1(v)|

=
|As−1(u) ∩ Ar−1(v) ∩ S||Ar−1(v)| − |Ar−1(v) ∩ S||As−1(u) ∩ Ar−1(v)|

|As−1(u) ∩Ar−1(v)||Ar−1(v)|

=
|As−1(u)|

[(
|Ar−1(v)∩S|

(1+ǫ)∆ + δs−1(u,Ar−1(v) ∩ S)
)
|Ar−1(v)| − |Ar−1(v) ∩ S|

(
|Ar−1(v)|
(1+ǫ)∆ + δs−1(u,Ar−1(v))

)]

|As−1(u) ∩Ar−1(v)||Ar−1(v)|

=
|As−1(u)|

(
δs−1(u,Ar−1(v) ∩ S)|Ar−1(v)| − |Ar−1(v) ∩ S|δs−1(u,Ar−1(v))

)

|As−1(u) ∩ Ar−1(v)||Ar−1(v)| .

Taking the absolute value, we get,

∣∣∣∣pi(S)−
|Ar−1(v) ∩ S|
|Ar−1(v)|

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∣
|As−1(u)|

(
δs−1(u,Ar−1(v) ∩ S) · |Ar−1(v)| − |Ar−1(v) ∩ S| · δs−1(u,Ar−1(v))

)

|As−1(u) ∩ Ar−1(v)||Ar−1(v)|

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ |As−1(u)|
(
|δs−1(u,Ar−1(v) ∩ S)| · |Ar−1(v)|+ |Ar−1(v) ∩ S| · |δs−1(u,Ar−1(v))|

)

|As−1(u) ∩ Ar−1(v)| · |Ar−1(v)|

≤ |As−1(u)|
(
|δs−1(u,Ar−1(v) ∩ S)|+ |δs−1(u,Ar−1(v))|

)

|As−1(u) ∩ Ar−1(v)|

≤ 2ǫ̂ s−1(u)∆

2ǫ2∆/5
=

5ǫ̂ s−1(u)

ǫ2
,

where the final inequality uses the first part and the assumption that u is good for Ar−1(v) and Ar−1(v)∩S
during phase r.

We now turn to the proof of the main lemma.

Proof of Main Lemma. Assume the coloring is well-behaved. We proceed by induction on vertex-phase

pairs. First note that since δ0(v, S) = 0 by definition, we know that for all vertices v and sets S, v is

good for S during its 1st phase. Now, for any pair (v, r) with 1 ≤ r < b, we would like to show that for

any set S such that v is S-typical, v is good for S during its (r + 1)th phase.

Since we proceed to by strong induction on the vertex-phase pair, we fix (v, r) and suppose that for

any (u, s) ≺ (v, r) and any set S′ such that u is S′-typical. Then our induction hypothesis states that u

is good for S′ during its (s + 1)th phase. Consider any S such that v is S-typical. Since we know the

coloring is well-behaved, we know that for any phase ℓ ≤ r of v, |B(Aℓ−1(v))|, |B(Aℓ−1(v) ∩ S)| ≤ C

(recall Definition 28). Let

T ℓ
B(v) = {i ∈ T ℓ(v) : ei − v ∈ B(Aℓ−1(v)) ∪B(Aℓ−1(v) ∩ S)},

so that |T ℓ
B(v)| ≤ 2C. Then, for any i ∈ T ℓ(v) \ T ℓ

B(v), with u = ei − v and φi(u) = s + 1, lasts(u) <

i ≤ last
r(v), so (u, s) ≺ (v, r). Thus, by the inductive hypothesis, since u is both Aℓ−1(v)-typical and

(Aℓ−1(v) ∩ S)-typical, u must be good for both Aℓ−1(v) and Aℓ−1(v) ∩ S during its (s+ 1)th phase.

Recall that by Proposition 26,

|δr(v, S)| ≤ 1

|Ar(v)|
∑

i∈T≤r(v)

Zi +

∣∣∣∣∣∣

r∑

ℓ=1

1

|Aℓ(v)|
∑

i∈T ℓ(v)

Di(S)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
+

r∑

ℓ=1

1

|Aℓ(v)|
∑

i∈T̃ ℓ(v)

∣∣∣∣pi(S)−
|Aℓ−1(v) ∩ S|
|Aℓ−1(v)|

∣∣∣∣ .
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Since the coloring is well-behaved, we know that W(v) does not occur, and therefore,

∑

i∈T≤r(v)

Zi − qi ≤ α∆.

By Proposition 35,

∑

i∈T≤r(v)

Zi ≤ α∆+
∑

ℓ≤r

∑

i∈T ℓ(v)\T ℓ
B
(v)

qi +
∑

ℓ≤r

∑

i∈T ℓ
B
(v)

qi

≤ α∆+
∑

ℓ≤r

∑

i∈T ℓ(v)\T ℓ
B
(v)

α

4
+
∑

ℓ≤r

∑

i∈T ℓ
B
(v)

1

≤ α∆+
α∆

4
+ 2bC

≤ 2α∆. (15)

Furthermore, since v is S-typical, we are guaranteed that

∣∣∣∣∣∣

r∑

ℓ=1

1

|Aℓ(v)|
∑

i∈T ℓ(v)

Di(S)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ α

ǫ
≤ α∆(1 + ǫ)

ǫ · |Ar(v)| .

Finally, again by Proposition 35,

r∑

ℓ=1

1

|Aℓ(v)|
∑

i∈T̃ ℓ(v)

∣∣∣∣pi(S)−
|Aℓ−1(v) ∩ S|
|Aℓ−1(v)|

∣∣∣∣

=

r∑

ℓ=1

1

|Aℓ(v)|
∑

i∈T̃ ℓ(v)\T ℓ
B
(v)

∣∣∣∣pi(S)−
|Aℓ−1(v) ∩ S|
|Aℓ−1(v)|

∣∣∣∣+
r∑

ℓ=1

1

|Aℓ(v)|
∑

i∈T̃ ℓ(v)∩T ℓ
B
(v)

∣∣∣∣pi(S)−
|Aℓ−1(v) ∩ S|
|Aℓ−1(v)|

∣∣∣∣

=

r∑

ℓ=1

1

|Aℓ(v)|
∑

i∈T̃ ℓ(v)\T ℓ
B(v)

s=φ(ei−v)−1

5ǫ̂ s(ei − v)

ǫ2
+

r∑

ℓ=1

1

|Aℓ(v)|
∑

i∈T̃ ℓ(v)∩T ℓ
B
(v)

1

≤ 1

|Ar(v)|


2bC +

∑

i∈T≤r(v)
s=φ(ei−v)−1

5ǫ̂ s(ei − v)

ǫ2




Combining this gives us

|δr(v, S)| ≤ 1

|Ar(v)|


2α∆+

1 + ǫ

ǫ
α∆+ 2bC +

5

ǫ2

∑

i∈T≤r(v)
s=φ(ei−v)−1

ǫ̂ s(ei − v)




≤ ∆

|Ar(v)|


ζ +

5

ǫ2∆

∑

i∈T≤r(v)
s=φ(ei−v)−1

ǫ̂ s(ei − v)


 =

ǫ̂ r(v)∆

|Ar(v)| ,

where the second inequality holds because 2α+ 1+ǫ
ǫ α+ 2bC

∆ ≤ 5
ǫα ≤ ζ, for ∆ sufficiently large.

Finally, we use the main lemma to show that in a well-behaved coloring, no edge could have been left

uncolored.

Corollary 36. For ζ > 0, let phase partition counter φ = {φi}mi=1 have ζ-controlled error with respect

to the ordered graph (G, σ). If φ is balanced with respect to (G, σ) and the coloring produced by the A′

is well-behaved, then no edge is left uncolored.
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Proof. Suppose for contradiction that there is an edge e = (u, v) and time i such that Fi(u) ∩ Fi(v) = ∅.
Let Sj = Fj−1(u)∩Fj−1(v) and et be the edge adjacent to u or v that uses up the last color in Ft−1(u)∩
Ft−1(v) = St. This gives us |S1| ≥ |S2| ≥ ... ≥ |St| = 1 and |St+1| = 0. Let R = {k ∈ T (u)∪T (v) : k ≤ t}
be the set of arrival times of edges adjacent to either u or v and define the partition {Rj} of R to be

R0 = {k ∈ R : |Sk| ≥ ǫ2∆
2 } and for j ≥ 1,

Rj =

{
k ∈ R :

ǫ2∆

2j+1
≤ |Sk| <

ǫ2∆

2j

}

Note that |⋃j Rj | ≤ |T (u)∪T (v)| ≤ 2∆. We will derive a contradiction by establishing lower bounds

on the size of each Rj , and show their sum exceeds 2∆. Since S1 = (1 + ǫ)∆, |Si| can drop below ǫ2∆/2

only after at least (1 + ǫ− ǫ2/2)∆ edges incident on u or v have arrived, we have

|R0| ≥ (1 + ǫ− ǫ2/2)∆. (16)

Claim 37. For each j ≥ 1, |Rj | ≥ ǫ2∆
8 − 7α∆2j−2

Proof. Since the coloring is well-behaved, for each 1 ≤ r ≤ b, |B(Ar(u))|, |B(Ar(v))| ≤ C, so if we let

RB =

{
k ∈ R : k ∈

b⋃

r=1

(B(Ar(u)) ∪B(Ar(v)))

}
,

we have |RB| ≤ 2bC. Then, since 0 ≤ Zi, qi ≤ 1 for all i and W(v),W(u) didn’t occur, we have by

Proposition 35

∑

i∈R

Zi ≤
∑

i∈T (u),i≤t

Zi +
∑

i∈T (v),i≤t

Zi

≤ 2α∆+
∑

i∈T (u),i≤t

qi +
∑

i∈T (v),i≤t

qi (From Definition 30(a) and Lemma 31)

≤ 2α∆+ 2
∑

i∈R

qi (From definition of R)

≤ 2α∆+ 2
∑

i∈R\RB

qi + 2
∑

i∈RB

qi

≤ 2α∆+ 4∆ · α
4
+ 4bC (From Proposition 35(b))

≤ 4α∆.

Note that since Zi ∈ [0, 1] for all i, this means that for any R′ ⊆ R,
∑

i∈R′ Zi ≤ 4α∆.

Similarly, since D(u, v) did not occur, and the sets Rj are intersections of T (u) ∪ T (v) with intervals

we have for all j,

∑

i∈Rj

Xi(Si) ≤

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

i∈Rj

pi(Si)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
+

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

i∈Rj

Di(Si)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤
∑

i∈Rj

pi(Si) + 2α∆

≤
∑

i∈Rj\RB

pi(Si) + 2α∆+ 2bC

≤
∑

i∈Rj\RB

pi(Si) + 3α∆

for all j. Finally, for i ∈ Rj \RB, suppose without loss of generality that i ∈ T r(v), with x = ei − v and

φi(x) = s. Then by Proposition 35,

pi(Si) =
|Si|

|Ar−1(v) ∩ As−1(x)| <
ǫ2∆/2j

2ǫ2∆/5
≤ 5 · 2−j−1 ≤ 2−j+2,
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so ∑

i∈Rj

Xi(Si) ≤ |Rj |2−j+2 + 3α∆

On the other hand, since the colors of at least ǫ2∆
2j+1 edges ei with i ∈ Rj must hit Si, we have

ǫ2∆

2j+1
≤
∑

i∈Rj

Yi(Si) ≤
∑

i∈Rj

Xi(Si) +
∑

i∈Rj

Zi ≤
∑

i∈Rj

Xi(Si) + 4α∆.

Therefore,
ǫ2∆

2j+1
− 4α∆ ≤

∑

i∈Rj

Xi(Si) ≤ |Rj |2−j+2 + 3α∆

so

|Rj | ≥
ǫ2∆

8
− 7α∆ · 2j−2,

to complete the proof of the claim.

Let h = ⌈8/ǫ2⌉. Summing the lower bounds on Rj for 1 ≤ j ≤ h yields:

∣∣∣∣∣∣

h⋃

j=1

Rj

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≥ ∆− 7α∆ · 2h ≥

(
1− ǫ3

10

)
∆

since 7α28/ǫ
2+1 < 14αe8/ǫ

2 ≤ 14ζe8/ǫ
2 ≤ ǫ3

10 by our choice of ζ from Definition 10. Combining with

(Equation (16)) and the fact that ǫ ≤ 1, yields the desired contradiction:

∣∣∣∣∣∣

h⋃

j=0

Rj

∣∣∣∣∣∣
> 2∆.

We can now complete the proofs of Theorem 7 and Theorem 6. According to Corollary 36, A′ succeeds

provided the partition function is ζ-controlled with respect to (G, σ) and the coloring is well-behaved.

In the dense case of Theorem 7, Proposition 19 ensures that there is a partition function φD that is

balanced and ζ-error controlled for (G, σ). Note that for any M , if ∆ is sufficiently large, then n ≤ M∆

implies n ≤ 2
∆
N . Thus, in this case Lemma 31 implies that the coloring is well-behaved with probability

at least 1 − 2−α4∆/1000, so this upper bounds the probability that A′ (and also A) fails to color (G, σ).

Thus, letting γ = α4, we have our proof for Theorem 7.

In the random case of Theorem 6, from Lemma 14, the phase counter φR is balanced with respect to

(G, σ) with probability at least 1 − 2−∆/(20b), and combined with Proposition 20 this ensures that the

partition function is ζ-controlled with respect to (G, σ). As in the dense case the probability that the

coloring is not well behaved is at most 2−α4∆/1000. Therefore for all but at most a 2−
∆
20b fraction of edge

orderings, the probability that A succeeds against obl(G, σ) is at least 1 − 2−α4∆/1000. Thus, letting

γ1 = 1
20b and γ2 = α4

1000 , we have our claim.
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