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JOINT POISSON CONVERGENCE OF MONOCHROMATIC HYPEREDGES

IN MULTIPLEX HYPERGRAPHS

YANGXINYU XIE AND BHASWAR B. BHATTACHARYA

Abstract. Given a sequence of r-uniform hypergraphs Hn, denote by T (Hn) the number of
monochromatic hyperedges when the vertices of Hn are colored uniformly at random with c = cn
colors. In this paper, we study the joint distribution of monochromatic hyperedges for hypergraphs
with multiple layers (multiplex hypergraphs). Specifically, we consider the joint distribution of

Tn := (T (H
(1)
n ), T (H

(2)
n )), for two sequences of hypergraphs H

(1)
n and H

(2)
n on the same set of

vertices. We will show that the joint distribution of Tn converges to (possibly dependent) Pois-
son distributions whenever the mean vector and the covariance matrix of Tn converge. In other
words, the joint Poisson approximation of Tn is determined only by the convergence of its first
two moments. This generalizes recent results on the second moment phenomenon for Poisson ap-
proximation from graph coloring to hypergraph coloring and from marginal convergence to joint
convergence. Applications include generalizations of the birthday problem, counting monochro-
matic subgraphs in randomly colored graphs, and counting monochromatic arithmetic progressions
in randomly colored integers. Extensions to random hypergraphs and weighted hypergraphs are
also discussed.

1. Introduction

Fix r ≥ 2 and consider a sequence of r-uniform hypergraphs Hn = (V (Hn), E(Hn)), with vertex
set V (Hn) and hyperedge set E(Hn) such that |E(Hn)| → ∞, as n → ∞. Suppose the vertices of
Hn are colored uniformly at random with c = cn colors, that is,

P(v ∈ V (Hn) has color a ∈ {1, 2, . . . , cn}) =
1

cn
, (1.1)

independently from the other vertices. Given such a coloring a hyperedge e ∈ E(Hn) is said to be
monochromatic if all the vertices in e have the same color. Formally, if Xv denotes the color of the
vertex v ∈ V (Hn), then an edge e ∈ E(Hn) is monochromatic if Xv = Xv′ , for all v, v

′ ∈ e. Denote
by T (Hn) the number of monochromatic hyperedges in Hn, that is,

T (Hn) :=
∑

e∈E(Hn)

1{X=e}, (1.2)

where 1{X=e} := 1{Xv = Xv′ for all v, v
′ ∈ e}. This general framework includes numerous cele-

brated problems in combinatorial probability. The following are three examples:

Example 1.1 (Birthday Problem). When r = 2, then Hn is a graph and T (Hn) counts the
number of monochromatic edges in a uniformly random coloring of the vertices of Hn. Specifically,
if Hn is a friendship-graph (two people are connected by an edge in the graph if they are friends)
colored uniformly randomly with c = 365 colors (where the colors correspond to birthdays and
the birthdays are assumed to be uniformly distributed across the year), then a monochromatic
edge in Hn corresponds to two friends with the same birthday. The birthday problem asks for
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the probability that there are two friends with the same birthday, that is, P(T (Hn) > 0). This is
one of the most famous problems in elementary probability, which has been generalized in various
directions and found applications in diverse fields (see [4, 17, 21–23, 25, 32, 38] and the references
therein). Note that P(T (Hn) > 0) = 1 − P(T (Hn) = 0) = 1 − χHn(c)/c

|V (Hn)|, where χHn(c)
counts the number of proper colorings of Hn using c colors. The function χHn is known as the
chromatic polynomial of Hn, a central object of study in graph theory [24, 29, 30, 38, 45]. A natural
generalization of the birthday problem is to consider higher-order birthday matches; that is, the
probability that there is a group of r friends sharing the same birthday [23, 37, 39, 43]. This
corresponds to counting the number of r-cliques in Hn [11], which can be reformulated in terms
of (1.2) as follows: Consider the r-uniform hypergraph Cr(Hn) = (V (Cr(Hn)), E(Cr(Hn))), with
V (Cr(Hn)) = V (Hn) and

E(Cr(Hn)) =

{

S ∈

(

V (Hn)

r

)

: S forms a r-clique in Hn

}

,

where
(

V (Hn)
r

)

denotes the collection of all r-element subsets of V (Hn). Then T (Cr(Hn)) is precisely
the number of monochromatic r-cliques (the number of r-th order birthday matches) in Hn.

Example 1.2 (Monochromatic subgraphs in random edge colorings). Understanding the existence
of monochromatic subgraphs in edge-colored graphs is one of the basic objectives in Ramsey theory
[19, 28]. Specifically, Ramsey’s theorem in its graph theoretic form, states that given a graph
F = (V (F ), E(F )), any c-coloring of the edges of a complete graph Kn contains a monochromatic
copy of F , whenever n is large enough (depending on c and F ). Although Ramsey’s theorem is a
statement about any coloring, understanding what happens for a random coloring has important
consequences. For instance, when c = 2, for certain graphs F (which are known as common
graphs) the number of monochromatic copies of F is asymptotically minimized by a random edge-
coloring (see [16, 27] and the references therein). Going beyond complete graphs to a general
graph sequence Gn = (V (Gn), E(Gn)), with |E(Gn)| → ∞, one can define R(F,Gn) as the number
of monochromatic copies of F when the edges of Gn are colored uniformly at random with c-
colors.1 This can be expressed in terms of (1.2) as follows: Consider the |E(F )|-uniform hypergraph
HGn(F ) = (V (HGn(F )), E(HGn (F ))), where V (HGn(F )) = E(Gn) and E(HGn(F )) is the collection
of |E(F )|-element subsets of E(Gn) that form a copy of F in Gn. Note that a uniformly random
edge-coloring of the graph Gn corresponds to a uniformly random vertex coloring of the hypergraph
HGn(F ) , and hence, T (HGn(F )) = R(F,Gn).

Example 1.3 (Monochromatic arithmetic progressions). Another key result in Ramsey theory is
Van der Waerden’s theorem [28, 44], which states that given positive integers c ≥ 2 and r ≥ 3,
any c-coloring of the integers [n] := {1, 2, . . . , n} contains a monochromatic r-term arithmetic pro-
gression (r-AP), that is, r equally spaced integers of the same color, when n is sufficiently large
(depending on r and c). As in the graph theoretic setting, counting the number of monochromatic
arithmetic progressions in a random coloring have important consequences (see [41] and the ref-
erences therein). Thus, for any set An ⊆ [n], with |An| → ∞, we can define Wr(An) to be the
number of monochromatic arithmetic progressions in a random c-coloring of the elements of An.
To express Wr(An) as (1.2) consider the hypergraph HAn(r) with vertex set An and edge set the
collection of all r-term APs in An. Then T (HAn(r)) = Wr(An).

1In a uniformly random edge coloring of a graph Gn = (V (Gn), E(Gn)) with c colors, each edge e ∈ E(Gn) has color
a ∈ {1, 2, . . . , c} with probability 1/c, independent of the other edges.
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In this paper we will study the limiting distribution of T (Hn) in the regime where both |E(Hn)| →
∞ and c = cn → ∞ such that

ET (Hn) =
1

cn
|E(Hn)| → λ ≥ 0. (1.3)

This problem is well understood when r = 2, that is, when Hn is a graph and T (Hn) counts the
number of monochromatic edges. In this case, T (Hn) exhibits a first moment phenomenon:

T (Hn)
D
→ Pois(λ)

for any graph sequence Hn for which (1.3) holds (see [4, Theorem 5.G] and [9, Theorem 1.1]).
However, when r ≥ 3, only assuming the convergence of the first moment as in (1.3) is not enough
for Poisson convergence. For r ≥ 3, one can construct a sequence of r-uniform hypergraphs Hn,
for which ET (Hn) → λ, but T (Hn) 6→ Pois(λ) (see Appendix A for an example). This raises the
question: What does one need to assume, in addition to (1.3), to obtain a Poisson limit for T (Hn),
for any sequence of r-uniform hypergraph Hn, with r ≥ 3?

A few recent papers have addressed the above question in the context of graphs. Bhattacharya et
al. [11] established a second moment phenomenon for the number of monochromatic subgraphs in
a randomly vertex-colored graph (which can be reformulated as a weighted analogue of T (Hn), see
Section 1.4.5). Specifically, [11, Theorem 1.1] shows that the number of monochromatic subgraphs
in a sequence of graphs with vertices colored uniformly at random has a limiting Poisson distribution
whenever its mean and variance converge to the same limit. In related work, [12] characterized
all distributional limits for counting monochromatic stars. In forthcoming paper [14], the second
moment phenomenon has also been established for monochromatic subgraphs in a randomly edge-
colored graph (recall Example 1.2).

In this paper we generalize the above results in two directions: (1) from graphs to hypergraphs
and (2) from marginal convergence to joint convergence. To begin with, we show that the Poisson
approximation of T (Hn) exhibits a second moment phenomenon, for any sequence of r-uniform

hypergraphs Hn with r ≥ 3. More precisely, T (Hn)
D
→ Pois(λ), whenever ET (Hn) → λ and

Var T (Hn) → λ (see Theorem 1.4). Next, we show that the second moment phenomenon continues
to hold for the joint distribution of the number of monochromatic hyperedges in 2-layer mutliplex
hypergraphs (two hypergraphs sharing the same set of the vertices). More precisely, the joint

distribution of (T (H
(1)
n ), T (H

(2)
n )), where H

(1)
n and H

(2)
n are two hypergraphs on the same set of

vertices, converges to a joint Poisson distribution, whenever their mean vector and covariance

matrix converge. The marginal Poisson distributions are dependent when H
(1)
n and H

(2)
n are both

r-uniform (see Theorem 1.6), whereas they are independent when H
(1)
n and H

(2)
n have different

orders of uniformity (see Theorem 1.7). Extensions to more than 2 layers are also discussed (see
Section 1.3). Using these general results, we can derive joint Poisson approximation results for the
problems in Examples 1.1, 1.2, and 1.3. We discuss these in Section 1.4 where we also obtain the
joint distribution of the number of monochromatic hyperedges in a correlated Erdős-Rényi random
hypergraph model and consider extensions to weighted hypergraphs, which, in particular, recovers
the main result from [11] about monochromatic subgraphs in a randomly vertex-colored graph.

1.1. Second Moment Phenomenon for Hypergraphs. Our first result shows that the Poisson
approximation for the number of monochromatic hyperedges is governed by a second moment
phenomenon, for general r-uniform hypergraphs.

Theorem 1.4. Fix an integer r ≥ 2 and consider a sequence Hn of r-uniform hypergraphs. Suppose
the vertices of Hn are colored uniformly at random with cn colors as in (1.1), such that the following
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hold:
lim
n→∞

ET (Hn) = λ and lim
n→∞

Var T (Hn) = λ,

for some constant λ ≥ 0. Then, as n → ∞,

T (Hn)
D
→ Pois(λ).

The proof of Theorem 1.4 is essentially an adaption of the ‘truncated moment-comparison tech-
nique’ from [11] to the hypergraph setting.2 In particular, the proof of Theorem 1.4 has two main
steps:

• Truncation: We decompose T (Hn) into two parts: the main term and the remainder term.
Informally, the remainder term counts the number of monochromatic hyperedges that share
at least two vertices with a ‘large’ number of other hyperedges. The first step in the proof
is to show that this remainder term converges to zero in L1.

• Moment Comparison: To analyze the main term we consider a surrogate obtained by replac-
ing the collection of random variables {1{X=e} : e ∈ E(Hn)} with independent Ber( 1

cr−1
n

)

random variables, and show that the main term and the surrogate are asymptotically close
in moments.

Remark 1.5. Another common approach to showing that a sequence of random variables has a
Poisson limit is through the celebrated Chen-Stein method for Poisson approximation [1, 3, 4, 17,
18, 40]. In fact, the well-known dependency graph method [18, Theorem 15] bounds the convergence
rate in terms of the second moment (but not in terms of the mean and variance). Arratia et al.
[2] (see also Chatterjee et al. [18]) used this to obtain the rate of convergence for the number of
r-matching birthdays (recall the setup in Example 1.1). However, the dependency graph method
cannot be directly used to prove Theorem 1.4 for general graphs/hypergraphs, as the condition
imposed by the convergence of the mean and variance is generally weaker than what is required by
a generic dependency graph construction (see Remark 2.6 for more details).

1.2. Second Moment Phenomenon for 2-Layer Multiplex Hypergraphs. Higher-order net-
works [5–7, 35] and networks with multiple layers are prototypical models for understanding complex
relational data. In particular, there has been an explosion of interest in multilayer graphs (which
are referred to as multiplexes) in recent years (see [15, 31] for book-length treatments of multiplex
networks). Multiplex hypergraphs (hypergraphs with more than one layer) are emerging as a new
paradigm for modeling real-world networks with many interdependent higher-order interactions
(see [33, 34, 42] and the references therein).

Our aim in this section is to derive the joint distribution of the number of monochromatic
hyperedges in a random vertex coloring of a hypergraph with two layers, hereafter referred to as

a 2-hypermultiplex. Formally, a 2-hypermultiplex is denoted as Hn = (H
(1)
n ,H

(2)
n ), where H

(1)
n is

an r1-uniform hypergraph and H
(2)
n is an r2-uniform hypergraph, for positive integers r1, r2 ≥ 2,

with a common vertex set V (H
(1)
n ) = V (H

(2)
n ) = Vn. Suppose the vertices in Vn are colored with

cn colors as in (1.1). Then the bivariate analogue of (1.2) is defined as:

T (Hn) =

(

T (H
(1)
n )

T (H
(2)
n )

)

=

(
∑

e∈E(H
(1)
n )

1{X=e}
∑

e∈E(H
(2)
n )

1{X=e}

)

. (1.4)

As in (1.3), we are interested in the regime where cn → ∞ such that ET (Hn) = O(1).

2Recall that [11] established the second moment phenomenon for monochromatic subgraphs in randomly vertex-
colored graphs, which can be reformulated as a weighted version of (1.2) (see Section 1.4.5 for details).
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The nature of limiting distribution of T (Hn) depends on whether r1 = r2 or r1 6= r2. We
first consider the case where r1 = r2. In this case, T (Hn) converges to a jointly dependent
Poisson distribution, whenever the mean vector and the covariance matrix of T (Hn) converges to
appropriate limits. We formalize this in the following theorem.

Theorem 1.6. Fix an integer r ≥ 2 and consider a sequence Hn = (H
(1)
n ,H

(2)
n ) of 2-hypermultiplexes,

where both H
(1)
n and H

(2)
n are r-uniform. Suppose the vertices of Hn are colored uniformly at ran-

dom with cn colors, such that the following hold:

lim
n→∞

E[T (Hn)] =

(

λ1

λ2

)

and lim
n→∞

Var[T (Hn)] =

(

λ1 λ1,2

λ1,2 λ2

)

, (1.5)

for constants λ1, λ2, λ1,2 ≥ 0 with λ1,2 ≤ λ1 and λ1,2 ≤ λ2. Then

T (Hn)
D
→

(

Z1 + Z1,2

Z2 + Z1,2

)

,

where Z1 ∼ Pois(λ1 − λ1,2), Z2 ∼ Pois(λ2 − λ1,2), and Z1,2 ∼ Pois(λ1,2) are independent.

The proof of Theorem 1.6 is given in Section 3, and it involves decomposing T (H
(1)
n ) and T (H

(2)
n )

in the following way:

T (H(1)
n ) = T (H(1)

n \H(2)
n ) + T (H(1)

n ∩H(2)
n ), T (H(2)

n ) = T (H(2)
n \H(1)

n ) + T (H(1)
n ∩H(2)

n )

where H
(1)
n \H

(2)
n , H

(2)
n \H

(1)
n , and H

(1)
n ∩H

(2)
n denote the hypergraphs induced by the hyperedges

that are only in H
(1)
n , the hyperedges that are only in H

(2)
n , and the hyperedges that are in both

H
(1)
n and H

(2)
n , respectively (see Section 3 for the formal definitions). Then, using a truncation

argument as in the proof of Theorem 1.4 and a joint moment comparison (with an appropriate
surrogate variable), we show that the joint distribution of

(T (H(1)
n \H(2)

n ), T (H(2)
n \H(1)

n ), T (H(1)
n ∩H(2)

n ))

converges to independent Poisson distributions with mean λ1 − λ1,2, λ2 − λ1,2, λ1,2, respectively,
under the assumptions of Theorem 1.6.

Next, we consider the case where the 2-layers H
(1)
n and H

(2)
n have different orders of uniformity

(r1 < r2). In this case, since the 2 layers have different orders of uniformity, the “intersection”

hypergraph H
(1)
n ∩H

(2)
n is empty, and the number of monochromatic hyperedges from layer 1 that

are completely contained in a monochromatic hyperedge from layer 2 is asymptotically negligi-
ble. Hence, in this case the asymptotic distribution of T (Hn) has independent components. We
formalize this result in the following theorem. The proof is given in Section 4.

Theorem 1.7. Fix integers 2 ≤ r1 < r2 and consider a sequence Hn = (H
(1)
n ,H

(2)
n ) of 2-

hypermultiplexes, where H
(1)
n is r1-uniform and H

(2)
n r2-uniform. Suppose the vertices of Hn are

colored uniformly at random with cn colors, such that the following hold: For each i ∈ {1, 2},

lim
n→∞

E[T (H(i)
n )] = lim

n→∞
Var[T (H(i)

n )] = λi. (1.6)

for some constant λi ≥ 0. Then

T (Hn)
D
→

(

Z1

Z2

)

,

where Z1 ∼ Pois(λ1), Z2 ∼ Pois(λ2) are independent.
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Theorems 1.6 and 1.7 combined show that for multiplex hypergraphs with 2 layers, the joint
distribution of the number of monochromatic hyperedges satisfies a second moment phenomenon.
Specifically, T (Hn) has a joint (possibly dependent) Poisson distribution whenever the mean vec-
tor and the covariance matrix of T (Hn) converges. This extends the marginal second moment
phenomenon in Theorem 1.4 to the bivariate case.

1.3. More Than 2 Layers. In this section we discuss generalizations of the previous results to
multiplex hypergraphs with more than 2 layers. Formally, a d-hypermultiplex, for an integer d ≥ 2,

will be denoted by Hn = (H
(1)
n ,H

(2)
n , . . . ,H

(d)
n ), where H

(i)
n is a ri-uniform hypergraph, for a

positive integer ri ≥ 2, with a common vertex set V (H
(i)
n ) = Vn, for 1 ≤ i ≤ d. The following result

provides a general condition under which the joint distribution of the numbers of monochromatic
hyperedges in a d-hypermultiplex has a multivariate Poisson limit with independent components.

Proposition 1.8. Fix d ≥ 1 and integers 2 ≤ r1 ≤ r2 · · · ≤ rd. Let Hn = (H
(1)
n , . . . ,H

(d)
n ) be a

sequence of d-layered multiplex hypergraphs, where H
(i)
n is ri-uniform, for 1 ≤ i ≤ d. Suppose the

vertices of Hn are colored uniformly at random with cn colors as in (1.1) such that the following
hold:

• For 1 ≤ i ≤ d,

lim
n→∞

ETn(H
(i)
n ) = lim

n→∞
Var Tn(H

(i)
n ) = λi, (1.7)

for some constant λi ≥ 0.
• For 1 ≤ i 6= j ≤ d,

E(H(i)
n ) ∩E(H(j)

n ) = ∅. (1.8)

Then, as n → ∞,

T (Hn) :=







T (H
(1)
n )
...

T (H
(d)
n )







D
→







Z1
...
Zd






:= Z,

where Z1 ∼ Pois(λ1), . . . , Zd ∼ Pois(λd) are independent.

The proof of Proposition 1.8 is given in Section 5. The main observation is that under the
condition (1.8), the contributions of the number of monochromatic hyperedges that are common
between two layers are negligible. The proof technique of Theorem 1.7 can then be applied to show
that the limiting joint distribution has independent components.

Note that if H
(1)
n is r1-uniform and H

(2)
n is r2-uniform, with r1 6= r2, then E(H

(1)
n )∩E(H

(2)
n ) = ∅.

Hence, in this case, (1.8) holds automatically, and we have the following corollary.

Corollary 1.9. Fix d ≥ 1 and distinct integers r1, . . . , rd ≥ 2. Let Hn = (H
(1)
n , . . . ,H

(d)
n ) be a

sequence of d-hypermultiplexes, where H
(i)
n is ri-uniform, for 1 ≤ i ≤ d. Suppose the vertices of

Hn are colored uniformly at random with cn colors as in (1.1) such that (1.7) holds, for 1 ≤ i ≤ d.
Then, as n → ∞,

T (Hn)
D
→ Z,

where T (Hn) and Z are as defined in Proposition 1.8. ✷

The remaining case is when (1.8) does not hold. For instance, consider a sequence of d-
hypermultiplexes Hn with d ≥ 3, where all layers are r-uniform. In this case, it is easy to construct
examples where the second-moment phenomenon fails, that is, only assuming the convergence of the
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mean vector and the covariance matrix is not enough to ensure the joint distributional convergence
of the number monochromatic hyperedges in d-hypermultiplexes, when d ≥ 3 and all the layers
are r-uniform (see Appendix B). In such cases, additional conditions in terms of higher moments
(beyond the means and covariances) are required for distributional convergence. We leave this for
future research.

1.4. Applications. In this section, we revisit the examples mentioned in the Introduction and
discuss other applications of the previous results. The section is organized as follows: We begin
by discussing the case of graphs (r = 2) in Section 1.4.1. The joint distribution of the number
of monochromatic subgraphs in randomly edge-colored graphs (recall Example 1.2) is derived in
Section 1.4.2. The Poisson approximation for monochromatic APs in randomly colored integers
(recall Example 1.3) is discussed in Section 1.4.3. We apply Theorem 1.6 to derive the asymptotic
joint distribution of monochromatic hyperedges in a correlated Erdős-Rényi random hypergraph
model in Section 1.4.4. Finally, in Section 1.4.5 we discuss extensions to weighted graphs and
monochromatic subgraphs in random vertex colorings (recall Example 1.1).

1.4.1. Joint Distribution for 2-Layered Multiplex Graphs. We begin with the case r = 2, that is,
when Hn is a graph. In this case, it is known that T (Hn) satisfies a first moment phenomenon
(recall the discussion following (1.3)). One can recover this result from Theorem 1.4 by observing
that when r = 2,

Var T (Hn) =
|E(Hn)|

cn

(

1−
1

cn

)

.

Therefore, convergence of the first moment ET (Hn) = |E(Hn)|
cn

→ λ, automatically ensures that

Var T (Hn) → λ.
The next corollary provides an extension of this result to graphs with two layers (which we refer

to as a 2-multiplex). The proof is an immediate consequence of Theorem 1.7, the discussion above,
and the assertion in (3.4).

Corollary 1.10. Consider a sequence Hn = (H
(1)
n ,H

(2)
n ) of 2-multiplexes. Suppose the vertices of

Hn are colored uniformly at random with cn colors as in (1.1), such that the following hold:

• limn→∞
|E(H

(1)
n )|

cn
= λ1 and limn→∞

|E(H
(2)
n )|

cn
= λ2,

• limn→∞
|E(H

(1)
n )∩E(H

(2)
n )|

cn
= λ1,2,

for constants λ1, λ2, λ1,2 ≥ 0, with λ1,2 ≤ λ1 and λ1,2 ≤ λ2. Then

T (Hn)
D
→

(

Z1 + Z1,2

Z2 + Z1,2

)

,

where Z1 ∼ Pois(λ1 − λ1,2), Z2 ∼ Pois(λ2 − λ1,2), and Z1,2 ∼ Pois(λ1,2) are independent.

1.4.2. Monochromatic Subgraphs in Random Edge Colorings. Given a fixed graph F = (V (F ), E(F ))
and a sequence of graphs Gn = V (Gn, E(Gn)), recall from Example 1.2 that R(F,Gn) denotes the
number of monochromatic copies of F when the edges of Gn are colored uniformly at random with
c = cn colors. The second moment phenomenon for R(F,Gn), for any fixed graph F and any
sequence of graphs Gn, has been established in [14]. The following result extends this result to the
multivariate setting:

Corollary 1.11. Fix d ≥ 1 and a finite collection of non-isomorphic graphs F1, F2, . . . , Fd. Suppose
Gn = (V (Gn), E(Gn)) is a sequence of graphs with edges colored uniformly at random with cn colors
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such that the following holds: For all 1 ≤ i ≤ d, there exists a constant λi ≥ 0 such that

lim
n→∞

ER(Fi, Gn) = lim
n→∞

VarR(Fi, Gn) = λi.

Then, as n → ∞,






R(F1, Gn)
...

R(Fd, Gn)







D
→







Z1
...
Zd






,

where Z1 ∼ Pois(λ1), . . . , Zd ∼ Pois(λd) are independent. ✷

The proof of Corollary 1.11 is given Section 6.1. The proof uses the representation R(Fi, Gn) =
Tn(HGn(Fi)) from Example 1.2 and Proposition 1.8.

Remark 1.12. In forthcoming work [14] we show that R(F,Gn) exhibits an intriguing first moment
phenomenon for certain graphs F , where the convergence of the expectation alone is sufficient
to obtain a Poisson limit. For Corollary 1.11 to hold for a finite collection of such graphs, the
convergence of the mean vector alone suffices.

Remark 1.13. The number of monochromatic subgraphs can also have a Poisson behavior in
a different asymptotic regime where the number of colors is fixed, but the size of the graph F
grows with n in a way that the random variable has bounded mean. Specifically, when c = 2,
Godbole et al. [26] showed that R(Kr,Kn) has a Poisson limit when r = rn → ∞ such that
E(R(Kr,Kn)) = Θ(1).

1.4.3. Monochromatic Arithmetic Progressions. Suppose the elements of a set An ⊆ [n], with
|An| → ∞, are colored independently and uniformly at random with cn colors. Recall from Example
1.3 that Wr(An) is the number of monochromatic r-APs in An. Note that

EWr(An) =
Nr(An)

cr−1
n

, (1.9)

where Nr(An) is the number of r-APs in An. In this section we derive the joint distribution of
(W3(An),W4(An), . . . ,Wd(An)), for any d ≥ 3. To this end, recall that Wr(An) = T (HAn(r)),
where HAn(r) is the r-uniform hypergraph defined in Example 1.3. Since for r1 6= r2, the corre-
sponding hypergraphsHAn(r1) and HAn(r2) have different orders of uniformity, a direct application
of Corollary 1.9 yields the following result:

Corollary 1.14. Fix d ≥ 3. Suppose the elements of a set An ⊆ [n], with |An| → ∞, are
colored independently and uniformly at random with cn colors such that the following holds: For all
3 ≤ r ≤ d, there exists a constant λr ≥ 0 with

lim
n→∞

EWr(An) = lim
n→∞

VarWr(An) = λr. (1.10)

Then, as n → ∞,






W3(An)
...

Wd(An)







D
→







Z3
...
Zd






,

where Z3 ∼ Pois(λ1), . . . , Zd ∼ Pois(λd) are independent. ✷

When An = [n], observe from (1.9) that to obtain a non-trivial limit for Wr([n]) one has to

choose cn = Θ(n
2

r−1 ), since the number of r-APs in [n] is Θ(n2), for all r ≥ 3. With this scaling,
it turns out that the variance condition in (1.10) holds automatically. This leads to the following
result (see Section 6.2 for the proof).
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Corollary 1.15. Fix an integer r ≥ 3. Suppose the elements in [n] are colored independently

and uniformly at random with cn = λn
2

r−1 colors, where λ > 0 is a positive constant. Then

Wr([n])
D
→ Pois( λ

r−1).

1.4.4. Correlated Erdős-Rényi Hypergraphs. The prototypical example of a random r-uniform hy-
pergraph is the Erdős-Rényi model Hr(n, p), which is a hypergraph with vertex set [n] where every
r-element subset of [n] is present as a hyperedge independently with probability p = pn ∈ (0, 1). A
natural extension of this to the multiplex setting is the correlated Erdős-Rényi random hypergraph
model Hr(n, p, ρ), which is a 2-hypermultiplex where the hyperedges are dependent across the dif-

ferent layers. Specifically, Hr(n, p, ρ) = (H
(1)
n ,H

(2)
n ) is a 2-hypermultiplex with common vertex set

[n], where independently for every r-element subset e ∈
(

[n]
r

)

, we have

P(e ∈ E(H(1)
n )) = P(e ∈ E(H(2)

n )) = p and P(e ∈ E(H(1)
n ),e ∈ E(H(2)

n )) = ρ+ p2 := p1,2,

for p = pn ∈ (0, 1) and ρ = ρn ∈ [0, p(1 − p)).
Theorems 1.4 and 1.6 can be easily extended to random hypergraphs, when the limits in (1.5)

and (1.6) hold in probability, under the assumption that the hypergraph and its coloring are jointly
independent (see Lemma 6.1). Using this we can derive the distribution T (Hn), where the vertices

of Hn = (H
(1)
n ,H

(2)
n ) ∼ Hr(n, p, ρ) are colored with cn colors such that

ET (H(1)
n ) = ET (H(2)

n ) =

(

n
r

)

p

cr−1
n

→ λ and
E[|E(H

(1)
n ∩H

(2)
n )|]

cr−1
n

=

(

n
r

)

p1,2

cr−1
n

→ λ1,2, (1.11)

for constants 0 ≤ λ1,2 < λ. Under this assumption we have the following result. The proof is given
in Section 6.3.

Corollary 1.16. Fix r ≥ 2 and let Hn = (H
(1)
n ,H

(2)
n ) ∼ Hr(n, p, ρ) with parameters p = pn ∈ (0, 1)

and ρ = ρn ∈ [0, p(1− p)). Given Hn, suppose the vertices of Hn are colored uniformly at random
with cn colors as in (1.1) such that (1.11) holds. Then for p ≫ n−r, we have

T (Hn)
D
→

(

Z1 + Z1,2

Z2 + Z1,2

)

,

where Z1 ∼ Pois(λ− λ1,2), Z2 ∼ Pois(λ− λ1,2), Z1,2 ∼ Pois(λ1,2) are independent.

1.4.5. Weighted Graphs and Monochromatic Subgraphs in Random Vertex Colorings. The results
in Sections 1.1 and 1.2 can be easily extended to hypergraphs with integer valued weights. To this
end, suppose that Hn is a sequence of r-uniform hypergraphs where each edge e ∈ E(H) is assigned
a weight we, where we is some integer in [1,K], for some positive integer K ≥ 1. Define W(Hn)
as the weighted sum of the number of monochromatic hyperedges in Hn in a uniformly random
cn-coloring as in (1.1). That is,

W(Hn) =
∑

e∈E(Hn)

we1{X=e}, (1.12)

where we is an integer in [1,K]. (Note that when K = 1, or, w(e) = 1 for all e ∈ E(Hn), we have

W(Hn) = T (Hn).) For 1 ≤ i ≤ K, let H
(i)
n = (V (H

(i)
n , E(H

(i)
n )), where

V (H(i)
n ) = V (Hn) and E(H(i)

n ) = {e ∈ E(Hn) : we = i}, (1.13)
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and consider the K-hypermultiplex Hn = (H
(1)
n ,H

(2)
n , . . . ,H

(K)
n ). Then (1.12) can be written as:

W(Hn) =
K
∑

i=1

i · T (H(i)
n ).

Note the hyperedge sets of H
(1)
n ,H

(2)
n , . . . ,H

(K)
n are mutually disjoint; hence, from Proposition 1.8

we have the following result:

Corollary 1.17. Fix integers r ≥ 2 and K ≥ 1. Let {Hn}n≥1 be a sequence of weighted r-uniform
hypergraphs as described above with vertices colored uniformly with cn colors as in (1.1). Suppose,
for each 1 ≤ i ≤ K,

lim
n→∞

ET (H(i)
n ) = λi and lim

n→∞
Var T (H(i)

n ) = λi,

where H
(i)
n = (V (H

(i)
n , E(H

(i)
n )) is as defined in (1.13) and λi ≥ 0 is a constant. Then, as n → ∞,

W(Hn)
D
→

K
∑

i=1

i · Zi,

where Zi ∼ Pois(λi) are independent, for 1 ≤ i ≤ K. ✷

The above corollary implies a second moment phenomenon for W(Hn) (see Section 6.4 for the
proof).

Corollary 1.18. Let {Hn}n≥1 be a sequence of weighted r-uniform hypergraphs as described above
with vertices colored uniformly with cn colors as in (1.1). Suppose

lim
n→∞

EW(Hn) = λ and lim
n→∞

VarW(Hn) = λ, (1.14)

for some λ ≥ 0. Then, as n → ∞, W(Hn)
D
→ Pois(λ).

The framework of weighted hypergraphs can be applied to derive the distribution of the number
of monochromatic subgraphs in a uniformly random vertex coloring of a sequence of graphs. To this
end, suppose Gn = (V (Gn), E(Gn)) is a sequence of graphs such that the vertices of Gn are colored
uniformly at random with cn colors as in (1.1). For a fixed graph F = (V (F ), E(F )), let Q(F,Gn)
denote the number of monochromatic copies of F in Gn, where we say F is monochromatic if all
the vertices of F have the same color.3 Formally,

Q(F,Gn) :=
1

|Aut(F )|

∑

s∈V (Gn)|V (F )|

∏

(a,b)∈E(F )

asasb(Gn)1{X=s},

where:

– V (Gn)|V (F )| is the set of all |V (F )|-tuples s = (s1, s2, . . . , s|V (F )|) ∈ V (Gn)
|V (F )| with

distinct entries,4

– for any s = (s1, · · · , s|V (F )|) ∈ V (Gn)|V (F )|,

1{X=s} := 1{Xs1 = · · · = Xs|V (F )|
},

– Aut(F ) is the automorphism group of F , that is, the set of permutations σ of the vertex set
V (F ) such that (x, y) ∈ E(F ) if and only if (σ(x), σ(y)) ∈ E(F ).

3Recall that in Section 1.4.2, we considered the problem of counting the number of monochromatic copies of a graph
F in a randomly edge colored graph Gn. In that context, F is said to be monochromatic if all the edges of F have
the same color. Here, we are considering the analogous problem for randomly vertex-colored graphs.
4For any finite set S and positive integer k ≥ 1, Sk = S × S · · · × S denotes the k-fold Cartesian product of S.
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Note that when F = K2, Q(K2, Gn) is the number of monochromatic edges in a random ver-
tex coloring Gn, which arises in the study of the birthday problem (recall Example 1.1). To
express Q(F,Gn) in terms of (1.12), define the weighted |V (F )|-uniform hypergraph H̄Gn(F ) =
(V (H̄Gn(F )), E(H̄Gn (F ))) as follows:

– V (H̄Gn(F )) = V (Gn).

– For each |V (F )|-tuple s ∈
(V (Gn)
|V (F )|

)

, denote by Gn[s] the induced subgraph of Gn on the

vertices in s and N(F,Gn[s]) be the number of copies of F in the induced graph Gn[s].
Then

E(H̄Gn(F )) =

{

s ∈

(

V (Gn)

|V (F )|

)

: N(F,Gn[s]) ≥ 1

}

and w(e) = N(F,Gn[s]), for e ∈ E(H̄Gn(F )).

With this construction, it is easy to check that Q(F,Gn) = W(H̄Gn(F )). Hence, invoking Corollary
1.17 we recover the second moment phenomenon for Q(F,Gn) from [11].5

Corollary 1.19 ([11, Theorem 1.1]). Fix a graph F = (V (F ), E(F )). Let Gn be a sequence of
graphs with vertices colored uniformly at random with cn colors as in (1.1) such that

lim
n→∞

EQ(F,Gn) = λ and lim
n→∞

VarQ(F,Gn) = λ,

for some constant λ ≥ 0. Then Q(F,Gn)
D
→ Pois(λ). ✷

Remark 1.20. The limiting distribution of Q(F,Gn) in the regime where cn = c is fixed has also
been studied in a series of recent papers. In this case, the Gaussian limit of Q(F,Gn) (appropriately
centered and scaled) is often governed by a fourth moment phenomenon [8–10, 20, 36]. Non-
Gaussian limits can also arise, for instance, when Gn is a converging sequence of dense graphs [13].
A characterization of all distributional limits of Q(K2, Gn) when c = 2 is provided in [8].

2. Proof of Theorem 1.4

We begin by introducing a definition that will be recurrent throughout our discussion:

Definition 2.1. Suppose Hn is an r-uniform hypergraph. For an integer t ≤ r − 1, we define
K(t,Hn) as the set of ordered pairs of hyperedges (e1,e2) that share exactly t vertices, that is,
e1,e2 ∈ E(Hn) such that |e1 ∩ e2| = t.

Theorem 1.4 is a consequence of the following result which gives sufficient conditions in terms of
K(t,Hn) under which T (Hn) converges to a Poisson distribution.

Theorem 2.2. Fix an integer r ≥ 2 and consider a sequence Hn of r-uniform hypergraphs with
vertices colored uniformly at random with cn colors as in (1.1), such that the following hold:

• limn→∞
|E(Hn)|

cr−1
n

= λ

• For t ∈ [2, r − 1], |K(t,Hn)| = o(c2r−t−1
n ).

Then T (Hn)
D
→ Pois(λ).

The proof of Theorem 2.2 is given in Section 2.1. We now derive Theorem 1.4 from Theorem
2.2. To do this, suppose the conditions of Theorem 1.4 hold. Then

ET (Hn) =
|E(Hn)|

cr−1
n

→ λ.

5Note that when F = Kr is the r-clique, then H̄Gn
(Kr) is the same as the hypergraph Cr(Gn) defined in Example

1.1. In this case, the hypergraph is unweighted, since N(Kr, Gn[s]) is either 0 or 1, for any s ∈
(

V (Gn)
r

)

.



12 YANGXINYU XIE AND BHASWAR B. BHATTACHARYA

Also, Var T (Hn) = R1,n +R2,n, where

R1,n =
1

cr−1
n

(

1−
1

cr−1
n

)

|E(Hn)| and R2,n =
r−1
∑

t=2

1

c2r−t−1
n

(

1−
1

ct−1
n

)

|K(t,Hn)|. (2.1)

Since R1,n → λ and Var T (Hn) → λ by the assumptions of Theorem 1.4, we have R2,n → 0. This
implies each of the summands in R2,n should converge to zero, or |K(t,Hn)| = o(c2r−t−1

n ), for

t ∈ [2, r − 1]. Hence, the conditions of Theorem 2.2 are satisfied and T (Hn)
D
→ Pois(λ).

2.1. Proof of Theorem 2.2. We first provide the proof assuming r ≥ 3, as this allows us to avoid
some degeneracies that arise when r = 2. After presenting the proof for r ≥ 3, we will return to
the r = 2 case in Section 2.1.3.

2.1.1. Proof of Theorem 2.2 when r ≥ 3. For t ∈ [2, r − 1] and s = {s1, . . . , st} ∈
(

V (Hn)
t

)

, let
Mt(s,Hn) denote the set of hyperedges in Hn containing the indices in s, that is,

Mt(s,Hn) = {e ∈ E(Hn) : s ⊂ e}, (2.2)

Now, fixing ε > 0, define

Aε,t(Hn) := {e ∈ E(Hn) : |Mt(s,Hn)| ≤ εcr−t
n for all s ⊂ e such that |s| = t}

and

Aε(Hn) =

r−1
⋂

t=2

Aε,t(Hn). (2.3)

Intuitively, Aε,t(Hn) is the set of hyperedges in Hn whose intersection with other hyperedges (in a
subset of size t ∈ [2, r− 1]) is “small.” Using the set Aε(Hn) we decompose T (Hn) into two terms:
the main term

T+
ε (Hn) =

∑

e∈Aε(Hn)

1{X=e} (2.4)

and the remainder term

T−
ε (Hn) = T (Hn)− T+

ε (Hn) =
∑

e 6∈Aε(Hn)

1{X=e}. (2.5)

The first step in the proof of Theorem 2.2 is to show that T−
ε (Hn) is negligible in L1, for any

fixed ε > 0. For two non-negative sequences an and bn, we use the notation an .� bn to denote that
an ≤ C(�) · bn where C(�) > 0 is a constant depending on the subscripted parameters (denoted
by �).

Lemma 2.3. For each fixed ε > 0, T−
ε (Hn)

L1→ 0, as n → ∞.

Proof. Notice from (2.5) that

ET−
ε (Hn) =

∑

e 6∈Aε(Hn)

P(X=e) =
1

cr−1
n

|E(Hn) \ Aε(Hn)|.

By definition and the union bound,

|E(Hn) \ Aε(Hn)| ≤
∑

e∈E(Hn)

r−1
∑

t=2

1{there is s ⊂ e with |s| = t such that Mt(s,Hn) > εcr−t
n }
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=
r−1
∑

t=2

∑

s∈(V (Hn)
t )

1{e ∈ E(Hn), s ⊂ e,Mt(s,Hn) > εcr−t
n }

≤
r−1
∑

t=2

∑

s∈(V (Hn)
t )

Mt(s,Hn)

εcr−t
n

|{e ∈ E(Hn) : s ⊂ e}|1{Mt(s,Hn) > εcr−t
n }

≤
r−1
∑

t=2

∑

s∈(V (Hn)
t )

Mt(s,Hn)
2

εcr−t
n

1{Mt(s,Hn) > εcr−t
n }.

For fixed t,
∑

s∈V (Hn)t
(

Mt(s,Hn)
2

)

counts the number of pairs of edges sharing at least t vertices, up

to a constant depending on t and r. Thus, with the hypothesis that for t ∈ [2, r − 1], |K(t,Hn)| =
o(c2r−t−1

n ), we have

|E(Hn) \ Aε(Hn)| ≤
r−1
∑

t=2

∑

s∈V (Hn)t

Mt(s,Hn)
2

εcr−t
n

1{Mt(s,Hn) > εcr−t
n }

.

r−1
∑

t=2

1

εcr−t
n

∑

s∈V (Hn)t

(

Mt(s,Hn)

2

)

.r,t

r−1
∑

t=2

K(t,Hn)

εcr−t
n

. (2.6)

Hence, the second condition of Theorem 2.2 implies

ET−
ε (Hn) =

1

cr−1
n

|E(Hn) \ Aε(Hn)| .r,t

r−1
∑

t=2

K(t,Hn)

εc2r−t−1
n

= o(1). (2.7)

This completes the proof of Lemma 2.3. �

Next, we analyze the main term T+
ε (Hn) (recall (2.4)). To do so, we consider a surrogate for

T+
ε (Hn) obtained by replacing the variables {1{X=e} : e ∈ Aε(Hn)} by independent Bernoulli

random variables. Formally, we let

J+
ε (Hn) :=

∑

e∈Aε(Hn)

Je, (2.8)

where {Je : e ∈ Aε(Hn)} is a collection of independent Ber( 1
cr−1
n

) random variables. The following

lemma shows that T+
ε (Hn) and J+

ε (Hn) are asymptotically close in moments.

Lemma 2.4. For all integers k ≥ 1,

|ET+
ε (Hn)

k − EJ+
ε (Hn)

k| → 0,

as n → ∞ followed by ε → 0.

The proof of Lemma 2.4 is given in Section 2.1.2. To see how Lemma 2.4 applies in completing
the proof of Theorem 2.2, note that

EJ+
ε (Hn) =

|Aε(Hn)|

cr−1
n

=
|E(Hn)|

cr−1
n

−
|E(Hn) \ Aε(Hn)|

cr−1
n

→ λ,
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since 1
cr−1
n

|E(Hn)| → λ by assumption and the second term is negligible by (2.7). This implies that,

since J+
ε (Hn) is a sum of independent Ber( 1

cr−1
n

) random variables (recall (2.8)),

J+
ε (Hn) → Pois(λ)

in distribution and in moments. Hence, by Lemma 2.4, the moments of T+
ε (Hn) converge to the

moments of Pois(λ). Since a Poisson distribution is uniquely determined by its moments, we obtain

T+
ε (Hn)

D
→ Pois(λ). Combining this with Lemma 2.3 implies T (Hn)

D
→ Pois(λ), completing the

proof of Theorem 2.2.

2.1.2. Proof of Lemma 2.4. Fix integers 1 ≤ b ≤ k, define

Sε,k,b = {(e1, . . . ,ek) : ei ∈ Aε(Hn), for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k, and |{e1, . . . ,ek}| = b}.

In words, Sε,k,b is the collection of k-tuples of hyperedges (not necessarily distinct) in Aε(Hn) such
that exactly b (out of the k) hyperedges are distinct. Given S = (e1, . . . ,ek) ∈ Sε,k,b, we denote
the r-uniform hypergraph formed by the union of the edges {e1, . . . ,ek} by P(S). Note that P(S)
has b distinct hyperedges. Given an r-uniform hypergraph F , define

Sε,k,b(F ) := {S = (e1, . . . ,ek) ∈ Sε,k,b : P(S) is isomorphic to F}.

Note that if F is connected and Sε,k,b(F ) is non-empty, then |V (F )| − 1 ≤ rb − b. Hence, if F
has ν(F ) connected components, and Sε,k,b(F ) is non-empty, then |V (F )| − ν(F ) ≤ rb − b. The
following lemma gives a bound on Sε,k,b(F ):

Lemma 2.5. Fix r ≥ 3. Let F = (V (F ), E(F )) be an r-uniform hypergraph with ν(F ) connected

components such that Sε,k,b(F ) is non-empty. Then |Sε,k,b(F )| .r,b,λ c
|V (F )|−ν(F )
n . Moreover, if

|V (F )| − ν(F ) < rb− b, then

|Sε,k,b(F )| .r,b,λ εc|V (F )|−ν(F )
n .

Proof. To begin with suppose F is connected and |V (F )| − 1 < rb− b. Then by Lemma C.1 any
S ∈ Sε,k,b(F ) can be ordered as S = (e1, . . . ,ek) such that the following holds:

(1) For all 2 ≤ i ≤ k,

ti :=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ei

⋂





i−1
⋃

j=1

ej





∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥ 1. (2.9)

That is, each hyperedge ei intersects with the union of the previous hyperedges.
(2) For some 2 ≤ i ≤ k,

ti :=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ei

⋂





i−1
⋃

j=1

ej





∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∈ [2, r].

That is, there is some hyperegde ei that intersects the union of the previous hyperedges in
at least 2 vertices.

Note that the hyperedge ei can be chosen in at most |E(Hn)| .r,k,λ cr−1
n ways when ti = 1, in

Or,k(εc
r−ti
n ) ways when 2 ≤ ti ≤ r − 1 (recall the definition of Aε(Hn) from (2.3)), and in Or,k(1)

ways when ti = r, leading to

|Sε,k,b(F )| .r,k,λ εc|V (F )|−1
n .

when |V (F )| − 1 < rb− b.
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Next, suppose F is connected and |V (F )| − 1 = rb− b. In this case, S = (e1, . . . ,ek) ∈ Sε,k,b(F )
satisfies the equality in (2.9), regardless of the ordering. Hence, each ei can be chosen in at most
|E(Hn)| .r,k,λ cr−ti

n ways and

|Sε,k,b(F )| .r,k,λ c|V (F )|−1
n .

If F is disconnected, by applying the above bounds to each of the connected components the
result follows. �

Using the above lemma, we can now complete the proof of Lemma 2.4. Hereafter, for any
hypergraph F we use ν(F ) to denote the number of connected components of F . By the multinomial
expansion and the union bound, we have

|ET+
ε (Hn)

k − EJ+
ε (Hn)

k| ≤
k
∑

b=1

∑

S=(e1,e2,...,ek)∈Sε,k,b

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

E

k
∏

t=1

1{X=et} −
k
∏

t=1

EJet

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

k
∑

b=1

∑

S∈Sε,k,b

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

c
|V (P(S))|−|ν(P(S))|
n

−
1

cbr−b
n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.r,k

k
∑

b=1

∑

F∈Hr,b

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

c
|V (F )|−|ν(F )|
n

−
1

cbr−b
n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

· |Sε,k,b(F )|, (2.10)

where Hr,b is the collection of r-uniform hypergraphs with b hyperedges. If |V (F )|−|ν(F )| = br−b,
then the corresponding term in the sum above is zero. Moreover, whenever Sε,k,b(F ) is non-
empty, |V (F )| − |ν(F )| ≤ br − b. Hence, it suffices to consider only those F ∈ Hr,b for which
|V (F )| − |ν(F )| < br − b. In this case, by Lemma 2.5,

|Sε,k,b(F )| .r,k,λ εc|V (F )|−ν(F )
n .

Hence,

|ET+
ε (Hn)

k − EJ+
ε (Hn)

k| .r,k

k
∑

b=1

∑

F∈Hr,b

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

c
|V (F )|−|ν(F )|
n

−
1

cbr−b
n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

· |Sε,k,b(F )|

.r,k

k
∑

b=1

∑

F∈Hr,b

ε · 1{|V (F )| − |ν(F )| < br − b},

which goes to 0 as n → ∞ followed by ε → 0. This completes the proof of Lemma 2.4. ✷

2.1.3. Completing the Proof of Theorem 2.2 when r = 2. Note that when r = 2 the set (2.3) is
empty (technically, it is not even defined), and the proof in Section 2.1.1 breaks down. In this case,
defining

J(Hn) :=
∑

e∈E(H)

Je,

where {Je : e ∈ E(Hn)} is a collection of independent Ber( 1
cn
) random variables, one can directly

show the following: For all integers k ≥ 1,

|ET (Hn)
k − EJ(Hn)

k| → 0, (2.11)

as n → ∞. The proof of (2.11) can be found in [9, Lemma 2.4]. Here, we sketch the argument for
the sake of completeness. To this end, fix integers 1 ≤ b ≤ k, and define

Sk,b = {(e1, . . . ,ek) : ei ∈ E(Hn), for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k, and |{e1, . . . ,ek}| = b}.
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In words, Sk,b is the collection of k-tuples of edges (not necessarily distinct) in E(Hn) such that
exactly b (out of the k) edges are distinct. Given S = (e1, . . . ,ek) ∈ Sk,b, we denote the graph
formed by the union of the edges {e1, . . . ,ek} by P(S). Note that P(S) has b distinct edges. Given
a graph F , define

Sk,b(F ) := {S = (e1, . . . ,ek) ∈ Sk,b : P(S) is isomorphic to F}.

Note that if F is connected and Sk,b(F ) is non-empty, then |V (F )| − 1 ≤ b. Hence, if F has ν(F )
connected components and Sk,b(F ) is non-empty, then |V (F )| − ν(F ) ≤ b. Then, as in (2.10),

|ET (Hn)
k − EJ(Hn)

k| .k

k
∑

b=1

∑

F∈H2,b

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

c
|V (F )|−|ν(F )|
n

−
1

cbn

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

· |Sk,b(F )|,

.k

k
∑

b=1

∑

F∈H2,b

|V (F )|−|ν(F )|<b

|Sk,b(F )|

c
|V (F )|−|ν(F )|
n

,

Note that if F ∈ H2,b, then |E(F )| = b. Hence, |V (F )| − |ν(F )| < b, implies |E(F )| > |V (F )| −
|ν(F )|, which means that F contains a cycle. Then, from [9, Lemma 2.3] we know that

|Sk,b(F )| .r,k,λ= o(c|V (F )|−ν(F )
n ).

This implies the result in (2.11), since |H2,b| .k 1.

Combining (2.11) with the fact that J(Hn)
D
→ Pois(λ), we get the result in Theorem 2.2 for

r = 2.

Remark 2.6. As mentioned in Remark 1.5, Theorem 1.4 does not follow by applying Stein’s
method based on a generic dependency graph construction. For instance, consider a sequence of 3-
uniform hypergraphsHn = (V (Hn), E(Hn)) colored with cn colors as in (1.1) such that E(T (Hn)) =
|E(Hn)|

c2n
→ λ. Then a natural way to construct a dependency graph for the collection of random

variables {1{X=e} : e ∈ E(Hn)} is to put an edge between 1{X=e} and 1{X=e′} whenever

e ∩ e
′ 6= ∅, for e,e′ ∈ E(Hn). Then, applying [18, Theorem 15] one can show that T (Hn)

D
→ λ

whenever the following conditions hold:

|K(1,Hn)| = o(|E(Hn)|
3
2 ) and |K(2,Hn)| = o(|E(Hn)|

3
2 ),

where K(·,Hn) is as in Definition 2.1. However, this does not give the second moment phenomenon
because |K(1,Hn)| is not controlled by the variance condition (observe that in Theorem 2.2 the
condition on |K(1,Hn)| is not required). This is because, unlike the direct moment-based approach
used in this paper, the generic dependency graph construction is unable to leverage the fact that
the Cov(1{X=e},1{X=e′}) = 0, whenever |e ∩ e

′| = 1. It would be interesting to see whether a
more sophisticated dependency graph construction or other versions of Stein’s method can be used
to obtain rates of convergence for Theorem 1.4 (and also Theorems 1.6 and 1.7).

3. Proof of Theorem 1.6

Let H
(1)
n = (V (H

(1)
n ), E(H

(1)
n )) and H

(2)
n = (V (H

(2)
n ), E(H

(2)
n )) be two sequences of r-uniform

hypergraphs on the same set of vertices. We will denote the common vertex set by Vn, that is,

V (H
(1)
n ) = V (H

(2)
n ) = Vn. It is now helpful to introduce the following notation:

• Denote by H
(1)
n ∪H

(2)
n the hypergraph with vertex set Vn and edge set E(H

(1)
n ) ∪E(H

(2)
n ).
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• Denote by H
(1)
n \H

(2)
n the hypergraph with vertex set Vn and edge set E(H

(1)
n ) \ E(H

(2)
n )

and H
(2)
n \H

(1)
n similarly.

• Denote by H
(1,2)
n := H

(1)
n ∩H

(2)
n the hypergraph with vertex set Vn and edge set E(H

(1)
n )∩

E(H
(2)
n ).

Theorem 1.6 follows from a more general result about the joint distribution of (T (H
(1)
n \H

(2)
n ), T (H

(2)
n \

H
(1)
n ), T (H

(1,2)
n )), which is stated below.

Theorem 3.1. Fix an integer r ≥ 2. Let Hn = (H
(1)
n ,H

(2)
n ) be a sequence of 2-hypermultiplexes on

the same vertex set Vn with |E(H
(1)
n )| → ∞ and |E(H

(2)
n )| → ∞. Suppose Vn is colored uniformly

at random with cn colors as in (1.1), such that the following hold:

• There exists constants λ1, λ2, λ1,2 ≥ 0 with λ1 ≥ λ1,2, λ2 ≥ λ1,2 such that

|E(H
(1)
n )|

cr−1
n

→ λ1,
|E(H

(2)
n )|

cr−1
n

→ λ2, and
|E(H

(1,2)
n )|

cr−1
n

→ λ1,2. (3.1)

• For all t ∈ [2, r − 1]

|K(t,H
(1)
n )|

c2r−t−1
n

→ 0 and
|K(t,H

(2)
n )|

c2r−t−1
n

→ 0, (3.2)

where K(t, ·) is defined in (2.1).

Then






T (H
(1)
n \H

(2)
n )

T (H
(2)
n \H

(1)
n )

T (H
(1,2)
n )







D
→





Z1

Z2

Z1,2



 ,

where Z1 ∼ Pois(λ1 − λ1,2), Z2 ∼ Pois(λ2 − λ1,2), and Z1,2 ∼ Pois(λ1,2) are independent.

The proof of Theorem 3.1 is given in Section 3.1. We now complete the proof of Theorem 1.6
by showing that that the conditions of Theorem 1.6 imply the conditions of Theorem 3.1. First

note that the assumptions limn→∞Var[T (H
(1)
n )] = λ1 and limn→∞Var[T (H

(2)
n )] = λ2 imply, from

arguments as in (2.1), that for all t ∈ [2, r − 1],

|K(t,H
(1)
n )|

c2r−t−1
n

→ 0 and
|K(t,H

(2)
n )|

c2r−t−1
n

→ 0. (3.3)

Hence, it remains to show that

lim
n→∞

Cov[T (H(1)
n ), T (H(2)

n )] = λ1,2 implies
|E(H

(1,2)
n )|

cr−1
n

→ λ1,2. (3.4)

For this note that for two edges e1,e2 ∈ E(H
(1)
n ) ∪ E(H

(2)
n ) such that e1 ∩ e2 6= ∅,

Cov[1{X=e1},1{X=e2}] =
1

c
2r−|e1∩e2|−1
n

−
1

c2r−2
n

,

which is nonzero if and only if 2 ≤ |e1 ∩ e2| ≤ r. Hence,

Cov[T (H(1)
n ), T (H(2)

n )] = Q1,n +Q2,n, (3.5)

where

Q1,n =
1

cr−1
n

(

1−
1

cr−1
n

)

|E(H(1,2)
n )|
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and

Q2,n ≤
r−1
∑

t=2

1

c2r−t−1
n

(

1−
1

ct−1
n

)

|K(t,H(1)
n ,H(2)

n )|,

where K(t,H
(1)
n ,H

(2)
n ) is the set of ordered pairs of hyperedges (e1,e2) such that e1 ∈ E(H

(1)
n ),e2 ∈

E(H
(2)
n ) and |e1 ∩ e2| = t. Note that for t ∈ [2, r − 1],

|K(t,H(1)
n ,H(2)

n )| ≤ |K(t,H(1)
n )|+ |K(t,H(2)

n )|+ |K(t,H(1)
n \H(2)

n ,H(2)
n \H(1)

n )|.

As |K(t,H
(1)
n )| = o(c2r−t−1

n ) and |K(t,H
(2)
n )| = o(c2r−t−1

n ) (recall (3.3)), it suffices to bound

|K(t,H
(1)
n \H

(2)
n ,H

(2)
n \H

(1)
n )|. To this end, note that

|K(t,H(1)
n \H(2)

n ,H(2)
n \H(1)

n )| ≤
∑

s∈V (Hn)t

Mt(s,H
(1)
n ) ·Mt(s,H

(2)
n )

.
∑

s∈V (Hn)t

{

Mt(s,H
(1)
n )2 +Mt(s,H

(2)
n )2

}

.r,t

{

Kt(s,H
(1)
n ) +Kt(s,H

(2)
n )
}

(by (2.6))

= o(c2r−t−1
n ), (3.6)

where the last step uses (3.3). This shows Q2,n → 0. Then, since limn→∞Cov[T (H
(1)
n ), T (H

(2)
n )] =

λ1,2 by assumption, from (3.5) we must have Q1,n → λ1,2. This implies |E(H
(1,2)
n )|

cr−1
n

→ λ1,2 and

establishes (3.4). Now, we can apply Theorem 3.1 and the continuous mapping theorem to get,
(

T (H
(1)
n )

T (H
(2)
n )

)

=

(

T (H
(1)
n \H

(2)
n ) + T (H

(1,2)
n )

T (H
(2)
n \H

(1)
n ) + T (H

(1,2)
n )

)

D
→

(

Z1 + Z1,2

Z2 + Z1,2

)

,

where Z1, Z2, Z1,2 are as defined in Theorem 3.1. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.6. ✷

3.1. Proof of Theorem 3.1. We will present the proof for r ≥ 3. For r = 2, the proof needs to
be modified as in Section 2.1.3.

Fix r ≥ 3. Throughout, we will let Hn = H
(1)
n ∪H

(2)
n . Now, fix ε > 0 and define

T :=







T (H
(1)
n \H

(2)
n )

T (H
(2)
n \H

(1)
n )

T (H
(1,2)
n )






=







T+
ε (H

(1)
n \H

(2)
n )

T+
ε (H

(2)
n \H

(1)
n )

T+
ε (H

(1,2)
n )






+







T−
ε (H

(1)
n \H

(2)
n )

T−
ε (H

(2)
n \H

(1)
n )

T−
ε (H

(1,2)
n )






:= T

+
n,ε + T

−
n,ε,

where

T+
ε (F ) =

∑

e∈E(F )

1{X=e}1{e ∈ Aε(Hn)}

and

T−
ε (F ) =

∑

e∈E(F )

1{X=e}1{e /∈ Aε(Hn)},

for F = {H
(1)
n \H

(2)
n ,H

(2)
n \H

(1)
n ,H

(1,2)
n }. Notice that

T−
ε (Hn) =

∑

e∈E(Hn)

1{X=e}1{e /∈ Aε(Hn)}
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= T−
ε (H(1)

n \H(2)
n ) + T−

ε (H(2)
n \H(1)

n ) + T−
ε (H(1,2)

n ). (3.7)

Since |K(t,Hn)| = o(c2r−t−1), for all t ∈ [2, r−1] (recall (3.3) and (3.6)), by arguments as in Lemma

2.3, for each fixed ε > 0, T−
ε (Hn)

L1→ 0, as n → ∞. This implies, from (3.7), T−
n,ε

L1→ 0. Hence, it

suffices to analyze T+
n,ε. As in Section 2.1, we will approximate the variables {1{X=e} : e ∈ Aε(Hn)}

by independent Bernoulli random variables. In particular, define

J+
ε (F ) =

∑

e∈E(F )∩Aε(Hn)

Je, for F = {H(1)
n \H(2)

n ,H(2)
n \H(1)

n ,H(1,2)
n },

where {Je : e ∈ Aε(Hn)} is a collection of independent Ber( 1
cr−1
n

) random variables. This implies,

EJ+
ε (F ) =

|E(F ) ∩ Aε(Hn)|

cr−1
n

=
|E(F )|

cr−1
n

−
|E(F )\Aε(Hn)|

cr−1
n

.

Note that, for F = {H
(1)
n \H

(2)
n ,H

(2)
n \H

(1)
n ,H

(1,2)
n },

|E(F )\Aε(Hn)|

cr−1
n

≤
|E(Hn)\Aε(Hn)|

cr−1
n

→ 0,

by (2.7). Hence, because J
+
n,ε is a sum of independent random vectors,

J
+
n,ε :=







J+
ε (H

(1)
n \H

(2)
n )

J+
ε (H

(2)
n \H

(1)
n )

J+
ε (H

(1,2)
n )







D
→





Z1

Z2

Z1,2



 := Z,

where Z1, Z2, Z1,2 are as defined in Theorem 3.1. The result in Theorem 3.1 now follows from the
next lemma.

Lemma 3.2. For all integers k, k̄, k ≥ 0,

|E[T+
ε (H(1)

n \H(2)
n )kT+

ε (H(2)
n \H(1)

n )k̄T+
ε (H(1,2)

n )k]−E[J+
ε (H(1)

n \H(2)
n )kJ+

ε (H(2)
n \H(1)

n )k̄J+
ε (H(1,2)

n )k]| → 0,

as n → ∞ followed by ε → 0.

Proof. Note that by the multinomial expansion,

E[T+
ε (H(1)

n \H(2)
n )kT+

ε (H(2)
n \H(1)

n )k̄T+
ε (H(1,2)

n )k] =
k
∑

b=1

k̄
∑

b̄=1

k
∑

b=1

∑

S∈Sε,k+k̄+k,b+b̄+b

1

c
|V (P(S))|−|ν(P(S))|
n

.

Similarly,

E[J+
ε (H(1)

n \H(2)
n )kJ+

ε (H(2)
n \H(1)

n )k̄J+
ε (H(1,2)

n )k] =

k
∑

b=1

k̄
∑

b̄=1

k
∑

b=1

∑

S∈Sε,k+k̄+k,b+b̄+b

1

c
(b+b̄+b)r−(b+b̄+b)
n

Grouping the terms, we obtain
∣

∣

∣
E[T+

ε (H(1)
n \H(2)

n )kT+
ε (H(2)

n \H(1)
n )k̄T+

ε (H(1,2)
n )k]− E[J+

ε (H(1)
n \H(2)

n )kJ+
ε (H(2)

n \H(1)
n )k̄J+

ε (H(1,2)
n )k]

∣

∣

∣

≤
k
∑

b=1

k̄
∑

b̄=1

k
∑

b=1

∑

S∈Sε,k+k̄+k,b+b̄+b

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

c
|V (P(S))|−|ν(P(S))|
n

−
1

c
(b+b̄+b)r−(b+b̄+b)
n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
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.

k+k̄+k
∑

B=1

∑

S∈Sε,k+k̄+k,B

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

c
|V (P(S))|−|ν(P(S))|
n

−
1

cBr−B
n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

The result in Lemma 3.2 now follows by applying the arguments in the proof of Lemma 2.4. �

4. Proof of Theorem 1.7

As in the previous sections, the following theorem will imply the result in Theorem 1.7.

Theorem 4.1. Fix integers 2 ≤ r1 < r2. Let Hn = (H
(1)
n ,H

(2)
n ) be a sequence of 2-hypermultiplexes

on the same set of vertices Vn, such that H
(1)
n is r1-uniform, H

(2)
n is r2-uniform, |E(H

(1)
n )| → ∞,

and |E(H
(2)
n )| → ∞. Suppose Vn is colored uniformly at random with cn colors as in (1.1), such

that the following hold:

• There exist constants λ1, λ2 ≥ 0 such that

|E(H
(1)
n )|

cr1−1
n

→ λ1,
|E(H

(2)
n )|

cr2−1
n

→ λ2. (4.1)

• For all t1 ∈ [2, r1 − 1] and t2 ∈ [2, r2 − 1],

|K(t1,H
(1)
n )|

c2r1−t1−1
n

→ 0 and
|K(t2,H

(2)
n )|

c2r2−t2−1
n

→ 0, (4.2)

where K(·, ·) is defined in (2.1).

Then

T (Hn) =

(

T (H
(1)
n )

T (H
(2)
n )

)

D
→

(

Z1

Z2

)

,

where Z1 ∼ Pois(λ1), Z2 ∼ Pois(λ2) are independent.

Note that by arguments as in (2.1) it follows that the conditions of Theorem 1.7 imply the
conditions of Theorem 4.1. Hence, the result in Theorem 1.7 follows from Theorem 4.1.

4.1. Proof of Theorem 4.1. We will present the proof for r1 ≥ 3. For r1 = 2, the proof needs to
be modified as in Section 2.1.3.

Fix 3 ≤ r1 < r2, t1 ∈ [2, r1 − 1], t2 ∈ [2, r2 − 1], and define Mt1(s,H
(1)
n ) and Mt2(s,H

(2)
n ) as

in (2.2) (with Hn replaced by H
(1)
n and H

(2)
n , respectively). Also, for every fixed ε > 0, define

Aε(H
(1)
n ) and Aε(H

(2)
n ) as in (2.3). Then define the main terms as:

T+
ε (H(i)

n ) =
∑

e∈Aε(H
(i)
n )

1{X=e}

and the remainder terms as

T−
ε (H(i)

n ) = T (H(i)
n )− T+

ε (H(i)
n ),

for i ∈ {1, 2}. By Lemma 2.3, for each fixed ε > 0, T−
ε (H

(i)
n )

L1→ 0, as n → ∞, for i ∈ {1, 2}. Thus,
it suffices to analyze the joint distribution of the main terms:

T
+
n,ε :=

(

T+
ε (H

(1)
n )

T+
ε (H

(2)
n )

)

.
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As before, we will approximate the variables {1{X=e} : e ∈ Aε(Hn)} by independent Bernoulli
random variables. In particular, define

J+
ε (H(i)) =

∑

e∈Aε(H
(i)
n )

Je,

where {Je : e ∈ Aε(H
(i)
n )} is a collection of independent Ber( 1

c
ri−1
n

) random variables, which are

also independent over i ∈ {1, 2}. Clearly,

J
+
n,ε :=

(

J+
ε (H

(1)
n )

J+
ε (H

(2)
n )

)

D
→

(

Z1

Z2

)

= Z,

where Z1, Z2 are as defined in Theorem 4.1. The result in Theorem 3.1 then follows from the next
lemma.

Lemma 4.2. For all integers k1, k2 ≥ 0,

|E[T+
ε (H(1)

n )k1T+
ε (H(2)

n )k2 ]− E[J+
ε (H(1)

n )k1J+
ε (H(2)

n )k2 ]| → 0,

as n → ∞ followed by ε → 0.

4.1.1. Proof of Lemma 4.2. Fix integers 0 ≤ b1 ≤ k1 and 0 ≤ b2 ≤ k2 and denote by

Sε,k1,k2,b1,b2 =
{

((e
(1)
1 ,e

(1)
2 , . . . ,e

(1)
k1

),(e
(2)
1 ,e

(2)
2 . . . ,e

(2)
k2

)) : e
(i)
j ∈ Aε(H

(i)
n ), for 1 ≤ j ≤ ki,

and |{e
(i)
j : 1 ≤ j ≤ ki}| = bi, for i ∈ {1, 2}

}

.

Given a pair (S1, S2) ∈ Sε,k1,k2,b1,b2 , with S1 = (e
(1)
1 ,e

(1)
2 , . . . ,e

(1)
k1

) and S2 = (e
(2)
1 ,e

(2)
2 , . . . ,e

(2)
k2

),
denote the hypergraph formed by the union of the edges

{

e
(1)
1 ,e

(1)
2 , . . . ,e

(1)
k1

,e
(2)
1 ,e

(2)
2 , . . . ,e

(2)
k2

}

by P(S1, S2). (Note that P(S1, S2) has b1 + b2 distinct hyperedges.) Moreover, given a hypergraph
F define

Sε,k1,k2,b1,b2(F ) := {(S1, S2) ∈ Sε,k1,k2,b1,b2 : P(S1, S2) is isomorphic to F}.

Note that if F is connected and Sε,k1,k2,b1,b2(F ) is non-empty then |V (F )| ≤ r1b1−b1+r2b2−b2+1.
Hence, if F has ν(F ) connected components and Sε,k1,k2,b1,b2(F ) is non-empty, |V (F )| − ν(F ) ≤
r1b1 − b1 + r2b2 − b2. The following lemma gives a bound on Sε,k1,k2,b1,b2(F ). The proof is similar
to Lemma 2.5. The details are omitted.

Lemma 4.3. Let F = (V (F ), E(F )) be a hypergraph with ν(F ) connected components such that

Sε,k,b(F ) is non-empty. Then, |Sε,k1,k2,b1,b2(F )| .r1,r2,b1,b2,λ1,λ2 c
|V (F )|−ν(F )
n . Moreover, if |V (F )| <

r1b1 − b1 + r2b2 − b2 + 1, then

|Sε,k1,k2,b1,b2(F )| .r1,r2,b1,b2,λ1,λ2 εc|V (F )|−ν(F )
n .

We can now apply the above lemma to complete the proof of Lemma 4.2. To begin with, let
Hr1,r2,k1,k2 be the collection of hypergraphs F = (V (F ), E(F )) that can be expressed as F = F1∪F2,
with V (F ) = V (F1) ∪ V (F2) and E(F ) = E(F1) ∪ E(F2), such that F1 is r1-uniform and has at
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most k1 hyperedges and F2 is r2-uniform and has at most k2 hyperedges. Then by the multinomial
expansion, we have

|E[T+
ε (H(1)

n )k1T+
ε (H(2)

n )k2 ]− E[J+
ε (H(1)

n )k1J+
ε (H(2)

n )k2 ]|

≤
k1
∑

b1=1

k2
∑

b2=1

∑

(S1,S2)∈Sε,k1,k2,b1,b2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

E

[

k1
∏

t=1

1{X
=e

(1)
t

}
k2
∏

t=1

1{X
=e

(2)
t

}

]

− E

[

k1
∏

t=1

J
e
(1)
t

k2
∏

t=1

J
e
(2)
t

]∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

k1
∑

b1=1

k2
∑

b2=1

∑

(S1,S2)∈Sε,k1,k2,b1,b2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

c
|V (P(S1,S2))|−|ν(P(S1,S2))|
n

−
1

cr1b1−b1+r2b2−b2
n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.r1,r2,k1,k2

k1
∑

b1=1

k2
∑

b2=1

∑

F∈Hr1,r2,k1,k2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

c
|V (F )|−|ν(F )|
n

−
1

cr1b1−b1+r2b2−b2
n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

· |Sε,k1,k2,b1,b2(F )|

.r1,r2,k1,k2

k1
∑

b1=1

k2
∑

b2=1

∑

F∈Hr1,r2,k1,k2

ε · 1{|V (F )| − |ν(F )| < r1b1 − b1 + r2b2 − b2 + 1}.

which goes to 0 as n → ∞ followed by ε → 0. This completes the proof of Lemma 2.4. ✷

Remark 4.4. It might be a bit puzzling at first glance to spot the differences between the proofs
of Theorem 4.1 (where r1 < r2) and Theorem 3.1 (where r1 = r2 = r). The subtlety lies in the

asymptotic behavior |E(H
(1,2)
n )|, number of hyperedges in intersection of H

(1)
n and H

(2)
n . Note that

when r1 = r2 = r, then |E(H
(1,2)
n )| = Θ(cr−1

n ) (if λ12 > 0 in (3.1)). Hence, when r1 = r2 = r,

the monochromatic hyperedges from H(1,2) can have a non-trivial contribution to the limiting
distribution. On the other hand, when r1 < r2, then the hypergraph H(1,2) is empty. Also, the

number of pairs of edges in E(H
(1)
n ) ∪E(H

(2)
n ) which share at least r1 vertices is at most

|K(r1,H
(1)
n )|+ |K(r1,H

(2)
n )|+ |K(r1,H

(1)
n ,H(2)

n )|.

Note that |K(r1,H
(1)
n )| = 0 and |K(r1,H

(2)
n )| = o(c2r2−r1−1

n ) (recall (4.2)). Also, since each hyper-

edge in H
(1)
n has exactly r1 vertices, by the same argument as in (3.6),

|K(r1,H
(1)
n ,H(2)

n )| = o(c2r2−r1−1
n ).

Hence, when r1 < r2 the number of monochromatic hyperedges in H
(1)
n that are completely con-

tained in some monochromatic hyperedge in H
(2)
n have a negligible contribution in the limit. As a

result, the joint distribution of T (H
(1)
n ) and T (H

(2)
n ) are asymptotically independent, when r1 < r2.

5. Proof of Proposition 1.8

We begin with the following proposition, which follows by a straightforward extension of the
proof of Theorem 4.1 from the bivariate case to the multivariate case.

Proposition 5.1. Fix d ≥ 1 and integers 2 ≤ r1 ≤ r2 · · · ≤ rd. Let Hn = (H
(1)
n , . . . ,H

(d)
n ) be a

sequence of d-hypermultiplexes, where H
(i)
n is ri-uniform, for 1 ≤ i ≤ d. Suppose the vertices of

Hn are colored uniformly at random with cn colors such that the following hold:

(1) For every 1 ≤ i ≤ d, |E(H
(i)
n )|

c
ri−1
n

→ λi, for some constant λi ≥ 0.

(2) For all 1 ≤ i ≤ d and t ∈ [2, ri − 1], |K(t,H
(i)
n )|

c
2ri−t−1
n

→ 0.
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(3) For 1 ≤ i 6= j ≤ d, E(H
(i)
n ) ∩ E(H

(j)
n ) = ∅.

Then, as n → ∞,

T (Hn)
D
→ Z,

where T (Hn) and Z are as defined in Proposition 1.8. ✷

Proposition 1.8 is the consequence of the previous result. To see this note that Var(H
(i)
n ) → λi,

for 1 ≤ i ≤ d imply conditions (1) and (2) in Proposition 5.1 (recall the discussion after (2.1)).
Proposition 1.8 hence follows from Proposition 5.1.

6. Proofs for Section 1.4

In this section we collect the proofs of the results from Section 1.4. The section is organized as
follows: We prove Corollary 1.11, Corollary 1.15, Corollary 1.16, and Corollary 1.18 in Section 6.1,
Section 6.2, Section 6.3, and Section 6.4, respectively.

6.1. Proof of Corollary 1.11. Let F1, F2, . . . , Fd be a collection of finite graphs as in Corollary
1.11. Note that R(Fi, Gn) = Tn(HGn(Fi)), whereHGn(Fi) is the hypergraph defined in Example 1.2.
Note that HGn(Fi) is a |E(Fi)|-uniform hypergraph. Hence, for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ d, if |E(Fi)| 6= |E(Fj)|,
then

|E(HGn(Fi)) ∩E(HGn(Fj))| = ∅.

Moreover, when |E(Fi)| = |E(Fj)|, then we also have

|E(HGn(Fi)) ∩E(HGn(Fj))| = ∅,

since Fi and Fj being non-isomorphic means that the edge sets of Fi are Fj are different. This
shows that the hyperedge sets of Tn(HGn(F1)), Tn(HGn(F2)), . . . , Tn(HGn(Fd)) are mutually dis-
joint. Hence, Proposition 1.8 implies the result in Corollary 1.11. ✷

6.2. Proof of Corollary 1.15. We begin by computing the expectation of Wr([n]). A direct
calculation shows that

Nr([n]) = (1 + o(1))
1

r − 1
n2. (6.1)

Hence, from (1.9) recalling that cn = λn
2

r−1 we have

EWr([n]) =
Nr([n])

cr−1
n

→
λ

r − 1
.

Next, we compute the variance of Wr([n]). Note that Wr([n]) = T (H[n](r)), where H[n](r) is the
r-uniform hypergraph defined in Example 1.3. For this, from (2.1), we have

Var T (H[n](r) = R1,n +R2,n,

where

R1,n =
1

cr−1
n

(

1−
1

cr−1
n

)

|E(T (H[n](r)))| and R2,n =

r−1
∑

t=2

1

c2r−t−1
n

(

1−
1

ct−1
n

)

|K(t, T (H[n](r)))|.

Note that |E(T (H[n](r)))| = Nr([n]). Hence, (6.1) implies, R1,n → λ
r−1 . For R2,n note that

|K(t, T (H[n](r)))| counts the number of pairs of r-APs that have t elements in common, for t ∈
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[2, r − 1]. Hence, having chosen the first r-AP in O(n2) ways, there are only O(1) ways to select
the second r-AP with t elements in common with the first, for t ∈ [2, r − 1]. Therefore,

|K(t, T (H[n](r)))|

c2r−t−1
n

=

(

n2

c2r−t−1
n

)

→ 0,

for t ∈ [2, r − 1]. Hence, R2,n → 0, and VarT (H[n](r) → λ. Theorem 1.4 then implies, Wr([n])
D
→

Pois( λ
r−1), completing the proof of Corollary 1.15.

6.3. Proof of Corollary 1.16. The result in Theorem 1.6 can be extended to random hypergraphs
by the following lemma when the limits in (1.5) hold in probability.

Lemma 6.1. Let Hn = (H
(1)
n ,H

(2)
n ) be a sequence of random 2-hypermultiplexes, where both H

(1)
n

and H
(2)
n are r-uniform, which is independent of the coloring distribution such that the following

hold:

E[T (Hn)|Hn]
P
→

(

λ1

λ2

)

and Var[T (Hn)|Hn]
P
→

(

λ1 λ1,2

λ1,2 λ2

)

, (6.2)

for constants λ1, λ2, λ1,2 ≥ 0, with λ1,2 ≤ λ1 and λ1,2 ≤ λ2. Then

T (Hn) =

(

T (H
(1)
n )

T (H
(2)
n )

)

D
→

(

Z1 + Z1,2

Z2 + Z1,2

)

:= Z,

where Z1 ∼ Pois(λ1 − λ1,2), Z2 ∼ Pois(λ2 − λ1,2), Z1,2 ∼ Pois(λ1,2) are independent.

Proof. The assumption (6.2) implies the existence of positive reals εn → 0 such that limn→∞ P(An) =
0, where

An := {Hn := (H(1)
n ,H(2)

n ) : max{|E[T (H(i)
n ) | Hn]− λi|, |Var[T (H

(i)
n ) | Hn]− λi|,

|Cov[T (H(1)
n ), T (H(2)

n ) | Hn]− λ1,2|} > εn for i = 1, 2}.

Thus, given any function h : {Z+ ∪ {0}}2 7→ [0, 1]

|Eh(T (Hn))− Eh(Z)| ≤ P(An) + sup
Hn∈Ac

n

|E[h(T (Hn))|Hn]− E[h(Z)]|.

It thus suffices to prove that the second term on the right-hand side above converges to 0. If

not, there exists a deterministic sequence of 2-hypermultiplexes (H
(1)
n ,H

(2)
n ) such that

ET (H(1)
n ) → λ1,Var T (H

(1)
n ) → λ1,ET (H

(2)
n ) → λ2,Var T (H

(2)
n ) → λ2,Cov[T (H

(1)
n ), T (H(2)

n )] → λ1,2,

but
(

T (H
(1)
n )

T (H
(2)
n )

)

6
D
→

(

Z1 + Z1,2

Z2 + Z1,2

)

,

where Z1 ∼ Pois(λ1 − λ1,2), Z2 ∼ Pois(λ2 − λ1,2), Z1,2 ∼ Pois(λ1,2) are independent, which is a
contradiction to Theorem 1.6. �

Using the above result we can complete the proof of Corollary 1.16. SupposeHn = (H
(1)
n ,H

(2)
n ) ∼

Hr(n, p, ρ). From the law large numbers and (1.11),

E[T (Hn)|Hn] =





|E(H
(1)
n )|

cr−1
n

|E(H
(2)
n )|

cr−1
n



 = (1 + oP (1))





E[|E(H
(1)
n )|]

cr−1
n

E[|E(H
(2)
n )|]

cr−1
n





P
→

(

λ
λ

)

.
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Also, for i ∈ {1, 2}, from (2.1) we have, Var[T (H
(i)
n )|Hn] = R1,n +R2,n, where

R
(i)
1,n =

1

cr−1
n

(

1−
1

cr−1
n

)

|E(H(i)
n )|

P
→ λ,

and

R
(i)
2,n =

r−1
∑

t=2

1

c2r−t−1
n

(

1−
1

ct−1
n

)

|K(t,H(i)
n )|.

Note that E[|K(t,H
(i)
n )|] = Θ(n2r−tp2). Hence, using the fact that cn = Θ(n

r
r−1p

1
r−1 ) from (1.11),

we have

E[|K(t,H
(i)
n )|]

c2r−t−1
n

= Θ





n
r(t−1)
r−1 p

t−1
r−1

nt



 = Θ

(

p
t−1
r−1

n
r−t
r−1

)

→ 0, (6.3)

for t ∈ [2, r − 1]. This implies, R
(i)
2,n

P
→ 0, and therefore Var[T (H

(i)
n )|Hn]

P
→ λ.

Next, we look at the covariance term. As in (3.5), we can write

Cov[(T (H(1)
n ), T (H(2)

n )) | Hn] = E[Q1,n | Hn] + E[Q2,n | Hn],

where

Q1,n =
1

cr−1
n

(

1−
1

cr−1
n

)

|E(H(1,2)
n )|

P
→ λ1,2,

by (1.11) and the law of large numbers, and

Q2,n =
r−1
∑

t=2

1

c2r−t−1
n

(

1−
1

ct−1
n

)

|K(t,H(1)
n ,H(2)

n )|.

Note that E[|K(t,H
(1)
n ,H

(2)
n )|] = Θ(n2r−tp1,2). Hence, using the fact that cn = Θ(n

r
r−1p

1
r−1

1,2 ) from

(1.11), we have, as in (6.3),

E[|K(t,H
(1)
n ,H(2))|]

c2r−t−1
n

→ 0,

for t ∈ [2, r−1]. This implies, Q2,n
P
→ 0 and therefore Cov[(T (H

(1)
n ), T (H

(2)
n )) | Hn]

P
→ λ1,2. Hence,

the conditions of Lemma 6.1 are satisfied and we have the result in Corollary 1.16. ✷

6.4. Proof of Corollary 1.18. Recalling the definition of W(Hn) from (1.12) we have

EW(Hn) =
∑

e∈E(Hn)

we

cr−1
n

=
K
∑

i=1

i ·
|E(H

(i)
n )|

cr−1
n

→ λ, (6.4)

by assumption (1.14). Next, note that

VarW(Hn) = U1,n + U2,n,

where

U1,n =
∑

e∈E(Hn)

w2
e

1

cr−1
n

(

1−
1

cr−1
n

)

≥
∑

e∈E(Hn)

we

1

cr−1
n

(

1−
1

cr−1
n

)

→ λ, (6.5)
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using (6.4), and

U2,n =
r−1
∑

t=2

∑

e1,e2∈E(Hn):|e1∩e2|=t

we1we2

1

c2r−t−1
n

(

1−
1

ct−1
n

)

≥
r−1
∑

t=2

∑

e1,e2∈E(Hn):|e1∩e2|=t

1

c2r−t−1
n

(

1−
1

ct−1
n

)

(since w(e) ≥ 1, for e ∈ E(Hn))

≥
r−1
∑

t=2

|K(t,Hn)|
1

c2r−t−1
n

(

1−
1

ct−1
n

)

≥ 0. (6.6)

Since VarW(Hn) → λ by assumption (1.14), equalities must hold in (6.5) and (6.6) in the limit.
Specifically, we have U2,n → 0, which means |K(t,Hn)| = o(c2r−t−1

n ), for t ∈ [2, r − 1]. Hence,

|K(t,H(i)
n )| ≤ |K(t,Hn)| = o(c2r−t−1

n ),

for t ∈ [2, r − 1] and 1 ≤ i ≤ K. Also, from (6.5) we have U1,n → λ, which means

U1,n−
∑

e∈E(Hn)

we

cr−1
n

(

1−
1

cr−1
n

)

=
∑

e∈E(Hn)

we(we−1)
1

cr−1
n

(

1−
1

cr−1
n

)

=

K
∑

i=2

i(i−1)
|E(H

(i)
n )|

cr−1
n

→ 0.

This implies, |E(H
(i)
n )|

cr−1
n

→ 0, for 2 ≤ i ≤ K. Hence, from (6.4), |E(H
(1)
n )|

cr−1
n

→ λ. Therefore, applying

Proposition 1.8, the result in Corollary 1.18 follows. ✷
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Appendix A. A Hypergraph where the First Moment Phenomenon Does Not Hold

Let Hn = (V (Hn), E(Hn)) be a sequence of 3-uniform hypergraphs, with V (Hn) = [n] and

E(Hn) = {(1, a, b) : 2 ≤ a < b ≤ n}, for n ≥ 3. Clearly, |E(Hn)| =
(

n−1
2

)

= Θ(n2). Hence, choosing
cn = n ensures

ET (Hn) =
E(Hn)

c2n
→

1

2
.

However, in this case T (Hn) does not converge in distribution to Pois(12 ). To see this, observe that

T (Hn) =
∑

2≤a<b≤n

1{X1 = Xa = Xb},

where Xv is the color of the vertex v ∈ [n]. Conditioning on the event {X1 = a}, for some a ∈ [cn],
notice that

T (Hn)|{X1 = a} =

(

Ya

2

)

,

where Ya is the number of vertices in [2, n] with color a. Clearly, Ya ∼ Bin(n− 1, 1/n)
D
→ Pois(1),

for all a ∈ [cn]. Hence,

T (Hn)
D
→

(

Z

2

)

,

where Z ∼ Pois(1). Clearly,
(

Z
2

)

does not have a Pois(12) distribution, in particular, it does not
take the values 0 or 1. This shows that, unlike in the graph case (recall the discussion following
(1.3)), the first moment phenomenon does not hold for general r-uniform hypergraphs, for r ≥ 3.

Appendix B. Failure of the Second-Moment Phenomenon for 3-Hypermultiplexes

Consider two sequences of 3-multiplexes Hn = (H
(1)
n ,H

(2)
n ,H

(3)
n ) and H̃n = (H̃

(1)
n , H̃

(2)
n , H̃

(3)
n )

defined as follows:
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• Let A1, A2, A3 be 3 sets of size n such that

|A1 ∩A2 ∩A3|

n
→ λ ∈ (0, 14)

and

A1 ∩A2 ∩A3 = A1 ∩A2 = A2 ∩A3 = A1 ∩A3,

as shown in Figure B.1 (a). Let H
(1)
n ,H

(2)
n ,H

(3)
n be the complete graphs with vertex sets

A1, A2, A3, respectively. Define

Hn = (H(1)
n ,H(2)

n ,H(3)
n ).

• Let Ã1, Ã2, Ã3 be 3 sets of size n such that Ã1 ∩ Ã2 ∩ Ã3 = ∅,

|Ã1 ∩ Ã2|

n
=

|Ã2 ∩ Ã3|

n
=

|Ã1 ∩ Ã3|

n
→ λ ∈ (0, 14),

as shown in Figure B.1 (b). Let H̃
(1)
n , H̃

(2)
n , H̃

(3)
n be the complete graphs with vertex sets

Ã1, Ã2, Ã3, respectively. Define

H̃n = (H̃(1)
n , H̃(2)

n , H̃(3)
n ).

A1 A2

A3

(a)

Ã1

Ã2 Ã3

(b)

Figure B.1. Illustration demonstrating the failure of the second-moment phenomenon in
characterizing the limiting distribution of 3-multiplexes.

Now, choose cn = n2. Then, since
(n2)
cn

→ 1
2 ,

E[T (Hn)] = E[T (H̃n)] →





1
2
1
2
1
2



 .

Also, a direct calculation shows that

lim
n→∞

Var[T (Hn)] = lim
n→∞

Var[T (H̃n)] =





1
2 λ′ λ′

λ′ 1
2 λ′

λ′ λ′ 1
2



 .

where λ′ = 1
2λ

2. This shows that the first and second moments (mean vectors and covariance

matrices) of T (Hn) and T (H̃n) asymptotically equal. However, it turns out that the limiting

distributions of T (Hn) and T (H̃n) are not the same. To see this, define H
(∗)
n = H

(1)
n ∩H

(2)
n ∩H

(3)
n ,
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that is, the graph with edge set E(H
(1)
n ) ∩ E(H

(2)
n ) ∩ E(H

(3)
n ). Then applying Proposition 1.8, we

obtain the following:










T (H
(1)
n \H

(∗)
n )

T (H
(2)
n \H

(∗)
n )

T (H
(3)
n \H

(∗)
n )

H
(∗)
n











D
→









Z1

Z2

Z3

Z1,2,3









,

where Z1, Z2, Z3 ∼ Pois(12 − λ′), Z1,2,3 ∼ Pois(λ′) are independent. This implies,






T (H
(1)
n )

T (H
(2)
n )

T (H
(3)
n )







D
→





Z1 + Z1,2,3

Z2 + Z1,2,3

Z3 + Z1,2,3



 . (B.1)

Similarly, it can be shown that






T (H̃
(1)
n )

T (H̃
(2)
n )

T (H̃
(3)
n )







D
→





Z ′
1 + Z1,2 + Z1,3

Z ′
2 + Z1,2 + Z2,3

Z ′
3 + Z1,3 + Z2,3



 , (B.2)

where Z ′
1, Z

′
2, Z

′
3 ∼ Pois(12 − 2λ′), Z1,2, Z1,3, Z2,3 ∼ Pois(λ′) are independent. Clearly, the limiting

distributions in (B.1) and (B.2) are not the same.

This example show that, although the first 2 moments of T (Hn) and T (H̃n) converge to the
same limit, their limiting distributions are not the same. Hence, the second moment phenomenon
can fail for (hyper)multiplexes with 3 or more layers.

Appendix C. Ordering Lemma

In this section we prove the ordering lemma used in the proof of Lemma 2.5. The proof is
essentially a verbatim adaption of [11, Lemma A.1] to the hypergraph setting.

Lemma C.1. Fix k ≥ 1 and suppose S = (e1,e2, . . . ,ek) be a collection of hyperedges (not nec-
essarily distinct) of size r ≥ 2 such that the hypergraph formed the union of the edges in S is

connected and |
⋃k

j=1 ej | < br− b+1, where b is the number of distinct hyperedges in S. Then there

exists an ordering (permutation) σ : [k] → [k] such that the following hold:

• for every i ∈ [2, k], ti(σ) ≥ 1, and
• for some i ∈ [2, k], ti(σ) ∈ [2, r − 1],

where

ti(σ) =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

eσ(i)

⋂





i−1
⋃

j=1

eσ(j)





∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

,

for i ∈ [2, r].

Proof. Since S is connected, there exists an ordering σ, such that ti(σ) ≥ 1 for every i ∈ [2, k].
Suppose, towards a contradiction, ti(σ) ∈ {1, r}, for every i ∈ [2, k]. This means there can be 2
cases:

Case 1: For every i ∈ [2, k], either ti(σ) = 1, or eσ(i) ∈ {eσ(1), . . . ,eσ(i−1)}.

ℓ =
∣

∣{i ∈ [2, k] : ti(σ) = 1}
∣

∣.
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Then, b = 1 + ℓ and |
⋃k

j=1 ej | = r + ℓ(r − 1). This yields a contradiction, because

∣

∣

∣

k
⋃

j=1

ej

∣

∣

∣
= r + (b− 1)(r − 1) = br − b+ 1.

Case 2: There exists i ∈ [2, k] such that ti(σ) = r and eσ(i) /∈ {eσ(1), . . . ,eσ(i−1)}. Define

i0 = inf
{

i ∈ [2, k] : ti(σ) = r and eσ(i) /∈ {eσ(1), . . . ,eσ(i−1)}
}

and
i1 = inf

{

1 ≤ i < i0 : eσ(i0) ∩ eσ(i1) 6= ∅}.

Now, consider the following cases:
–
∣

∣eσ(i0)∩eσ(i1)
∣

∣ ≥ 2: In this case, consider a permutation τ : [k] → [k] with τ(1) = σ(i0),
τ(2) = σ(i1), and t(i, τ) ≥ 1, for every i ∈ [2, k]. By the definition of i0, it follows that
eσ(i1) 6= eσ(i0), and since

∣

∣eσ(i0) ∩ eσ(i1)

∣

∣ ≥ 2, we have t2(τ) ∈ [2, r − 1], as required.

–
∣

∣eσ(i0) ∩ eσ(i1)

∣

∣ = 1: Let {s} = eσ(i0) ∩ eσ(i1). Define

i2 = inf
{

i1 < i < i0 : (eσ(i0) \ {s}) ∩ eσ(i) 6= ∅}.

Once again, there exists a permutation κ : [k] → [k] such that κ(1) = σ(i0), κ(2) =
σ(i2) and ti(κ) ≥ 1, for every i ∈ [2, k]. So, if

∣

∣eσ(i0)∩eσ(i2)

∣

∣ ≥ 2, then t2(κ) ∈ [2, r−1],

as desired. Hence, suppose
∣

∣eσ(i0) ∩ eσ(i2)

∣

∣ = 1. Now, there exists a permutation
θ : [k] → [k] satisfying:

θ(i) =

{

σ(i) if 1 ≤ i ≤ i2,

σ(i0) if i = i2 + 1,

and ti(θ) ≥ 1, for every i ∈ [2, k]. Now, it is easy to see that ti2+1(θ) = 2, completing
the proof of Lemma C.1.

�

Department of Statistics and Data Science, University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, USA

Email address: xinyux@wharton.upenn.edu

Department of Statistics and Data Science, University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, USA

Email address: bhaswar@wharton.upenn.edu


	1. Introduction
	1.1. Second Moment Phenomenon for Hypergraphs
	1.2. Second Moment Phenomenon for 2-Layer Multiplex Hypergraphs
	1.3. More Than 2 Layers
	1.4. Applications

	2.  Proof of Theorem 1.4 
	2.1. Proof of Theorem 2.2 

	3. Proof of Theorem 1.6 
	3.1. Proof of Theorem 3.1

	4. Proof of Theorem 1.7 
	4.1. Proof of Theorem 4.1

	5. Proof of Proposition 1.8
	6. Proofs for Section 1.4 
	6.1. Proof of Corollary 1.11 
	6.2. Proof of Corollary 1.15 
	6.3. Proof of Corollary 1.16 
	6.4. Proof of Corollary 1.18 
	Acknowledgements

	References
	Appendix A. A Hypergraph where the First Moment Phenomenon Does Not Hold
	Appendix B. Failure of the Second-Moment Phenomenon for 3-Hypermultiplexes
	Appendix C. Ordering Lemma

