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SLOW GRAPH BOOTSTRAP PERCOLATION II:
ACCELERATING PROPERTIES

DAVID FABIAN »* PATRICK MORRIS >, AND TIBOR SZABO 31

ABSTRACT. For a graph H and an n-vertex graph G, the H-bootstrap process on G is the process
which starts with G and, at every time step, adds any missing edges on the vertices of G that complete
a copy of H. This process eventually stabilises and we are interested in the extremal question raised
by Bollobds, of determining the maximum running time (number of time steps before stabilising) of
this process, over all possible choices of n-vertex graph G. In this paper, we initiate a systematic
study of the asymptotics of this parameter, denoted Mg (n), and its dependence on properties of the
graph H. Our focus is on H which define relatively fast bootstrap processes, that is, with Mg (n)
being at most linear in n. We study the graph class of trees, showing that one can bound Mr(n)
by a quadratic function in v(T") for all trees 7" and all n. We then go on to explore the relationship
between the running time of the H-process and the minimum vertex degree and connectivity of H.

1. INTRODUCTION

Given graphs H and G, let ny(G) denote the number of copies of H in G. The H-bootstrap
percolation process (H-process for short) on a graph G is the sequence (G})i>o of graphs defined by
Go := G and

V(G)

V(Gz) = V(G), E(Gl) = E(Gi_l) U {6 S < 9

> ing (Gi-1+e) > nH(Gi—l)} ;

for i > 1. We call G the starting graph of the process and 77 (G) := min{t € N : Gy = G411} the
running time of the H-process on G, which is the point at which the process stabilises. Finally, we
define G, with 7 = 77 (G) to be the final graph of the process, and denote it (G) g := G-.

The H-bootstrap percolation process was introduced in 1968 by Bollobds [6] in his study of weak
saturation and has since been studied from many different viewpoints with connections being made
to the general study of cellular automata and bootstrap processes [17]. In particular, inspired by
similar questions from statistical physics [9], Balogh, Bollobas and Morris [2] initiated the study of
the case when the starting graph G is the binomial random graph G(n, p). In both this probabilistic
setting and the original extremal graph theory question of weak saturation, the focus has been to
determine under what conditions the final graph of the process is the complete graph. From a
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cellular automata perspective, where one views the process as a virus spreading, this translates to
asking whether the virus will infect the entire population,

More recently, there has been interest in asking how long a virus will spread for, that is, how
long does it take for a percolation process to stabilise. This was studied by Gunderson, Koch and
Przykucki [14] in the context of a random starting graph and Bollobés raised the extremal question
of determining the maximum running time of the H-bootstrap process over all n-vertex starting
graphs G.

Definition 1.1. For n € N, we define My (n) to be

Mg (n) == max 71h(G).
V(&)|=n
We also mention that similar questions on running times have been recently studied for neigh-
bourhood percolation, a cellular automata closely related to graph bootstrap percolation, both in
the extremal setting [4, 19] and in the probabilistic setting of a random starting graph [1,7,8].

1.1. Previous work. The initial study of the maximum running time of H-bootstrap processes
focused on the case when H is a clique. Indeed, Bollobas, Przykucki, Riordan and Sahasrabudhe [7]
and, independently, Matzke [16] showed that Mg, (n) = n—3, for all n > 3. Moreover the first set of
authors [5] gave constructions showing that My, (n) > n?>~*—°() for r > 5, where ), is some explicit
constant such that A\, — 0 as » — oco. However the same authors believed that there was a limit to
how long the K,-bootstrap process could last and conjectured that for all » > 5, Mk, (n) = o(n?).
Balogh, Kronenberg, Pokrovskiy and the third author of the current paper [3] then disproved this
conjecture, showing that M, (n) = Q(n?) for all r > 6. For r = 5, using an interesting connection
to Behrend’s construction of 3-term arithmetic progression free sets, they could show that Mg, (n)
grows greater than n?>~¢ for all € > 0 but it is unknown whether the rate of growth is quadratic or
not. In the first paper of our series [12] (see also [11]) we determined My (n) exactly for all cycles
H = Cj, with 3 < k € N (the k = 3 case was known and is an exercise), showing that Mc, (n) is of
the order log;_;(n) and that the exact form of the function depends on the parity of k € N. Finally,
in recent papers, Noel and Ranganathan [1%], Hartarsky and Lichev [15], and Espuny Diaz, Janzer,
Kronenberg and Lada [10] extended the study of My (n) to hypergraphs, again focusing on the case
where H is a clique and providing lower bounds.

1.2. A preview. Building on [3,5], in forthcoming work [13], we develop a general framework
for providing lower bounds on My (n) using so-called chain constructions. We use our framework
to give very effective lower bounds for many different H, often asymptotically meeting the trivial
upper bound of n?. Indeed using our framework, we will show that, in a very strong sense, almost
all graphs H have the property that My(n) = ©(n?). In more detail, we show that for k € N
and H = H(k,p) the binomial random graph such that p = w(log k/k), with probability tending
to 1 as k tends to infinity, H has the property that My (n) = ©(n?) (asymptotics for My are with
respect to n here and throughout). Similarly, we show quadratic running time for H that have a
large minimum degree 6(H) > 3v(H)/4. Even for certain graphs H where we can show that the
running time is subquadratic (we will show this for all bipartite graphs, for example), our chain
constructions will show that My (n) grows superlinearly for many natural H such as H = K}, ¢ with
k, 0> 3.

These results suggest that in order to have a fast maximum running time of at most linear, H
must have atypical and sparse structural properties. The purpose of this paper is to explore such
properties and the extent to which they accelerate the running times of H-processes. For simplicity
in what follows, we restrict our attention to connected H but discuss briefly the disconnected case
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in our concluding remarks, see Section 8.4. Our starting point is a natural class of sparse atypical
graphs, namely trees.

1.3. Trees. Our first main result shows that for any tree T', the T-process stablises after constantly
many steps, that is, the running time is independent of the number of vertices n of the starting
graph. Our upper bound gives a quadratic dependence on the number ¢ of vertices of T'.

Theorem 1.2. Lett € N and n > 2t. Every tree T' on t vertices satisfies
1
Mr(n) < o (t* + 6t + 60).

For certain simple examples of a tree T', such as a path or a star, it does not take long to convince
oneself that the T-process stabilises in constant time. Furthermore, given that a neighbour of a
leaf in a copy of the target tree T in G; becomes an almost universal vertex in just one round of
the percolation process, and hence the diameter of G2 already becomes constant, the statement of
Theorem 1.2 perhaps does not come across as unexpected. The actual proof however, that from
constant diameter the percolation process finishes in constant time turned out to be a considerable
challenge. Indeed, the analysis needed to handle all the great variety of trees and choices of starting
graph, is quite delicate. Moreover, extra ideas were needed to achieve an upper bound whose
dependence on the number of vertices ¢ of the tree is polynomial.

What affects the maximum running time of H-percolation? Theorem 1.2 shows that Mp(n) is
constant for trees T' and by [12] it is logarithmic for cycles. These are in contrast with cliques,
where percolation can be almost quadratically slow already for K5 (and linear for K4). Considering
that trees T have minimum degree §(T) = 1, vertex connectivity k(T) = 1 and edge connectivity
K'(T) = 1 while k(C) = k' (Cg) = 6(C) = 2 for any k > 3, one cannot help but wonder whether
these parameters being at most two has anything to do with sublinear running time. In this work we
initiate the study of target graphs with fast percolation and the relationship between running times
and small minimum degree/connectivity. We obtain several necessary and sufficient conditions,
refute a couple of natural conjectures, as well as arrive at a number of tantalizing open problems.

1.4. Small degree vertices. In our analysis of the fast percolation for trees, the existence of leaves
plays a crucial role. Moreover, the following simple example shows that adding a vertex of degree
one can hugely accelerate the running time.

Example 1.3. Let £ > 3 and Hy, be the k + 1-vertex graph formed by taking a clique of size k and
adding a pendent edge to one of its vertices. Then My, (n) < 3.

Proof. Take G to be an arbitrary n-vertex starting graph with H-process (G;)i>0 and suppose that
7 (G) > 1 and so there is some copy of Hy in G1. Let U C V(G) be the set of k vertices that form
a clique in this copy of Hy. Then in Gg, we have that U and V(G) \ U form parts of a complete
bipartite graph. Thus any pair of vertices in V(G) \ U appear as an edge in G3 and so Gj3 is a
complete graph. O

This suggests a connection between fast running times and vertices of small degree, in particular
vertices of degree one. Our next main result shows that such small degree vertices are indeed
necessary for a sublinear running time.

Theorem 1.4. Let H be a connected graph with minimum degree 6(H) > 2 and maximum degree
A(H) > 3. Then
Moreover, if H is bipartite then there exists a bipartite starting graph G with 7 (G) = Q(n).
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Theorem 1.4 shows that the only connected graphs H which have §(H) > 2 and sublinear My (n)
are cycles, which are known to have My (n) logarithmic [12]. The next proposition shows that
Theorem 1.4 is tight in that the lower bound on running time cannot be improved. Indeed the
complete bipartite graph Ky s has 6(Kj3 ) = 2 and maximum degree arbitrarily large and yet only
linear maximum running time.

Proposition 1.5. For every s > 3, M, (n) = O(n).

1.5. Constructions with small degrees. Theorem 1.4 shows that a condition of §(H) = 1 is
necessary for a fast running time. Given Example 1.3, which shows that a single pendent edge can
reduce the running time from quadratic to constant, one might also expect that 6(H) = 1 is also
sufficient to guarantee a fast running time. Somewhat surprisingly, this turns out not to be the
case. Indeed, there is a graph with a pendent edge whose running time is in fact quadratic.

Theorem 1.6. For each 1 <t € N, there is a connected graph H with 6(H) =t and My (n) = Q(n?).

Note that Theorem 1.6 is only really of interest for ¢ < 4; otherwise we already have examples of
H with quadratic running times by considering cliques. In order to prove Theorem 1.6, we actually
develop a general scheme for constructions of graph processes which we call simulation. We consider
some graph H and starting graph G with long percolation time (in the case of Theorem 1.6 we take
H= Kg) and use it to construct our desired graph H with a starting graph Gg, so that each step
in the H-process starting with Gy mimics' a step in the H-process starting with Gy. We believe
that this method of constructions via simulation is quite flexible and can be used to give further
interesting examples of graphs H with long running times.

Theorem 1.4 shows that the only graphs H with sublinear running times that are not cycles, have
d(H) = 1 whilst Theorem 1.6 shows that it is far from true that the collection of all such graphs
have sublinear running time. Which ones do? Being sparse, intuitively, makes it difficult to achieve
a long running time as copies of H minus an edge will be harder to avoid as the H-process develops,
resulting in a fast process. As a further demonstration of our method of simulation processes, we
refute this intuition, that is, that being dense would in any way be mecessary for a running time
that is at least linear: there exists a graph with maximum degree just 3 (and minimum degree 1)
with maximum running time at least linear.

Theorem 1.7. There exists a connected graph H with minimum degree 6(H) = 1 and maximum
degree A(H) = 3 satisfying My (n) = Q(n).

1.6. Low connectivity. As graphs H with §(H) = ¢ also have vertex connectivity x(H) < ¢ and
edge connectivity x'(H) < t, by Theorem 1.6, bounds on these parameters are not sufficient to give
upper bounds on the maximum running time of the H-process. We can however recover an effective
bound using low connectivity if we have the added condition that the H-process on H itself has a
final graph (H) g which is complete. This is the content of our final theorem presented here.

Theorem 1.8. If H is a nonempty graph such that there exists e € E(H) with k(H —e) < 2 and
(H)n = Ky, then
My (n) = O(n).

It turns out that such a connectivity condition is in fact also necessary in order to have a running
time that is at most linear. Indeed, using our framework for chain constructions, in forthcoming
work [13] we show that if H is such that for any edge e € E(H), x(H — e) > 3 (in particular if

1See Definition 6.1 for a precise definition of simulation.
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k(H) > 4), then there exists ey > 0 such that My(n) = Q(n'*#). This extends Theorem 1.4
which can be seen as saying that in order for a connected graph H which is not a cycle to have
sublinear maximum running time, it needs to have vertex (and edge) connectivity 1.

Although the condition that (H)y = K, in Theorem 1.8 is quite restrictive, the theorem can
still be used to generate interesting examples. One such example is K-, that is, K5 minus a single
edge, which is in contrast to K5 which has (almost) quadratic running time [3]. We give further
examples as follows. An illustration of H7 is given in Figure 1.

FIGURE 1. An illustration of the graph HZ.

Example 1.9. Let £ > 3 and H;, be the (2k — 2)-vertex graph composed by ‘gluing together’ two
cliques of size k along a singular edge e and adding one more edge €' between two non-adjacent
vertices. Then My (n) = O(n).

Proof. The Hj-process on Hj, results in Koo after just one step of the process as any missing edge
can play the role of ¢’ in a copy of H}.. Note, moreover that x(Hj, —e’) = 2 as removing the vertices
of the edge e disconnects Hj, — ¢’. Therefore Hj satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 1.8 and so
indeed My (n) = ©(n) where we used Theorem 1.4 for the lower bound on running time here. [

Note that 0(Hj,) = k—1 and so we can generate graphs H with arbitrarily large minimum degree
d(H) and linear My (n). Therefore in order to generalise Theorem 1.4 to show that certain conditions
are necessary for a running time which is at most linear, one should focus on low connectivity
conditions (as discussed above and shown in [13]) rather than small degree conditions.

1.7. Summary. Before embarking on our proofs, we briefly summarise our findings. Our theo-
rem (Theorem 1.2) shows that trees T' have Mp(n) bounded by a constant depending on 7' and
independent of n, and this constant can be taken to be quadratic in v(T"). The existence of small
degree vertices and hence low connectivity in H is necessary for a sublinear running time (Theorem
1.4). Small degree vertices stop being necessary when we consider H with linear My (n) (Example
1.9) but low connectivity is still necessary to have running time at most linear (as shown in [13]).
Finally, neither small vertex degrees nor low connectivity are sufficient to guarantee a fast running
time (Theorem 1.6) but with an extra condition concerning the H-process on itself, a bounded
connectivity condition can recover a bound on running time (Theorem 1.8).

Organisation of the paper. Necessary notation is introduced in Section 2. The proof of Theorem
1.2 is then given in Section 3. Theorem 1.4 is proven in Section 4 followed by a proof of Proposition
1.5 in Section 5. Theorems 1.6 and 1.7 are shown in Section 6. Finally Theorem 1.8 is proven in
Section 7 and in Section 8 we discuss various future directions of research.
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2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

Here we introduce some necessary terminology and notation and give a simple observation which
will be useful throughout our proofs. Firstly, for integers 0 < ¢, < j € N, we let [i, 5] = {é,i+1,...,j}
denote the discrete interval between i and j.

Graph notation. For an edge e € E(H) we define H — e as the graph obtained by removing e
from the edge set and similarly, if e is an edge (of K, )) on the same vertex set as H then H + e
is the graph obtained by adding e to H. We denote the (external) disjoint union of two graphs G
and G', by G UG, that is,

GUG = ((Vx{1Hhu (V' x{2}), {(z,1)(y,1) s ay € E(G)} U{(#,2)(y,2) : 2y € E(G")}) .

If G’ C G is a subgraph of a graph G and X,Y are (not necessarily disjoint) subsets of V(G) we
write

Ee(X,)Y)={aye E(G"):z e X,yeY}.

We write Ngr(v) for the set of neighbours of v in G’ C G and degq/ (v) = |Ngr(v)| for the degree
of v in G'. When G’ # G we sometimes write G'-neighbour or G-neighbour to emphasize the set of
neighbours we are referring to. We say that v is universal in G if Ng(v) = V(G) \ {v}.

Graph bootstrap processes. Whenever the process (G;)i>o is clear from context, we say that a
property of a graph holds at time ¢ if G; has that property. We now give a simple observation that
shows that processes behave well with respect to subgraphs. It can be proven easily by induction
on 1 > 0.

Observation 2.1. Let G’ C G and let (G});>0 and (G;);>0 be the respective H-processes on G’ and
G. Then G, C G, for every i > 0.

We say that a graph G is H-stable if ng(G + €) = ny(G) for every e € (V(2G)) \ E(G). For any
graph G we define (G)g to be the final graph of the H-process on G. By Observation 2.1, any
H-stable graph containing G must also contain every graph of the H-process on G. This implies
the following observation.

Observation 2.2. If G is an n-vertex graph, (G)y is the smallest (in terms of number of edges)
n-vertex H-stable graph in which G appears as a subgraph.

Rooted trees. Our proof of Theorem 1.2 relies on the concept of a rooted tree. A rooted tree is
a tree T together with a designated vertex z € V(T'). For two vertices u,v € V(T'), we denote by
disty(u, v) the number of edges in the unique path from u to v in T. For u € V(T') the neighbours
of u whose distance to z is larger than distp(z,u) are called children of u. If u # z the unique
neighbour v € Np(u) with distr(z,v) < disty(z,u) is called the parent of u. The height of a vertex
w of T with root z, denoted ht,(u), is the length of a longest path ug ... uy with u = uy such that u;
is a child of u;_; for i € [¢]. The height of T', denoted ht.(7"), is defined as the height of the root z.

Tree embeddings. Given a copy Tp C G of a tree (or, more generally, a forest) 7" in a graph G
and vertices x € V(1p), y € V(G) \ V(Tp) we define the graph Téxﬁy) via

VITY ™) = V(To) \ {z} U{y} . B(IY""") = E(To) \ {c € B(To) : v € e} U{yz : z € Ng ()},

We can think of T, éxﬁy) as the graph obtained by replacing x with y in Tp. Note that Téwﬁy) is a
subgraph of G if and only if Nz, (z) C Ng(y). If ¢ : V(T) — V(G) is an embedding of T" into G
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z—Y)

with o(T) = T we write ¢ for the map

V(T) = V(T s {s@(v) , p(v) # z;

3. TREES
In this section, we will prove Theorem 1.2. We first have a look at the case when T is a star.
Lemma 3.1. For T = K;;_1, we have that Mp(n) <t —1.

Proof. In the K ;_q-process (G;);>0 with some arbitrary initial graph G, we say a vertex central at
time ¢ if it plays the role of the centre of a copy of a star that lies in GG; but not in G;_;. Note that
if a vertex is central at time 4 then it is universal at time j for all j > ¢ and hence cannot be central
at some time k > ¢. Hence at every step i, if G; # G;_1, then there is some vertex v that is central
(and hence universal) in time 7 that was not universal at time i — 1. Therefore, if 7, , ,(G) >t -2,
then G;_o contains at least ¢t — 2 universal vertices and Gy_; must be a complete graph. O

Now moving to general trees T, we show the existence of a vertex cover with certain properties,
as given by the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. For a tree T and a root verter z € V(T') that is not a leaf, there exists a subset
U=U(T;z) c V(T) such that

(1) U is a smallest vertex cover of T';

(2) No vertex in U is a leaf of T';

(8) A vertexv € V(T) lies in U if and only if it has a child that is not contained in U.

Proof. Pick a smallest vertex cover U that minimises ), . distr(u, 2) among all smallest vertex
covers of T'. Property (1) is satisfied by the choice of U. Property (2) is a direct consequence of
(3) since leaves do not have children. The if direction of Property (3) holds because U is a vertex
cover. The only if direction of (3) will be achieved by contradiction: Suppose that v € U and all its
children lie in U. Note that this includes the case when v is a leaf. If v is the root we can remove
it from U to arrive at a smaller vertex cover and hence at a contradiction. Suppose that v # z, and
let w be the parent vertex of v. If w € U then U \ {v} is still a vertex cover and is smaller than U,
which is a contradiction. Hence w ¢ U and U \ {v} U {w} is another smallest vertex cover. However,

Z disty(u, z) = Z disty(u, z) — disty(v, z) 4+ distp(w, z) = Z distp(u, z) — 1,
uweU\{v}u{w} uelU uelU

which contradicts minimality of U. Therefore Property (3) must hold. O

Next we define certain parameters, which depend on our tree 1" and our choice of root z which is
not a leaf of T. Let U = U(T}; z) be the vertex set given by Lemma 3.5. We define

(3.1) p=p(T;z) :== M (|U]).
That is, p is the longest time the T[U]-process takes to stabilise when starting with an initial graph
on |U]| vertices, where T[U] is the forest induced by T on the vertex cover U.

Note that since U is a smallest vertex cover of T', removing all but one of the vertices in U from
T results in the disjoint union of a star and some isolated vertices. Let

(3.2) d=90(T;2) = 3161[1]1 |Nr(u) \ U]

be the smallest number of neighbours outside U a vertex in U can have.



8 SLOW GRAPH BOOTSTRAP PERCOLATION II

We now give our main proposition, from which the proof of Theorem 1.2 will follow. The propo-
sition shows that if the T-process on some graph G does not stabilise after some bounded number
of steps (in terms of u,d and ht,(7")), then there will be many universal vertices.

Proposition 3.3. Let T be a tree with a root z that is not a leaf and let p = p(T;z), 6 = 0(T; 2)
and U = U(T; z) be as defined in (3.1), (3.2) and Lemma 3.2 above. Moreover, let (G;)i>o be some
T-process with v(Go) = n > 2t vertices. Then if the process has not stabilised within the first

(3.3) i*:=14+3[ht,(T)/2]| +pn+0o
steps, Gy« contains |U| + 6 — 2 universal vertices.
We now show how Theorem 1.2 follows from Proposition 3.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Firstly if T is a star, the result follows from Lemma 3.1, and so in what
follows, we will assume that T is not a star. We claim that for any choice of root vertex z of T
which is not a leaf, we have that

(3.4) Mp(n) <2+ 3[ht,(T)/2] + p+ 6,

where p = p(T;2) and 6 = 6(T;2) as in (3.1) and (3.2). Indeed suppose that Gg is a choice of
an n-vertex graph that maximises the running time of the T-process (G;);>o. If the process has
stabilised by time ¢* := 1 + 3[ht,(T)/2] + p + J, then (3.4) certainly holds. If not then, then by
Proposition 3.3, we have that G; has |U| 4+ § — 2 universal vertices. We will show that Gj«1; is
complete and thus stable and so (3.4) holds. Indeed consider some pair x,y € V(G;+) of vertices
that are non-adjacent vertices in G+, then xy completes a copy of K s with centre x whose vertex
set consists of x,y and § — 1 universal vertices. The remaining |U| — 1 universal vertices together
with ¢ — |U| — § vertices from V(G) \ (U U {z,y}) can be used to extend the copy of K; 5 to a copy
of T. As x and y were arbitrary, G;=41 is a complete graph as required.

The right hand side of (3.4) depends on the choice of root vertex z. We now show how to choose
z so that (3.4) implies the bound in Theorem 1.2. Take a path P of length diam(7") in 7" and choose
z € V(P) such that its distances to the endpoints of P are |diam(T")/2| and [diam(7")/2] (and hence
z is not a leaf). With this choice we have ht,(T") = [diam(T")/2]. The vertex cover U = U(T};z2)
from Lemma 3.2 contains at least [diam(7)/2] vertices from P. Any internal vertex of P has at
most two neighbours in U NV (P) while the two endpoints of P and any vertex in V(T") \ V/(P) each
have at most one neighbour on P. Thus,

0= mi[[]l INr(u)\ U] < min : | N ()|
ue

ueUNV (P
< H{(u,v) :u e UNV(P),v e V(T),uv € E(T)}|
- UnV(p)
< 2(diam(T") — 1) +t — (diam(7T) — 1)
- 1 [diam(T")/2]
t—

<—/————42
= Tdiam(T)/2]
Combining this with (3.4) yields

+ 2+ p.

(3.5) Mp(n) <243 "diam(T)-‘ t—1

4 [diam(7T)/2]
The diameter lies between 3 and t — 1 because T is not a star, and we can bound p by 2/8 since
the vertex cover number of any tree on t vertices is at most ¢/2 and My (|U]) < (|g|). The right
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oo

FIGURE 2. The situation of Observation 3.4 for a concrete choice of Ty. On the left
we have a copy Ty of T' (black vertices and edges) at some time i. The vertex z’ is
adjacent in G to all Ty-neighbours of  but y. On the right we see the copy TO(”T_W )
that is completed by 2’y at time 7 + 1.

hand side of (3.5) is maximised when diam(7") =t — 1. Therefore,

Mrn) <243 =2 4 =1 +2+752<1 (t2 + 6t + 60)
n —_— —_ .
Y= 4 [(t—1)/2] 8 =8 ’

as required. O

It remains to prove Proposition 3.3. Before embarking on this, we give some further useful tools
for our proof. Firstly, if we want to show that two given vertices u,w € V(G) become adjacent in
the T-process we can start with a copy of T" containing uw but not w and replace a single vertex with
w to obtain a copy of T' — e for some edge e € E(T'), which is complemented by uw. We formalise
this approach in the observation below, see Figure 3 for an example.

Observation 3.4. Suppose (G;)i>o is some T-process for a tree T'. Let Ty C G; be a copy of T for
some i € N, and let € V(Tp) and 2’ € V(G) \ V(Tp). If y € Np,(x) is such that all Ty-neighbours
of x but y are adjacent to 2’ at time 7, then 2’y € E(G;4+1) because it completes To(x_m ),

The next lemma tells us that in a copy of T" the vertices corresponding to the elements of the
cover U given by Lemma 3.2, become almost universal in the sense that they are adjacent to every
vertex outside the copy of T

Lemma 3.5. Let T be a tree with a root z which is not a leaf and let U = U(T; z) be the set of
vertices of T given by Lemma 3.2. Furthermore, let (G;)i>0 be some T-process, let ip € N and let
To C Gy, be a copy of T with an isomorphism ¢ : T — Ty. Then at time ig + [ht,(T)/2], every
vertex in o(U) is adjacent to every vertex in V(G) \ V(1p).

Proof. Let w € V(G) \ V(1p). We show by induction on i that p(u)w € E(Gj,+;) for every
0 <i < [ht,(T)/2] and every u € U with ht,(u) € {2¢ —1,2i}. This claim holds vacuously for i = 0
because U does not contain any leaves (cf. property (2) of Lemma 3.2).

Given v € U with ht,(u) € {2¢ — 1,2¢} where ¢ > 1, there exists a child v of u that is not
contained in U by Lemma 3.2 (3). As U is a cover all children of v lie in U, so their images under ¢
are adjacent to w at time ig 44 — 1 due to the induction hypothesis. Observation 3.4 with z = ¢(v),
¥ =w, y = ¢(u) implies p(u)w € E(G;y+i). This completes the induction hypothesis and hence
the proof of the claim. O

We are now in a position to prove Proposition 3.3 and thus complete the proof of Theorem 1.2.
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Proof of Proposition 3.3. Fix T with a root z and U, p and 4 as in the statement of the proposition.
Let (G;)i>0 be a T-process with v(Gp) = n > 2t and suppose that it does not stabilise in the first
i* steps (otherwise we are done), that is, F(G,+1) \ E(G;) # 0 for 0 < i < i*. Further, fix a copy
Ty C Gy of T, an isomorphism ¢; : T — T, and a set Uy := 1 (U). Let us rewrite ¢* in the following
slightly more cumbersome form:

it = (1+2PEZQ(T)D +(p+1)+ <1+ PEZQ(T)D + (6 —2).

The summands on the right hand side correspond to different stages of the process. We will prove
the following statements for each of these stages.

(i) At time 1+ 2 {MZT(T)—‘ there is a complete bipartite graph between U; and V(G) \ U;.

(ii) After at most pu+ 1 more steps we can find a copy T of T and an isomorphism g : T — Th

such that ¢o(U) # U;.

(iii) After at most 1+ [MZT(T)—‘ further steps, Uy will be a set of universal vertices.

(iv) Once there is a set of |U| universal vertices, 6 — 2 additional universal vertices will occur
within at most d — 2 steps.

Note that once we have proved the claims (i)-(iv), the proof of the proposition will be complete
as we will have found the required number of universal vertices in the first i* steps. We are now
going to prove the claims (i)-(iv) sequentially.

Stage (i): At time 1+ [ht,(T")/2] every vertex in U is adjacent to every vertex in V(G)\ V(11)
by Lemma 3.5. It remains to show the existence of the edges between U; and V(T') \ U; and so fix
some arbitrary choice of v € Uy and w € V(T1)\U;. Moreover, fix some arbitrary w’ € V(G)\V (T1),
and note that T’ 1(un’) is contained in Gy, (7)/2)- Indeed all of the edges adjacent to w in Ty
must have their other endpoint in Uy (as U is a cover) and all vertices in U are adjacent to w’ at

time 1 + [ht,(7")/2]. Lemma 3.5 applied to Tl(w_)w,) then guarantees that in Gy oy, (721, © and
w are adjacent and so, as u and w were arbitrary, the sets U; and V(G) \ U; are the partite sets of
a complete bipartite graph.

Stage (ii): Fori > 1+2[ht,(7T")/2] all edges in E(G;)\ E(G;-1) have either both their endpoints
in Uy or both their endpoints V(G) \ U;. We want to choose a copy 15 of T and an isomorphism
2 : T — Ty such that T is completed by an edge e; at time i for some 79 € N with 24-2[ht,(T)/2] <
i2 < 24 2[ht,(T)/2] + p and p2(U) # U;. Suppose that for every is in the above range and every
choice of Ty, @a, €2 one has p2(U) = U;. In that case ez has an endpoint in U; and hence must be
fully contained in U;. Then T5[U;] is a copy of T[U] in G;, with T>[U;] — e2 C Gi,—1. Moreover,
any copy of T[U] — e for some e € E(T[U]) in G;,—1[U1] can be extended to a copy of T — e using an
arbitrary set of t—|U| vertices from V(G)\Uy. Therefore, the graphs G, o, (1)/2144[U1], 0 <4 <
are the first y + 1 elements of the T'[U]-process on Gaafhe, (1)/21[U1]- This however contradicts the
definition of p (3.1) as no T'[U]-process on |U| many vertices can last longer than p steps before
stabilising. Hence there must be some choice of i3 in the desired range as well as T5, @2 and e such

that eg lies on the vertices V(G) \ Uy and ¢o(U) # U;.

Stage (iii): Pick w € U such that po(u) ¢ U; and ht,(u) is minimised among all vertices
in U\ ¢;'(U1). Let v be a child of u in T that does not lie in U which exists by Lemma 3.2
(1). By the minimality of ht,(u), the children of ¢ps(v), if there are any, lie in U; and thus are
adjacent to all vertices in V(G) \ U;. Consequently, Observation 3.4 with z = ¢9(v), 2’ = w for

w e V(G)\(U1UV (1)) and y = p2(u) implies TQ(W(U)%M) C G,y for every w € V(G)\ (U1UV (T3))
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s0 @o(u) is adjacent to every vertex in V(G) \ (U3 UV (T3)) at time is + 1. Choose an arbitrary set
W C V(G)\ (U UV (Ty)) of size’ t — |U1| and a map 3 : V(T) — Uy UW such that ¢3(u) = @1 (u)
for all w € U. Since V(T) \ U is an independent set and all edges between U; and V(G) \ U; are
present at time ig, in particular those between pso(u) and U, T3 := ¢3(T') is a copy of T in Gj,41
that lies in the G;,+1-neighbourhood of w2 (u). Then for every u' € Uy, we can replace u’ by ¢a(u) in
T3 to obtain another copy of T, that is, Téulﬁ%(u)) C Giy4+1. Now Lemma 3.5 implies that at time

ia+ 1+ [ht,(T)/2] every v’ € U; is adjacent to every vertex in (pgu’ﬁm(“))(U) =Up \{v'}U{pa(u)}
and hence is a universal vertex. Recall that io + 1 + [ht,(T")/2] < 3 + 3[ht,(T")/2] + p. We have
shown that Uj is a set of universal vertices at time 3 + 3[ht,(T")/2] + u.

Stage (iv): The remaining § — 2 universal vertices will be obtained by applying the next claim
(6 — 2) times.
Claim 3.6. Let i € N, 0 < §* < § — 2 and assume that G; has precisely |U| + 6* universal vertices.
Then there exists v € V(G) which is universal in Git1 but not in G;.

Proof. Let U* be the set of universal vertices in G;. Any vertex in V(G)\ U* with at least 6 — §* —2
Gi-neighbours outside U™ is the centre of a copy of K s_; using at most 6* + 1 vertices from U™.
Therefore such a vertex will be universal in G;;+1 by the definition of § (3.2). We now show that
such a vertex exists. Suppose it did not, i.e. |Ng,(v) \U*| < § —¢* — 2 for each v € V(G) \ U*.
Take a copy Ty C G411 of T which is not present in G; and an isomorphism ¢ : T" — Ty. The set
©(U)\ U™ is non-empty because U is a vertex cover of T and a universal vertex of G; cannot receive
a new neighbour at time i + 1. Every v € p(U) \ U* satisfies

[N, (v) VU \ o(U)] = [Nz, (v) \ p(U)] = |(Ngy (0) \ p(U)\NUT[ > — (6 — 0" —2) =" + 2.

Thus,

(B+6%) - [eU)\U"| < |Ex, ((U)\ U, U™\ 9(U))]
and, since Tj is a tree,

|Ezy (e(U)\ U, U™\ o(U))| < [o(U)\ U™ + [V(To) N U\ p(U)] - 1.

Combining the last two estimates results in
(3.6) (246 le@)\U"| < [V(To) NU* \ p(U)] - 1.
However, we also have

[V(To) NUT\ o(U)| + [(U) N U*| < U] = [U] 4 6
and hence
(3.7) V(To) N U\ p(U)| < |U| = |U) NU*[ 46" = |o(U) \U*| + 6"
The inequalities (3.6) and (3.7) together imply

(2407 - @)\ U"| < |eU)\U"| + 07,

which is a contradiction as ¢(U) \ U* is non-empty. Therefore we indeed have a vertex in V(G)\ U*
with at least § — 6* — 2 G;-neighbours outside U* and so a new universal vertex at time ¢ + 1. [

As Uj consists of universal vertices at time 3+3[ht,(7)/2]|+ p, Claim 3.6 guarantees the existence
of at least |U| + ¢ — 2 universal vertices in Gy 3u,(7)/2]+u+s> completing the proof of Proposition
3.3. [

2This is possible because n > 2t.
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4. SMALL DEGREES ARE NECESSARY FOR SUBLINEAR RUNNING TIME

In this section, we will prove Theorem 1.4. Before embarking on the proof we give the following
simple lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let H be a graph, r :== v(H) — 1 and ¢ := 6(H). Further, suppose n > r + 1 and
G is an n-vertex graph with an ordering vi,...,vy, of its vertices such that {v1,...,v.} is a clique
and for everyi € [r +1,n], |{j € [i — 1] : vjv; € E(G)}| > 6 — 1, i.e. every vertex but the first r is
adjacent to at least § — 1 vertices preceding it. Then in the H-process (G;)i>o on G, for everyi >0,
{v1,..., 0,44} is a clique in G;. In particular, G,—, = K,.

Proof. We induct on i > 0. The base case is given by the definition of G = Gy. For i > 1, suppose
the statement holds up to time ¢ — 1, and so G;_; hosts a clique K on vertices {v1,...,Up4i—1}.
As vy4; has § — 1 neighbours in K, any edge missing between v,1; and K in G;_; can be used to
complete a copy of H with v,1; being a vertex of degree §. Hence in G; there is a clique on vertices
{v1,...,vr4i}, completing the induction step and the proof. O

Lemma 4.1 will be useful for us in giving a lower bound on the running time of a H-process.
Indeed, we will use a starting graph G satisfying the hypothesis of the lemma and show that the
clique number increases by at most a constant in each step of the H-process. Lemma 4.1 guarantees
that the process will eventually percolate, that is, that the final graph will be K,,. These two facts
together imply a linear running time. The details follow.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Let H be a connected graph with ¢ := §(H) > 2 and A(H) > 3 as in the

n—r

statement of the theorem. Further, fix r := v(H) — 1 and for n sufficiently large, we fix ¢ := LWJ
andn/ =r+/0-(6—1)" <n.

We will build an n/-vertex starting graph G which will be the union of a K, a graph G’ which
we will define in a moment and a complete bipartite graph between the vertices of K, and some
vertices of G'. Let Z; = {1,...,t} denote the cyclic group with ¢ elements and denote the standard
basis vectors of Z5_| by e1,...,e,. For r < j </, let ej := €; mod r- Let G’ be given by

V(G =[] x Zs_4, EG)={{(,z), G+La+Xej)}:je[l—1],x €Z;_|,N€Ls_1}.

It is the union of /—1 pairwise isomorphic (6 —1)-regular bipartite graphs with partite sets {j} xZj5_,
and {j +1} x Z5_ | for 1 <j<0—1.

Claim 4.2. For any e € E(H) and any connected component H' of H — e, G' is H'-free.

Proof. Let e € E(H), and let H' be a connected component of H — e. There must be a cycle in H'.
If not, H' would be a tree and would thus have at least two leaves. Since H — e can have at most
two vertices of degree 6 — 1, H' would have precisely two leaves, that is, H would be a path. The
endpoints of H' would be the endpoints of e because § = 2. But then H' + e would be a cycle, so
H would have maximum degree two, which contradicts our assumptions A(H) > 3.

If § = 2, G’ is just a path of length ¢ — 1 so in this case it is clearly H'-free. For the rest of the
proof of Claim 4.2 we assume that § > 3. Suppose there was a copy of H' in G’. Denote that copy
by H|. Let

jo:=min{j € [(] : V(H)) N ({j} x Z§_,) # 0},
jri=max {j € [(]: V(Hy) N ({5} x Z5_y) #0,}

and for j > jp, define
Hyljo, 51 := Hy [V (Ho) N ([0, 5] x Z5_y)] -
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There exists a path from a vertex in {jo} x Z§_, to a vertex {ji} x Zj§_; in Hy. Such a path must
intersect {j} x Z5_, for jo < j < ji. Thus j; — jo < 7. Since H — e has at most two vertices of
degree 6 — 1 we get

[V (Hp) 0 ({do} x Z5_y)| =1 =V (Hp) N ({51} x Z_4)|-

Take the unique g, z1 € Z5_, with (jo, z0), (j1,21) € V(H)).

Now we show that for every j € [jo, j1], Hj[jo, j] must be a full (§ — 1)-ary tree with root (jo,zo)
whose set of leaves is V (H{)N({j} xZ5_,). Weinduct on j € [jo, j1]. As|V(H)) N ({jo} x Z5_,)| =1,
H{[jo, jo] is just an isolated vertex and H{[jo, jo + 1] is a star. Let jo +1 < j < j;. Every vertex
(j—1,z)in V(Hy) N ({j — 1} x Z5_,) has precisely one H[jo, j — 1]-neighbour. Consequently, the
remaining Hy-neighbours of (j — 1,z) must lie in ({j} x Zj§_,). There are at least § — 1 of them so
the Hg-neighbours of (j —1,z) in {j} x Z§_, are precisely its 6 — 1 G’-neighbours in {j} x Zj_,.
It remains to prove that the neighbourhoods of any two distinct (j — 1,), (j — 1,y) € V(H]) are
disjoint. The unique paths from (j — 1,z) and (j — 1,y) to the root (jo,zo) in H{[jo,j — 1] amount
to )‘jm Ce )\jfl,,ujo, Sy -1 € Zs_1 with ()\jo, ey )\];1) 7é (:U’jov ce ,,U,jfl) and

a::xo—i-)\joejo +...+)\j_1ej_1 , Y = X0+ Mjp€jo + .-+ Uj—1€j—1.
Thus for every z € Z5_, with x — 2 = Aje; for some \; € Zs_1 one has

y—z=y—x+z—2= (U, — Njp)ejo + -+ (j—1 — ANj—1)ej—1 + N\je; & Zs_1 - e;.

Here we used that j — jo < j1 — jo < 7 so €jy,...,¢e; are linearly independent. This completes the
induction.

As H|, = H{[jo, j1], we have arrived at a contradiction since trees have minimum degree one while
§(H') > 0 — 1 > 2. Therefore G’ is H'-free. O

We now define the n'-vertex starting graph G by
V(G) ={v1,...,v0.} U V(G),

B(G) = ({'”1’ o ’””}> UE(G) U {{v;, (L,2)} ) € I,z € Z5_,},

where v1,...,v, are r newly introduced vertices. Let (G;)i>0 be the H-process on G = Gy. Pick an
ordering of the vertices of V(G) such that vy, ..., v, are the first r vertices and for j € [¢ — 1] each
vertex in {j} x Z§_, precedes each vertex in {j + 1} x Z§_,. With such an ordering G satisfies the
hypotheses of Lemma 4.1. Write

G, 0 =G V(&) (4,0 x Z;_,)] and
Gil5, 4] := G [V(G) N ([5,€] x Z§_y)]

for any j € [¢], i > 0, and let i; be the smallest positive integer such that E(G;;)\ E(G’) contains an
edge touching [j, ] x Z5_,. The i; are non-decreasing and well-defined as Lemma 4.1 guarantees that
every vertex of G receives a new neighbour at some stage of the process. We claim that i; > i,_, for
all j € [r+1,¢]. Suppose there existed j € [r+1,¢] with i; = i;_,. At time i; —1 we can find a copy
H' of H — e for some e € E(H) with a vertex w in [, £] x Zj_,. Since i; = i;_,, there are no edges
in £(Gi;—1) \ E(G") with an endpoint in [j —r,¢] x Zj_,, hence G;, _1[j —r,£] = G'[j — r,{]. Note
that the vertices that can be reached from [j, /] x Z§_, by paths of length at most r in G’ is precisely
the vertex set [j — 7, €] x Zj_,. But then H' N G;;,_1[j — r, /] contains the connected component of
H' containing w and so there is a copy of a connected component of H — e contained in G’. This
contradicts Claim 4.2.
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Recall that the order of G is n’ =r+£¢- (6 — 1)". Therefore

L¢/r]-1 /
My(n') > 15(G) > i¢ > dpyope) > Z U(s+1)r = lsr = LJ -1
s=1
Note that during the H-process on any graph no isolated vertex receives a new neighbour since
d > 2. Therefore, My (n) is non-decreasing in n and

Mpy(n) > Myg(n') > VJ —1=2Q(n).

r

The ‘moreover’ of Theorem 1.4 states that if H is bipartite we may obtain the linear lower bound
by choosing a bipartite starting graph. Observe that the graph G’ is already bipartite. In order to
replace G by a bipartite starting graph it will be sufficient to replace the r-clique {v1,...,v,} by a
complete bipartite graph with partite sets of size r each. The following is the bipartite analogue of
Lemma 4.1.

Claim 4.3. Let G be a bipartite graph with partite sets X,Y . If vi,..., v, is an ordering of V(G)
such that {vi,..., 0.} C X, {vp41,...,v2:} CY and for every i > 2r, either

Hieli—1]:vjeY,vv; € E(G)}|>d—-1 or Hieli—1]:vj € X,vjv; € E(G)}| >d6—-1
then at time i, {v1,...,v9.4;} 1S the vertex set of a (not necessarily induced) complete bipartite

graph.

Claim 4.3 follows from an inductive application of the observation that in the H-process on G,
any vertex with at least 6 — 1 neighbours in a partite set S of a complete bipartite graph with at
least r vertices in each part will be adjacent to all remaining vertices in S after one more step.

Define the bipartite starting graph G via

V(G) ={v1,...,v9,} U V(G') and
E@G)={vwj:ier,jer+1,2r]}UEG)U{{vj,(1,z)}:j € [r+1,2r],x € Z§_, },
with G’ as defined earlier in the proof. Again, choose an ordering of V(G) such that vy, ..., vy, are

the first 2r vertices and the vertices in {j} x Z§_, precede the vertices in {j + 1} x Z;_,. Then the
hypotheses of Claim 4.3 are satisfied with

X={v,....,0. u |J U=z, Y={o,...,00}u |J {}xZ5,
j€[€] odd JE€[€] even
The rest of the proof does not differ from the proof of the first part of Theorem 1.4 after Lemma
4.1 was invoked. 0

5. COMPLETE BIPARTITE GRAPHS WITH A PART OF SIZE 2

In this section, we prove Proposition 1.5, establishing the asymptotic maximum running time of
the K> s-process.

Proof of Proposition 1.5. Fix s > 3 and note that Theorem 1.4 implies that Mk,  (n) = Q(n) as
H = K34 has minimum degree 2 and maximum degree s > 3. Therefore it remains to prove the
upper bound and so we fix G to be an arbitrary n-vertex graph and let (G;);>0 be the K3 s-process
on G. We will show that 77 (G) = O(n), and so My(n) = O(n) as G is arbitrary. We begin with
some simple claims. Here and throughout this proof, for a vertex v € V(G) and 0 < i € N, we define
the shorthand N;(v) := Ng,(v) to denote the neighbourhood of vertex v at time i.
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Claim 5.1. For every 0 <i € N, if two vertices x,y € V(QG) have at least s —1 common neighbours
in Gi, then N;(x) \ {y} C Nit1(y).

Proof. As N;(y) is non-decreasing in 7 it suffices to show that N;(z) \ N;i(y) € Niy1(y). Fix s — 1

common neighbours vy,...,vs_1 of z and y at time ¢, and let v € N;(z) \ N;(y). Then z,y and
v1,...,Vs—1,v form a copy of Ko — e (with e any edge of K3 ) in G; that can be extended to a
copy of K3 ¢ by adding the edge yv. O

Our next claim shows that many edges can be added quickly in the K3 s-process.

Claim 5.2. Let 0 < i € N and A, B C V(G) be a pair of disjoint sets such that any two vertices
from the same set have at least s — 1 common neighbours at time i. If Eq,(A,B) # 0, then
Eg,..(A,B) = {zy : v € A,y € B}. Similarly, if C C V(G) is a single set such that every pair of
vertices have at least s — 1 common neighbours at time i and G;[C] is non-empty, then the vertices
of C host a cliqgue at time i + 2.

Proof. Let xy € A, yo € B with zoyp € E(G;). Any x € A with x # x( shares at least s — 1
neighbours with zg. Hence zyy € E(G;41) by Claim 5.1. Similarly zoy € E(Giy1) for every
y € B\ {yo}. Applying Claim 5.1 again we obtain N;ia(z) 2 N;y1(x0) 2 B for each x € A as well
as Nit2(y) 2 Nit1(yo) 2 A for every y € B. The proof of the second statement is almost identical,
we leave the details to the reader. O

Given a partition P of the vertex set V(G) into P = {Aj,...,Ar}, we refer to the parts A;
as blocks. The idea of our proof is to have an evolving partition throughout the process (Gj)i>o,
maintaining that at each step, each block of the partition has the property that any pair of vertices
in the block share at least s — 1 common neighbours. Our final claim shows that if the process does
not terminate, then within 4 steps, we can define a coarser partition with the same property.

Claim 5.3. Suppose 0 < i < 7k, ,(G) —4 and P is a partition of V(G) such that any two vertices
from the same block have at least s —1 common neighbours at time i. Then there exist A, B € P for
which P\ {4, B} U{AU B} is a partition of V(G) such that any two vertices from the same block
have at least s — 1 common neighbours at time i + 4.

Proof. Let e € E(Giy3) \ E(Giy2) be added at time 7 + 3 (which is possible as i < 7g,  (G) — 4)
and let A’, B’ be the (not necessarily distinct) blocks of P containing the endpoints of e. Then
Eq, (A", B") = 0 for otherwise e € E(G,42) by Claim 5.2. This tells us that

i :=min{i > 0: Eg,(A,B") #£0} € {i + 1,3 + 2,7 + 3}.

Fix a copy K of Ky, that was completed by an edge in Eg,. (A’, B') at time i*. Let xo,yo be the
two vertices forming its partite set of size two. These two vertices cannot lie in the same block since
there were no edges from A’ to B’ at time ¢* — 1. Denote the block containing zg by A and the
block containing yo by B. For every z € A, y € B we have by Claim 5.1, that

[Niya(z) N Nipa(y)l = [V(E)\ {zo, yo, 2, y} U (Nix(x) 0 Ni= (y) 0 {zo, yo})| = s — 1
hence the partition P \ {A, B} U{A U B} has the desired property. O

Set Py := {{v} : v € V(G)}. This partition trivially fulfils the condition that any two vertices
from the same block have at least s — 1 common neighbours at time 0. We may inductively apply
Claim 5.3 to obtain a sequence Py, Py, ..., Py of partitions of V(G) such that ¢ € 4 - Ny,

0> 7, (G) =3
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and for all i € {4,8,...,¢}, P; is a partition of V(G) that is such that any two vertices from the
same block have at least s — 1 common neighbours at time ¢. Moreover P; has fewer blocks than
Pi—4 by construction and so there can be at most n distinct partitions in this process. This implies

n>€>TK2,.s(G)73’
4~ 4
or equivalently, 7x, ,(G) < 4n + 3, as required. O

6. CONSTRUCTIONS VIA SIMULATION

In this section we use simulations to give constructions of graph processes. The following definition
captures the key idea of our method.

Definition 6.1. Suppose (GZ)Z>0 is some H- -process on a starting graph G. We say a H-process
(Gy)i>0 on a starting graph G simulates the H-process (G);>o if

(1) G C G as an induced subgraph, and ) )
(2) for i > 0, we have® E(G;)\ E(G) = E(G;) \ E(G).

Note that the second condition in Definition 6.1 gives that for i > 0, we have that G; [V(G)] =G,
that is, if we focus solely on the vertices of G in the H- -process (Gi)i>0, what we see is the H-process
(@)i>0. In fact (2) implies that these edges on V(G) are the only edges added throughout the
process (G;)i>0. In particular, this implies the following simple observation.

Observation 6.2. If the H-process (G;)i>0 on G simulates the H-process (G)i>o on G, then
H(G) = 75(G).

One way of generating examples of simulation is by considering disjoint unions of graphs. Indeed,
for H = H' U H and some H-process (G,),ZO on a graph G, we can consider the H-process (Gi)i>o
on G = H' UG. Under certain conditions one can show that the copy of H' is ‘locked in’ in the
H-process (G;)i>0, that is, the role of H' in any copy of H is always played by the copy of H' in G;
that is disjoint from the vertices of G C G. Therefore the only edges added are those corresponding
to copies of H in the H-process on G and so the H-process (Gi)i>0 on G indeed simulates the
H-process (G)l>0 on G. One key condition that is needed for this to work is that copies of H' minus
an edge do not appear in any of the Gj,

Our constructions will build on this idea of having some subgraph H’ C H which is locked in
place throughout the process (G;)i>0 and so we need graph processes (éi)izo which never contain
some copy of H' minus an edge. For Theorem 1.6 we will simulate a Kg-process (éz‘)z‘zo and so the
following fact will be useful.

Fact 6.3. For all n € N, there exists a Kg-process (éi)izo on an n-vertex graph G such that
T (G) > % and for all i > 0, G; is Kq-free.

Fact 6.3 follows from the work of Balogh, Kronenberg, Pokrovskiy and the third author of the
current paper [3]. Indeed one can check that their construction of a Kg-process which establishes
[3, Lemma 11] is K7-free throughout. In more detail, the definition of the process (G;)i>o in [3] is
defined via a hypergraph A and it can be checked [3, Lemma 8] that any edge that appears in the
process (G;)i>o0 is an edge of the 2-skeleton (see [3, Definition 6]) of the hypergraph H. It is then
shown in [3, Claim 14] that there is a partition V(G) = V(H) = U U U’ of the vertex set of H such

3Here and throughout this section we consider each G; with i > 0 as a graph on the vertex set V(G) C V(G).
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that any clique in the 2-skeleton of H has at most 3 vertices in U and at most 3 vertices in U ’. This
therefore implies that clique number of GG; is at most 6 throughout the process.

Ficure 3. The graph Hj.

In the proof of Theorem 1.6, we will use the Kg-process (G;)i>o given by Fact 6.3. For 1 <t e N,
we now define the graph H; with §(H;) = ¢, which we will use to create a Hy-process that simulates
the Kg-process (éi)iZO- An example when ¢t = 1 is given in Figure 3. The vertex set is defined by
the partition

V(H,) == SURU {v*}

with |S| =t + 8 and |R| = 6, and so |V (H;)| =t + 15. We also define a vertex subset 7' C S with
|T'| = t. The edge set of H; is then defined as

E(H;) = (g) U (15) U{ay:z€T,yeR}U{av" iz eT)

In particular note that the vertices R host a K¢ and that 6(H;) = degy, (v*) = t.
We are now in a position to prove Theorem 1.6.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. For 1 <t € N, fix H = H; as defined above and so 6(H) = t as required. For
n € N sufficiently large, fix 7 = n —t — 8 and let G be the f-vertex graph given by Fact 6.3. We
will define a H-process (G;)i>0 on a graph G that simulates the Kg-process (éi)izo on G. This will
complete the proof as by Observation 6.2, we will have that
- 72 )
Myg(n) 2 77(G) = 716,(G) 2 oo = Q).

as required.

It therefore remains to define an n-vertex starting graph G and prove that the H-process on G

simulates (G;);>0. The graph G is defined by V(G) := V(G) U S” where |S’| is aset of n —7 =t + 8

vertices disjoint from V(G). We also identify a subset T " C S’ of size exactly t and the edges of
G are defined to be the edges of G, all the edges between vertices of S’ and all the edges between

V(G) and T'. Thus G induces a clique on S” and between 7" and V(G) there is a complete bipartite
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graph. The only other edges are those given by the induced copy of G and in particular G satisfies
(1) of Definition 6.1.

To prove property (2) of Definition 6.1 note first that any copy of K (that is the graph obtained
by removing an edge from Kg) that is induced on the vertices of G in the H-process (G;)i>0, can be
extended to a copy of H™ using only edges of G. Indeed, we can use S’ to play the role of S in H,
T’ to play the role of T and any vertex of G that does not lie in the copy of K , to play the role of
v*. A simple induction therefore implies that all the edges occurring in the Kg-process (éi)izo will
also appear in (G;)i>0, that is, for all ¢ > 0, E( i)\ E(G) C E(Gi) \ E(G).

To prove that E(G;)\ E(G) C E(G;)\ E(G) for all i > 0, we proceed again by induction on ¢ > 0,
noting that the base case ¢ = 0 trivially holds. So suppose that the claim holds up to time ¢ — 1 and
consider an edge e € E(G;) \ E(G;—1). There is therefore some edge ¢’ in E(H) and an embedding
¢ : H—¢€ — G;_1 such that ¢ maps the vertices of ¢’ to e. We claim that ¢ must map S to S’
and T to T'. Indeed H — ¢’ must contain a copy of Kg_ 4 and in particular a copy of K7, on the
vertices of S. By induction the only edges in G;_; that have been added are those corresponding
to the Kg-process (él)l>0 up to time ¢ — 1 and so by Fact 6.3, the largest clique in G;_1 on the
vertices of G has size 6. This in turn implies that the largest clique in G;_; that intersects V(&)
has size at most 6 + ¢t. Therefore the image under ¢ of the copy of K7.; in H — ¢’ must lie entirely
in 8’ = V(G) \ V(G). By considering the G;_i-neighbourhoods of the vertices in S’ (which are the
same as their G-neighbourhoods), we quickly see that ¢ must map all of S to S’ and T to T” as
claimed. Moreover, as all the edges between vertices of S’ are present in G;_; and the vertices of
T’ are universal in G;_1, we have that the missing edge ¢/ must be an edge that lies on the vertices
R of H and ¢|p is an embedding of Ky into G- 1[V(G)] = Gi_1 which is completed to a copy of
K¢ by the new edge e. Hence e € E(G;) \ E(G) as required. This completes the proof showing that
(G1)i>o indeed simulates (G;)i>o. O

In the proof of Theorem 1.6, we used a large clique as a subgraph of H to be ‘locked in’ throughout
the H-process (G;);>0. This worked because the process (G;);>o that we simulated was free of large
cliques throughout. In the context of Theorem 1.7 we cannot afford to use a large clique as our

subgraph H has to be sparse. The following lemma gives a process (G;);>¢ which we can simulate
which is K3-free throughout. In fact even more than this, the graphs G; are all bipartite.

Lemma 6.4. Define H to be the 6-vertex cycle with a chord added between opposite vertices. That
is, V(H) = [0,5] and E(H) = {zy : * —y =1 mod 6} U{{0,3}}. Then for n € N, there exists a
H-process (G)i>0 on an n-vertex graph G' such that 75(G) = Q(n) and G; is bipartite for all i > 0.

Proof. By the ‘moreover’ part of Theorem 1.4, as H is bipartite and has minumum degree §(H) = 2
and maximum degree A(ﬁ ) = 3, we have that there is some n-vertex bipartite G' such that the
H-process (Gz)z>0 on G lasts linearly many steps.

It remains to establish that each G; is bipartite. Suppose for a contradiction that this is not the
case and let i* be the smallest ¢ > 1 such that G; is non-bipartite. Hence there is a new edge e
added within one of the parts of G at step i* and the edge e completes a copy of H. Every edge
of H is contained in a cycle in H and so the edge e must form the endpoints of a path in Gy=_.
As the vertices of e lie in the same part of a bipartition of Gi«_1, this path must have even length.
This path along with e give an odd cycle in the embedding of H, contradicting that H is itself
bipartite. O
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In the following we refer to the graph obtained by deleting an arbitrary edge from K, as the
diamond. The role of the subgraph H' C H that will be locked in place throughout our H-process
(Gi)i>o will be played by the following graph, a visualisation of which is shown in Figure 4.

FIGURE 4. A drawing of H'. The vertex u; is labelled by 7.

Let H' be a graph with vertices u;, i € [0,17], and

E(H') := {ujuiy1 i € [0,16]} U {urruo, urug, ugug, usuy, ugus, uiotiz, U11u13, U14U16, 1517} -
Let
(6.1) U:={uo,...,ug} and W :={ug,...,ui7,up},
so H'[U] and H'[W] are isomorphic and contain two vertex-disjoint diamonds each.

Observation 6.5. The graph H' is itself H'-stable.

Proof. This is a simple case of checking that for every e; € E(H') and ez € (V(f/)) \E(H'), H and
H' — e1 + ey are not isomorphic. We leave the details for the reader. O

We now define H which contains both H' (with vertices labelled as above) and H as induced
subgraphs, has an edge between ug and a degree 2 vertex of H and an edge between ug and a new
vertex which we label z € V(H). See Figure 5 for a drawing of H. Clearly 6(H) =1 and A(H) =3
as required.

FIGURE 5. A drawing of H.

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.7.
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Proof of Theorem 1.7. Fix n € N and let n’ = n — 18. Fix H as in Lemma 6.4 and let
starting graph with n/ vertices such that the H -process (G;)i>0 on G has 75(G) = Q(n’)

I

be a
Q(n)
and G; is bipartite for all ¢ > 0, the existence of which is given by Lemma 6.4.

We now construct a graph G on n vertices. Let H' be as defined above, take H{) be isomorphic
to H' and vertex-disjoint from G, and fix an isomorphism ¢’ : H' — H}). Define G via

V(G) =V(G)UV(Hy),

(6.2) E(G) = E(G) U B(H)) U {go'(uo)m Lz € V(é)} U {gp’(u;;)x Lz € V(é)} ,
and set u( := ¢ (ug), ug = ¢ (ug).

Finally we let H be as defined above (Figure o) and as in the proof of Theorem 1.6, we will show
that the H-process (G;)i>o on G simulates the H-process (G1)2>0 on G. This then suffices to prove
Theorem 1.7 due to Observation 6.2.

Note that condition ( ) of Definition 6.1 is certainly fulfilled by construction and, as with Theorem
1.6, the inclusion E(G;) \ E(G) C E(G i) \ E(G) for all i > 0 follows from induction and the fact
that for any e € E(H), any copy K of H — e on the vertices V(G) can be extended to a copy of
H — e using ¢/(H') C G and an arbitrary vertex v € V(G) \ V(K) to play the role of z € V(H).

Finally then, it remains to show that

(6.3) E(G;)\ E(G) C E(Gy) \ E(G) for each i > 0.

We proceed by induction on i > 0, noting that the base case i = 0 is vacuously true. So suppose
that ¢ > 1 and E(G,;-1) \ E(G) C E( i-1) \ E(G). Any copy of H — e, where e € E(H), contains a
copy of H' or H' — e. For this reason the following claim will be helpful.

Claim 6.6. Let ¢/ € E(H'). Every embedding ¢ : H' — ¢’ — G;_1 satisfies o(V(H')) = V(H|) and
{p(uo), p(ug)} = {ug, ug}-

Proof. Let ¢ : H — ¢’ — G,;_1 be an embedding, and let H” := o(H' — €’). Now the only diamonds
in G;_1 are the four vertex disjoint ones in H, which we call type 1 diamonds, those which use either
ufy or up as a degree 3 vertex and have all other vertices in V/(G), which we call type 2 diamonds
and finally, the type 8 diamonds which are those which use both uj, and ug as degree 2 vertices and
have degree 3 vertices in V(GN»') Indeed, the fact that there are no diamonds in G;_1 using just one
of ufy and ujy as a degree 2 vertex follows from the fact that G;_1[V(G)] = G;_1 by induction and so
Gi_1[V(@)] is bipartite.

Now note that there are disjoint diamonds Ki, Ks,L in H” C G,;_1 and some vertex w €
{p(up), p(ug)} that is adjacent in H” C G;_1 to degree 2 vertices in both K7 and K,. We claim
that w € {uf,uy}. Indeed, if this was not the case then the only possibility for G;_; to have w
incident to degree two vertices of disjoint diamonds K; and Ks is if K1 and Ks are both type 2
diamonds and w € V(é) In that case, the third disjoint diamond L must be a type 1 diamond.
However then L is disconnected from w in H” as both the vertices uj, and ug already have degree 3
in the diamonds K; and K5 and so none of the edges incident to u( or ugy in H|, can be present in
H". This contradicts the fact that H” is connected (which follows as H' is 2-connected).

So we have that w € {u(, ug} and we now let w’ € {p(up), ¢(ug)} be such that w’ # w. Consider
the graph F' which is isomorphic to H'[U] and H'[W] (see (6.1)) and note that there must be a
copy of Fin H” C G;—; which has w and w' as its degree 1 vertices. As w € {ug,ug}, the only
way to embed F' with w as a degree one vertex is to use two of the type 1 diamonds for F' and have
w' € {uf, uy} \ {w}. Indeed, if the diamond closest to w in the copy of F' is type 2, then there is no
way to find the second diamond in F' which is adjacent to the first and disjoint from w and the first
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diamond. So both diamonds in the copy of F are type 1 and {w,w'} = {¢(ug), p(ug)} = {ug, ug}
as required. Finally, by considering the fact that all triangles in G;_; are inside type 1 diamonds
or contain one of u{ and ug, we see that H” = p(H' — €’) must indeed be contained in V(Hy),
completing the proof of the claim. O

Let € € E(G;) \ E(G). Our goal is to show that ¢ € E(G;) \ E(G). We can assume é €
E(G;)\ E(G;-1) as otherwise we would be done by the induction hypothesis. Therefore there exists
an edge e € E(H) and an embedding ¢ : H — G such that ¢(e) = € and p(H —e) C G;_1. Let
¢ :=eif e € E(H') and an arbitrary edge of H' otherwise. Since ¢|v(m) can be regarded as an
embedding of H' — ¢’ into G;_1 we may apply Claim 6.6 to obtain p(V(H’)) = V(H{)) as well as
{p(uo), p(ug)} = {ug,uy}. Since H' is H'-stable by Observation 6.5, we conclude that e ¢ E(H’).
The only edges of H with precisely one endpoint in V(H') are upz and ugd where v is the unique
vertex of V(H) connected to V(H') in H. However, both u, and uj are already adjacent to every
vertex in V(G) at time 0, so the endpoints of e must lie in V/(H). Then @y is an embedding
of H in G; with gpw(f{)(l:l —e) C Gi_1 = Gi1[V(G)]. This implies é € E(G;), which completes
the induction and thus shows that (G;);>o does indeed simulate the process (G;)i>0, completing the
proof of the theorem. O

7. A LINEAR UPPER BOUND UNDER RESTRICTED CONNECTIVITY

In this section we give the proof of Theorem 1.8 giving a linear upper bound on My (n) for graphs
H that have restricted connectivity and are self-percolating, that is, the H-process on H itself
stabilises at a clique K, (). We remark that our proof develops the method of Bollobés, Przykucki,
Riordan and Sahasrabudhe [5] in showing that Mg, (n) < n—3, which shows that if the process does
not stabilise, then there is a clique that grows throughout the process. In their proof, they show
that each step leads to a larger clique whilst we will only be able to show that the intervals between
times at which the clique grows are bounded by some constant. Before embarking on the proof, we
give a simple lemma that holds for any H-process (G;)i>0 and identifies a connected sequence of
copies of H such that the i copy is completed at time i.

Lemma 7.1. Let H be a graph and suppose (G;)i>0 is a H-process on a starting graph G, with
T := 1 (G) the time at which the process stabilises. Then there ezists a sequence Hy,...,H; of
copies of H on V(G) such that H; is completed at time i for all i € [7] and |V (H;) NV (Hit1)| > 2
for1<i<7t-—1.

Proof. We will define the sequence inductively in reverse order. Let H; be some copy of H that is
a subgraph of G but not G,_1, noting that such a copy must exist by the definition of 7. Now
suppose that 1 <t < 7 and for all s such that ¢t < s < 7, we have found an appropriate Hg that
is completed at time s. In particular, there is an edge e € F(Hy4+1) that completes Hyyq at time
t 4+ 1 in the process (G;)i>o. We claim that there is another edge ¢/ € E(Hy4+1) \ {e} that is in
E(Gy) \ E(Gi-1). Indeed, if this was not the case, then all edges of Hy1 apart from e would be
present at time ¢ — 1 and thus edge e would be added at time ¢, a contradiction. Finally then, we
define H; to be the copy of H completed by edge ¢’ at time ¢. Defining such H; for all 1 <t < 7 in
reverse order thus defines the sequence as in the statement of the lemma. O

We also need a simple observation about self-percolating graphs.

Observation 7.2. Let H be a graph such that (H)g = K,). Then for any graph G such that
H C G and v(G) = v(H), we have that (G)y = Kyg)-
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Proof. Let k = v(H). Recall from Observation 2.2 that for any G’ on k vertices, we have that (G') g
is the smallest k-vertex H-stable graph in which G’ appears as a subgraph. Hence, as (H)y = Kj,
we have that there are no incomplete k-vertex graphs which contain H as a subgraph and are H-
stable. As H C G for GG as in the statement, again appealing to Observation 2.2 gives that indeed
(GYg = K. O

We are now ready to give the proof of Theorem 1.8.

Proof of Theorem 1.8. Fix H and e € E(H) so that k(H —e) < 2 and (H)y = K,g), as in the
statement of the theorem. Moreover, let n € N, let G be an n-vertex graph with 7 := 74 (G) =
Mp(n) and let (G;);>0 be the H-process with starting graph G. Finally, fix ¢ = v(H).

The following claim is at the heart of our argument.

Claim 7.3. Suppose 0 < i < 7 —c and there are vertex sets U,W C V(G) each of size at least v(H)
and such that U NW| > 2 and both G;[U] and G;[W| are cliques. Then U UW hosts a clique at
time @ + c.

Proof. Let x € U\ W and y € W\ U such that zy ¢ E(G;) (if such a pair does not exist, the result
trivially holds). We claim that there is a copy H' of H — e in G; such that x,y € V(H’). Indeed
as K(H — e) < 2, by definition either H — e is a clique of size at most 3 (which cannot occur as we
removed an edge from a graph H to get H — ¢e) or there is some vertex subset Zy C V(H — e) of size
at most 2 such that H —e is disconnected after removing Zy. Let Z1 and Zs be vertex sets of distinct
connected components in H — e after removing Zy. Then we can embed H — e into GG; mapping Z
into U N W and such that x lies in the image of Z; and y lies in the image of Z;. This gives the
required copy H'. Now if the pair of vertices in V/(H') C V(@) corresponding to the edge e, are not
adjacent in G;, they will certainly be adjacent at time ¢ + 1. Thus G;41[V(H')] is a v(H)-vertex
set that contains a copy of H and by Observation 7.2, the H-process on G,41[V(H’)] results in
a clique. Moreover, trivially, this happens after at most ¢ — 1 time steps. Thus by Observation
2.1, Git[V(H")] is a complete graph and, in particular, zy € E(Git.). As z and y were arbitrary
nonadjacent vertices at time ¢, this proves the claim. O

Let Hi,...H: be the sequence of copies of H in the process (G;)i>o given by Lemma 7.1. Using
Claim 7.3, we have that the vertices V(H; U... U H;) host a clique in (G)g. Indeed, this follows
by a simple induction showing that for all ¢ € [7], (G)y[V(H1 U ... U H;)| is complete. The base
case asserts V(H7) hosts a complete graph during the process which follows from Observation 7.2
(and Observation 2.1). For 2 < ¢ < 7, by induction we can assume that V(H; U...U H;_1) is
complete at some point in the process and as with H;, Observation 7.2 implies that V(H;) will
host a complete graph. Claim 7.3 then implies that (G)g[V(H; U...U H;)] is indeed complete as
V(H)N(V(HLU...UH;1))| = [V(H;) NV(H-1)] = 2.

In order to bound the running time 7, we bound the time in which it takes for these cliques to
form. We identify some key time steps as follows. First we let ig = 1 and for j > 1, we define

ij = mln{z € [T] : V(HZ> {@ V(H1 u...u Hij-l)}?

where we use the convention that min ) = co. Let j* be the maximum j > 0 such that i+ # oo and
note that j* < n as for 1 < j < j*, we have that |[V(HyU...UH;,)| > |V(H; U...UH;_,)| and
V(HLU...UH;)| < |[V(G)| =n. For 0 <j < j*, we now also define

tj :==min{i € [7] : G;[V(H1U...U H;,)] is complete},
noting that this is well-defined as we showed above that (G)y[V(H; U...U H;)| is complete.
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We claim that ¢;+ = 7. Indeed, the fact that t;+ < 7 follows from the fact that an edge was added
at time ¢;+ to complete the clique on V(H; U...U Hij*). Moreover, if 7 > ¢+, then the edge added
to complete H, would be added after V(H; U... U Hlj) already hosts a clique and thus V(H;)
cannot be contained in V(Hy U...U H; . ), contradicting the definition of j*.

We now provide upper bounds on the indices ;.

Claim 7.4. For 1 < j < j*, we have that t; <t;_1 + 2c.
Proof. We first note that for all j € [j*], we have
(7.1) ij <tj—1+ 1

Indeed, at time t;_; the set V(H; U...U Hij,l) hosts a clique and so the edge added to complete
Hy;_,+1 must contain at least one vertex outside V(Hy U...U H;;_,), and thus the first i such that
V(H;) is not contained in V(H; U...UH;, ), is at most t;_1 + 1.
We will now show that for all j € [57],

(7.2) tj < max{ij +c— 1, tj_l} +c,

from which the claim follows immediately using (7.1). To prove, (7.2), note that at time i;4+c—1, we
will have that U’ := V(H;;) hosts a clique due to Observation 7.2 (and Observation 2.1). Moreover,
by definition at time ¢; ; the vertices W’ := V(H; U...U H;,_,) hosts a clique. Hence at time
t' := max{i; + ¢ — 1,t;_1}, U' and W’ both host cliques and (7.2) follows from an application of
Claim 7.3 using that [U' N W'| > [V(H;;) "V (H;;—1)| > 2. O

Finally, Claim 7.4 implies that
T =t <1+42¢j* <14 2cn=0(n),

Jj—1

as required. O

8. CONCLUDING REMARKS
To conclude, we give some remarks on extensions of our results and directions for future research.

8.1. Trees. For all t-vertex trees T', Theorem 1.2 gives an upper bound on Mp(n) that is quadratic
in ¢t and independent of n. A natural question is to consider how tight this result is.

Question 8.1. For ¢t € N, what is M*(¢) := max{limsup,,_,. Mr(n) : T is a t-vertex tree}?

We focus on the lim sup here as Mp(n) is not necessarily monotone increasing in n and there may
be small values of n which we are not interested in*. With this notation, Theorem 1.2 gives that
M*(t) = O(t?). As a lower bound the following simple example gives that M*(t) >t — 1.

Example 8.2. Let T' = K ;_; be the t-vertex star. Then My (n) =t —1 for all n sufficiently large.

Proof. The upper bound was already shown in Lemma 3.1, so it suffices to prove a lower bound.
For this, we take G to be the disjoint union of the stars Ky, , 1 < s <t —2 and a set W of
n— (;) + 1 isolated vertices. The K ;—j-process (G;)i>0 on G runs for ¢ — 1 steps before stabilising
at the complete graph. Indeed, for 1 <17 <t — 2, exactly one vertex becomes universal at time step
1 and the degree of all vertices in W increases by 1. Then at time step ¢ — 1, all missing edges are
added. O

We actually expect that this example is best possible and pose the following conjecture, which
would establish that M*(t) =¢ — 1.

4We are also unsure whether the sequence might oscillate.
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Conjecture 8.3. For all ¢t € N and n € N sufficiently large, Mp(n) <t — 1 for any t-vertex tree T

Evidence for this conjecture is given by our proof of Theorem 1.2. Indeed, an inspection of the
proof gives that the quadratic term in our upper bound is only needed to upper bound the parameter
w = u(T;z). Recall from (3.1) that g is the maximum running time of the F-process on |V (F)]
vertices, where F' = T'[U] is the subforest of T" induced on the vertex set U given by Lemma 3.2.
We lack any effective bound on this parameter x4 and so simply upper bound u by the total number
of possible edges on |U| < t/2 vertices. Our proof thus reduces the upper bound on M*(t) to a
question of bounding the running time of a forest F' on v(F') = f vertices, and any progress on the
trivial bound of (g) would lead to an improvement on the upper bound of M*(t). The following
question asks this explicitly and we remark that a natural subcase to consider first would be when

the forests are themselves trees.
Question 8.4. For f € N, what is the maximum value of Mp(f) over all f-vertex forests F'?

In fact, for all examples that we know, the F-process on f = v(F) vertices stabilises very fast
and we believe that this may well be the case for all forests. As mentioned above, one can see from
our proof that all terms contributing to our upper bound, apart from g, are at most linear and so
a linear upper bound for Question 8.4 would result in a linear upper bound for Question 8.1, thus
matching the order of magnitude of our lower bound from Example 8.2. In fact, even more is true.
In our proof of Theorem 1.2, we treated the case of stars separately which improved the order of
the second order term in our estimate, to 3t/4. Therefore, if one could prove an upper bound of
the form Mp(f) < cf for some constant ¢ < 1/2 and all f-vertex forests F', then combined with
our proof, this would establish Conjecture 8.3 and it would also in fact establish that the star is the
unique tree that achieves this bound.

8.2. The sublinear regime. Our work here makes significant progress on understanding the graphs
H for which M (n) can be fast. Indeed, by Theorem 1.4, any connected® graph H with a running
time My (n) that is sublinear in n is either a cycle or has a degree 1 vertex. However, we fall short
of characterising those graphs H with sublinear running time and Theorem 1.6 shows that not all
graphs H with a degree 1 vertex have this property. For a better understanding of the class of
graphs H with sublinear running time, we need a better grasp on the influence of degree 1 vertices
on running times. One potential route to do this would be to compare the running time of a graph
H with a degree one vertex v and the running time for H — v. In all cases we know, we either
have that removing the degree one vertex has no significant effect on the running time (as with
the construction for Theorem 1.6) or the running time for H — v is large and adding the pendent
edge drops the running time to a constant (as with Example 1.3). Moreover, the behaviour is also
sensitive to which vertex the pendent edge is added, as our construction for Theorem 1.6 can be seen
to have constant running time if the pendent edge is moved to any other vertex of S (see Figure 3).
It would be very interesting to establish if this is a general phenomenon or if there is some example
where we see different behaviour.

Question 8.5. Is there a graph H and v € V(H) with degy(v) = 1 such that Mg (n) = o(Mp—y(n))
and Mg (n) = w(1)?

A negative answer to Question 8.5 would suggest that any graph H with a degree 1 vertex v
either has My (n) bounded by a constant or has My (n) of the same order as some My (n) where
H' C H is a connected subgraph of H with no degree 1 vertices. This would imply that apart from

5The connected condition here is crucial, see Section 8.4.
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constant and logarithmic there are no other types of running time below linear. We pose this as a
conjecture in its own right.

Conjecture 8.6. Every H with My (n) = o(n) satisfies either My (n) = O(1) or My (n) = ©(logn).

8.3. Tree-width. In this paper, we initiated the study of which graph parameters of H control the
maximum running time of H-processes. Given Theorem 1.2, another natural parameter to consider
is tree-width, for which we use the notation tw(H). Example 1.3 shows that there are graphs with
large tree-width and constant maximum running time. Indeed, tw(Hy) = tw(Kj) = k — 1. This
shows that unlike small minimum degree and small connectivity, small tree-width is not necessary
for a fast maximum running time. However, it might still be the case that it is sufficient, that is, a
small tree-width implies a fast running time. Indeed trees are the unique graphs H with tw(H) =1
and thus Theorem 1.2 gives that any graph with tree-width 1 has constant running time. On the
other hand, graphs with tree-width 2 can already have linear running time. Indeed, this is evidenced
by the fact that tw(Kj,) = min{k, ¢} and Proposition 1.5, which states that Mk,  (n) = ©(n) for
s > 3. We believe that this is the largest running time that a tree-width 2 graph can have and pose
the following conjecture.

Conjecture 8.7. Any graph H with tw(H) = 2 has My(n) = O(n).

It is well-known that if a graph H has x(H) > 3, then H contains a K -minor. On the other
hand, graphs with tree-width at most 2 are precisely the graphs with no Ky-minor. Therefore a
solution to Conjecture 8.7 would give a natural subclass of the set of graphs H with x(H) < 2, that
have maximum running time at most linear. This would complement Theorem 1.8 which also gives
a subclass of graphs with x(H) < 2 that have running time at most linear.

Finally we remark that using bounds on tree-width to give effective upper bounds on running time
only has the hope to work for very small values of tree-width, namely tree-width 1, as in Theorem
1.2 and tree-width 2 as in Conjecture 8.7. Indeed, in forthcoming work [13], we give a construction
showing that th(e )wheel graph Wy with 7 spokes, which has tree-width 3, already has running time
MW7(7”L) = p2ol),

8.4. Disconnected graphs. Most of our results transfer to the case of disconnected H with only
some additional technical difficulties. Indeed, Theorem 1.2 can be adapted to give exactly the same
upper bound for t-vertex forests and in [12] we showed that if H is a union of disjoint cycles, then
again My (n) is logarithmic in n.

On the other hand, not all our results transfer directly to disconnected H, as the following example
shows.

Example 8.8. Let H® be the graph in Figure 6. Then Mpya(n) < 4.

Proof. Given a copy Hj of H® at time 1 of the H®-process (G;);>0 on some graph G, V(H;) would
be a clique at time 2. Any two edges that are incident at time ¢ > 2 form a triangle after one more
step, and any two triangles at time i form a Kg at time ¢+ 1. This shows that G4 is a disjoint union
of a (possibly empty) collection of isolated vertices, a (possibly empty) collection of isolated edges
and one large clique on all the remaining vertices outside these two collections. The graph G4 is
thus H”-stable. O

Thus it is no longer true for disconnected H, that 6(H) > 2 and A(H) > 3 implies a running time
that is at least linear, as was the case for connected H by Theorem 1.4. One can however adapt the
proof of Theorem 1.4 to show that if H has the property that every connected component of H has
minimum degree at least 2 and maximum degree at least 3, then again My (n) = Q(n).
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FIGURE 6. A graph with maximum running time O(1) whose two components have
logarithmic or linear running time, respectively.

In general, when H is the disjoint union of two graph H; and Hs we do not know to what
extent My (n) depends on the individual running times My, (n) and My, (n). We have encountered
examples for which the asymptotic running time of H matches one of the individual running times
as well as examples where My, (n) and My, (n) are large while My (n) is very small (as in Example
8.8). However, we have not seen whether My (n) can be much bigger than either My, (n) or My, (n).

Question 8.9. Are there graphs Hy, Hs such that their disjoint union HyLIHj satisfies My, 1, (n) =
w (MH1 (n) + MHz (n))7

8.5. Small graphs. We conclude by remarking that our results here give a fairly complete picture
of the running times for small graphs H. Indeed for example, using our results as well as some more
ad-hoc proofs, we can show that all graphs on at most 5 vertices have running time at most linear
in n, apart from K5. Determining the running time of K3, and in particular whether Mg, (n) is
quadratic or not, remains one of the most pertinent open questions in this area.
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