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ON THE EVOLUTION OF STRUCTURE IN TRIANGLE-FREE GRAPHS

MATTHEW JENSSEN, WILL PERKINS, AND ADITYA POTUKUCHI

ABSTRACT. We study the typical structure and the number of triangle-free graphs with n
vertices and m edges where m is large enough so that a typical triangle-free graph has a cut
containing nearly all of its edges, but may not be bipartite.

Erdés, Kleitman, and Rothschild showed that almost every triangle-free graph is bipartite,
which leads to an asymptotic formula for the number of triangle-free graphs on n vertices.
Osthus, Promel, and Taraz later showed that for m > (1 + 5)§n3/2\/10g n, almost every
triangle-free graph on n vertices and m edges is bipartite, which likewise leads to an asymp-
totic formula for their number. Here we give a precise characterization of the distribution
of edges within each part of the max cut of a uniformly chosen triangle-free graph G on n
vertices and m edges, for a larger range of densities with m = 9(n3/2\/10g n). Using this
characterization, we describe the evolution of the structure of typical triangle-free graphs as
the density changes. We show that as the number of edges decreases below ?ng’/ 2/logn,
the following structural changes occur in G:

e Isolated edges, then trees, then more complex subgraphs emerge as ‘defect edges’, the
edges within the parts of a max cut of G. In fact, the distribution of defect edges is
first that of independent Erd&s-Rényi random graphs inside the parts, then that of
independent exponential random graphs, conditioned on a small maximum degree and
no triangles.

e There is a sharp threshold for 3-colorability at m ~ %n?’/ 2/Togn and a sharp thresh-
old between 4-colorability and unbounded chromatic number at m ~ %n3/ 2/Tog n.

e Giant components emerge in the defect edges at m ~ in3/ 2/Togn.

We further use this structural characterization to prove asymptotic formulas for the
number of triangle-free graphs with n vertices and m edges in this range of densities. The
asymptotic formula exhibits a change in form around the threshold m ~ in?’/ 2/logn at
which giant components emerge among the defect edges.

We likewise prove the analogous results for the random graph G(n,p) conditioned on
triangle-freeness.
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Three central topics in combinatorics and graph theory are extremal problems, asymptotic
enumeration, and structural questions about typical combinatorial objects. These three topics

and their connections are nicely illustrated by the case of triangle-free graphs.

Mantel’s Theorem solves an extremal problem by characterizing the triangle-free graphs

on n vertices with the most edges: they are the complete, balanced bipartite graphs.

Theorem 1.1 (Mantel [39]). A triangle-free graph on n wvertices has at most |n®/4]
edges, and the graphs achieving this bound are the complete bipartite graphs with part sizes

[n/2], [n/2].

Let T (n) be the set of (labelled) triangle-free graphs on n vertices and B(n) be the set of
bipartite graphs on n vertices. The following theorem of Erdés, Kleitman, and Rothschild
answers the asymptotic enumeration problem and also describes the typical structure of a
triangle-free graph.
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Theorem 1.2 (Erdds, Kleitman, Rothschild [19]). Almost all triangle-free graphs are bipar-

tite. That 1is,
~ ~ n ln?/4]-1 [T
T~ 8]~ (|, Y2t [

Here the notation f(n) ~ g(n) means that limnﬁm% = 1, or equivalently f(n) =

(1+0(1))g(n), and ‘almost all’ means a fraction 1 — o(1). In particular, Theorem shows
that a typical triangle-free graph is a subgraph of a nearly balanced complete bipartite graph
on n vertices; or in other words, typical triangle-free graphs exhibit the same rigid global
structure as the extremal example, even though their number of edges is roughly half as
many.

To phrase it differently, recall that for two probability distributions w,r on a common
sample space {2, their total variation distance is defined as

e = vllry = sup [u(A) = v(A)].
ACQ

An equivalent formulation of Theorem is that the uniform distribution on 7 (n) is within
total variation distance o(1) of the uniform distribution on B(n). We remark that total
variation distance o(1) is a very strong notion of closeness of probability distributions, much
stronger than other notions such as asymptotic contiguity.

How far does this structural behavior persist? Let 7 (n,m) be the set of triangle-free
graphs on n vertices and m edges and let B(n,m) be the subset of bipartite graphs. Osthus,
Promel, and Taraz — building on work of Promel and Steger [51] — proved a sharp threshold
result in m for a typical triangle-free graph on n vertices to be bipartite with high probability.

Theorem 1.3 (Osthus, Promel, and Taraz [44]). For every e > 0,

(1) If m > (1+ 5)§n3/2\/10g n, then almost every graph in T (n,m) is bipartite; that is,
[T (n,m)| ~ |B(n,m)].

(2) If n/2 <m < (1— s)énzj’/z\/]og n, then almost every graph in T (n,m) is not bipar-
tite; that 1s,
[B(n,m)| = o(|T(n,m)]) .

One can again rephrase this result in terms of total variation distance: part (1) states
that the uniform distributions on 7 (n, m) and B(n,m) respectively are within total variation
distance o(1) whereas (2) states that these distributions are asymptotically singular: they
have total variation distance 1 — o(1). In other words, the rigid structural property of a
typical triangle-free graph being bipartite persists, as the edge density is lowered, until m =~
%niﬁ/ 2/logn, and thus in this range of densities the asymptotic enumeration and typical
structure problems reduce to the much simpler problem of understanding bipartite graphs.

Far enough below n3/2 edges, the asymptotic enumeration problem has also been solved

through entirely different methods. When m < n3/27¢, the asymptotics of |7 (n,m)| have
been determined in a series of papers [20, 28] 50} 64], 60, 42]. The first step was the result of
Erdés and Rényi showing that with m = ©(n) the distribution of the number of triangles in
the random graph G(n,m) is asymptotically Poisson, and thus the proportion of all graphs
on n vertices with m edges that are triangle-free is ~ exp(—pu), where p is the expected
number of triangles in G(n,m). Using what is now known as ‘Janson’s Inequality’, Janson,
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Luczak and Rucinski [28] then showed that for m = o(n%®), the Poisson behavior persists
and the probability in G(n,m) of seeing no triangles is still asymptotic to exp(—u). This
approach was pushed further, to m < n3/27¢ for any fixed € > 0 by Wormald [64] and Stark
and Wormald [60] (see also [42]), and here the asymptotic formula for the probability of
triangle-freeness is the exponential of a sum whose number of terms grows as € gets smaller.
Unlike in Theorems and the asymptotics in this regime are not driven by a rigid
global structure like bipartiteness, but rather by a lack of global structure.

Adopting the terminology of statistical physics, we call the dense regime, in which typical
triangle-free graphs align with a bipartition and have all (or nearly all) their edges in a max
cut, the ordered regime; and the sparse regime, in which graphs lack this global structure, the
disordered regime. Below we describe how intuition and tools from the study of order—disorder
phase transitions in statistical physics are useful in studying triangle-free graphs.

Our goal in this paper is to understand the number and typical structure of triangle-free
graphs in the intermediate range of densities not covered by the two sets of results described
above. In particular, we will delve further into the ordered regime, and solve these problems
for a range of edge densities at which typical triangle-free graphs are not bipartite but are
still very structured: they have a unique max cut (A, B) with only a small number of ‘defect
edges’ within A and B. We further characterize precisely the distribution of the number and
structure of these defect edges.

In particular, we will prove the following asymptotic enumeration and structural results.

e We give an asymptotic formula for |7 (n,m)| when m > (1 — 5)%n3/2\/10gn for con-
stant but suitably small ¢ (Theorems and [1.12).

e We determine the precise structure of a uniformly random graph from 7 (n,m) in this
regime. Almost all such graphs have a unique max cut (A, B) with almost all edges
crossing the cut. The distribution of defect edges inside A and B is as follows.

— when m > (1 —1—5)%713/ 2/logn the graphs inside A and B are independent Erdds-
Rényi random graphs with edge probability g(m,n) which we determine;

— when m is smaller, the distribution of defect edges are independent copies of a
conditioned exponential random graph with parameter values we determine.

e As corollaries, we determine sharp thresholds and scaling windows for several struc-
tural properties:

— we determine the limiting distribution of the smallest number of edges one needs
to remove to make a typical graph in 7 (n,m) bipartite and identify the scal-
ing window for a random triangle-free graph in 7 (n,m) to be bipartite (Theo-
rem |1.8)).

— we identify the sharp threshold for a random triangle-free graph in 7 (n,m) to
be 3-colorable (Theorem [1.9)).

— we identify the sharp threshold for the property of a random triangle-free graph
in 7 (n,m) to be 4-colorable (Theorem [L.13]).

o We likewise prove analogues of all the results above for the Erdds-Rényi random
graph G(n,p) conditioned on being triangle-free; e.g. we determine the first-order

logn

asymptotics of the probability of being triangle-free when p > (1 —¢)4/ 2", and

characterize the typical structure of graphs drawn from this conditional distribution.

To prove these results we use intuition from the the study of order—disorder phase tran-
sitions in statistical physics; we use tools such as the cluster expansion as well as develop
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new techniques to work with cumulant generating functions in certain exponential random
graph models. We expect these techniques to be widely applicable to other combinatorial
enumeration problems.

1.1. Main results. In the ordered regime, almost every triangle-free graph G has a unique
max cut, whose partition we will denote by (A, B), and this max cut contains almost all of
the edges of G. We will denote by G4, Gp the subgraphs induced by A and B respectively,
and let § C (é) and T C (123) denote the defect edges, so that G4 = (A,S) and Gp = (B,T).
The crossing edges E.; of G are those with one endpoint in A and the other in B.

To describe typical structure, we will determine the distribution of the max cut (A, B) (in
particular the distribution of their respective sizes), the distribution of the defect edges S
and T given (A, B), and the distribution of E¢, given S and T to high enough accuracy and
in a simple enough form that we can do explicit calculations of asymptotics. We say a few
words about each of these distributions in reverse order.

Conditioned on (A, B) and S, T, the distribution of E, is essentially that of a uniformly
random subset of m—|S|—|T'| edges from A x B conditioned on the event that these edges form
no triangles with the edges from S,7T. Equivalently, it is a uniformly random independent
set of size m — |S| — |T'| from the graph S O T, the Cartesian product of the graphs (A, S),
(B, T); that is, the graph with vertex set V(S O7T) = A x B and edge set

ESOT)={{(a,b),(a,t)}: {b,b'} € T} U{{(a,b),(d’,b)}: {a,a'} € S}.

We will show below that this random independent set model is very nicely behaved: it is
‘subcritical’ in the sense that we can write an explicit asymptotic formula for the number
of such independent sets using the cluster expansion, one of the main tools from statistical
physics we use in this work.

Deriving the distribution of the defect edges S,T conditioned on the cut (A, B) is at
the heart of this paper. We will show that the distribution of S, T is asymptotically that of
independent copies of an exponential random graph conditioned on a maximum degree bound
and triangle-freeness. The parameters of this random graph depend on the edge density of
the triangle-free graph G.

Finally, the distribution of the cut (A, B) will follow fairly easily from an understanding
of the other distributions. In particular, we show that the imbalance |A| — |n/2] follows a
discrete Gaussian distribution.

We state our results in three different regimes, corresponding to distinct behavior of the
distribution of the defect edges. We highlight that as m decreases, the typical number of
defect edges in a sample from 7 (n,m) increases i.e. the graph becomes less bipartite.

e The subcritical defect regime, m > (1 +¢) in3/2\/log n, for ¢ > 0 fixed. We will
see that in this regime, whp all defect edges are in small components, and (up to o(1)
total variation distance) the distribution of defect edges within A and within B is
that of independent Erdds-Rényi random graphs.

e The supercritical defect regime, m < (1 — £)1n%2y/logn, for e € (0,1/14] fixed.
In this regime, the defect edges form connected graphs on both A and B and the
distribution of defect edges is given by a conditioned exponential random graph with
weights that are a function of the number of edges and paths of length 2 in the graph.

e The critical defect regime, (1 — 5)in3/2\/10gn <m < (1+ 5)%n3/2\/10gn for
e = o(1). In this critical regime, giant components emerge among the defect edges
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FIGURE 1. Summary of structural changes as the edge density changes.

in A and B, the chromatic number becomes unbounded, and the number of paths of
length 2 becomes significant in the distribution of defect edges.
A visual overview of the structural changes (leaving out the critical regime) is shown in
Figure [1}

1.1.1. Subcritical defect regime. To state precise results, we first define some parameters. Let

4dm
1.1 Ao 1= —
and
(1.2) X=X+ A2+ (A2n — 1)Age M7/2

Note that in our setting A ~ A\, but the lower order corrections will be consequential.

Define g9 = go(n, m) so that

qQ —A%n/2
1.3 — = e .
(1.3) -

The parameter gy will represent the approximate density of defect edges. When m ~ 7 -
C2
n3/2,/logn we have ¢y = n=2— o),

We write G(V,q) to denote the Erdds-Rényi random graph on a vertex set V' with edge
probability gq. We also define a distribution on partitions of [n] = {1,...,n}.

Definition 1.4. Given A > 0, let £, denote the following discrete Gaussian distribution on
Z:

&) oc (1417
We define a probability distribution 6y on partitions (A, B) of [n] as follows:
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(1) Sample t € Z according to &y.
(2) Sample a partition (A, B) of [n] with |A| = |n/2] +t,|B| = [n/2] —t uniformly at
random.

Definition 1.5. Call a partition (A, B) of [n] strongly balanced if | \A|—|B|| < 10(nlogn)/*.
Let Ilgtrong denote the set of all strongly balanced partitions of [n].

Theorem 1.6. Fiz e > 0. Suppose m > %n?’ﬂ\/logn and let X\ be as in (1.2)). Choose G

from the uniform distribution on T (n,m). Then

(1) Whp G has a unique, strongly balanced maz cut (A, B) of size m — o(m). The cut
(A, B) is distributed according to 0y up to o(1) total variation distance.

(2) Whp over the random maz cut (A, B), the distribution of the subgraphs G4 and Gp
induced by A and B respectively is that of independent samples from G(A,qy) and
G(B, qo) up to o(1) total variation distance.

Alternatively, we can rephrase Theorem in terms of an algorithm that generates an
approximately uniform sample from 7 (n,m). We describe the process below and denote the
resulting distribution on 7 (n,m) by fim 1.

Algorithm 1 The distribution i1

(1) Choose a random partition (A, B) according to 6.

(2) Choose defect edges S C (‘3), TC (129 ) according to independent realizations of G(A, qo)
and G(B, qo) respectively. If SUT contains a triangle or if |S| + |T| > m, output an
arbitrary graph Go € T (n,m). Otherwise proceed to the next step.

(3) Choose crossing edges E,; C A x B uniformly from all subsets of size m — |S| — |T| so
that SUT U E., contains no triangles.

(4) Output SUT U Eq,.

Theorem 1.7. Fiz e > 0 and suppose m > %n?’/%/log n. The distribution i, 1 is at total
variation distance o(1) to the uniform distribution on T (n,m).

From Theorem or Theorem one can immediately deduce essentially any desired
structural information about the defect graphs from an understanding of the structure of a
very sparse Frd6s-Rényi random graph. Using this and an understanding of the independent
set model that generates the crossing edges, we can describe the evolution of the structure
of a uniformly random G from 7 (n,m) as m decreases from ?n?’ﬂ\/logn to %ng/Q\/log n.
At a high level, as the overall edge density decreases within the ordered regime, the density
of the defect edges and the complexity of the structure typical graphs increase. From ,

we see that as m drops from §n3/2\/10gn to %n?’/Q\/log n, qo increases from around n=2 to

n~'; this gives some intuition for the constant @ in Theoremﬁ and hints at more complex
1

Z-

Now we describe some of the structural changes precisely. Osthus, Promel, and Taraz
show that %n?’/ 2/logn is the sharp threshold for G' sampled uniformly from 7 (n,m) to be
bipartite; that is, for the defect graphs to be empty. We refine this by characterizing the
distribution of the distance from bipartiteness. This also gives the precise scaling window for
the property of G being bipartite.

structure emerging when the leading constant passes
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Theorem 1.8. Fix ¢ > 0 and suppose m > 1%4r571‘r5/2\/10g n. Suppose G is drawn uniformly
from T(n,m), and let X(G) be the minimum number of edges whose removal makes G bi-
partite. Let X ~ Bin(|n%/4],q0) where qo is as in (L.3). Then | X(G) — X||lrv — 0 as

n — oo.
\ 3_’_10{50;)5”_10;” 3/2
N n*/“y/logn fort € R, then

In particular, if m =

3
lim P(G € B(n,m)) = exp (—\[et/2> .
n—00 4

In their survey on random triangle-free graphs [52], Promel and Taraz ask: what is the
typical chromatic number of a graph G drawn uniformly from 7 (n,m) in the regime where
G is not bipartite whp? Our next result identifies a sharp transition from 3-colorability to

4-colorability at m ~ %ng’/ 2/log n.
Theorem 1.9. Let ¢ > 0 be fized and let G be drawn uniformly from T (n,m). Then

o If (1+ 5)§n3/2\/10gn <m<(1- 5)§n3/2\/logn then x(G) = 3 whp.
o If(1+ 5)%n3/2\/10gn <m<(1-— 5)§n3/2\/logn then x(G) = 4 whp.

In Theorem below, we show that the chromatic number becomes unbounded when m
is just below %n?’/ 2/Togn (the supercritical defect regime).

Finally, we can use Theorem to asymptotically enumerate triangle-free graphs in this
range of densities.

Theorem 1.10. Fiz e > 0 and suppose m > (1 + E)in?’/Q\/log n. Then

T (n,m)| (" (14 A"/ ex )\e*AQ”/2+>‘3”nj+ A
’ \/§>\m+1n UZ/QJ p 4 3 )

where A = X(n,m) is as in (1.2)).

We note that an asymptotic formula for |B(n,m)| is straightforward to compute (see
e.g. [44, Theorem 4]), and so Theorem can be used to give an asymptotic formula
for the probability that a uniformly chosen G € T (n, m) is bipartite.

1.1.2. Supercritical defect regime. Next, postponing discussion of the critical regime to Sec-
tion [T.1.3] we characterize the typical structure of triangle-free graphs at lower densities,
when the defect edges are denser. In contrast to the subcritical defect regime, the distribu-
tion of the defect edges will not be that of Erdds-Rényi random graphs on A and B. Instead,
the distribution of defect edges in A and in B will be asymptotically identical to independent
exponential random graphs with energy functions depending on the count of edges and P»’s,
conditioned on triangle-freeness and on a bound on the max degree. An exponential random
graph is a log linear probability distribution on the set of graphs on n vertices, where the
log of the probability mass function is an energy function that is a linear combination of
subgraph counts of the graph [23| [63] 5], 9, 17, (3].

Let P, denote the path on 2 edges. Let |G| denote the number of edges of a graph G and
P(@G) the number of copies of Py (as a subgraph) in G. Then given parameters ¢ € (0,1),
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¥ € Rand a vertexset V' C [n], let G(V, ¢, %) denote the random graph on V' with distribution
1G]
(1.4) Vg (G) <1> eV2()
—q

conditioned on the event that A(G) < 50max{gn,logn} and G is triangle-free. In what
follows g will be roughly n=¢ for ¢ € (1/2,2] and v will be roughly n~1/2. Since 1 is positive,
this gives a boost to graphs with more copies of P», and since 1 is small one might think the
boost would be mild. With the conditioning on the max degree the boost is indeed mild; the
average degree remains ~ gn (as it would be with ¢» = 0). Without conditioning on the max
degree the average degree would jump significantly (by a factor polynomial in n) on account
of the preference for P’s. Thus the conditioning gives v, , distinct properties from those of
exponential random graphs considered in the literature, and it is an essential component of
our results and techniques.

Y

We now define the specific parameters ¢ = gq(n,m),? = 1(n,m) that arise in the defect
distribution. First we let A be as in (|1.2)) and let

(1.5) 1371(]1 — \eMn/2+X°n=TXIn/4
Next, let
e (e
and
(1.6) @2 %

l-¢ 1-q
Finally define
(1.7) Y= Mn/2.

Theorem 1.11. Fiz ¢ € (0,1/14]. Suppose m > (1 — E)in3/2\/logn. Choose G from the
uniform distribution on T (n,m). Then

(1) Whp G has a unique, strongly balanced maz cut (A, B) of size m — o(m). The cut
(A, B) is distributed according to 0y up to o(1) total variation distance.

(2) Whp over the random cut (A, B), the distribution of the subgraphs G o and Gp are
independent samples from G(A,q2,%) and G(B,qq2,v) respectively up to o(1) total
variation distance.

Like Theorem Theorem can be rephrased algorithmically. We do this in Section
where we introduce the measure p,, 2. Theorem m provides a very precise description of
the distribution of defect edges. As in the subcritical regime, understanding the distribution
to this level of detail will allow us to understand the evolution of the structure of the graph
and give precise asymptotics for the number of triangle-free graphs.

Theorem 1.12. Fiz e € (0,1/14]. Suppose m > (1 — s)ing/Q\/log n. Then
1 n 2 2
~— 1_|_)\"/4 1— -n /4+”/2X
i (WR) RSV

1 1
exp {64)\6n5q(2) )

[T (n,m)]|

1 1 1 1
)\6n6qg — ﬂn:gqg’ + &)\4714(]8 — 6)\4n5q5’ - 2)\4n4q3} .
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One can check that the formula in Theorem[I.12]does indeed reduce to that of Theorem [I.10]
when m > (1 + ¢)1n3/2y/logn.

We next show that a random triangle-free graph makes a sharp transition from al-
most surely being 4-colorable to having unbounded chromatic number as m decreases past
%ng/ 2/log n. In fact we prove an upper bound on the independence number below this thresh-
ol(d. )Recall that Theorem E states that for (1+ e)in?’ﬂ\/logn <m<(1- 5)§n3/2\/10g n,
x(G) = 4 whp.

Theorem 1.13. Fiz e € (0,1/14) and let G be drawn uniformly from T (n,m). If

1
m~ (1— 5)1n3/2\/10gn

then the independence number of G satisfies a(G) = o(n) whp. In particular, the chromatic
number of G satisfies x(G) = w(n) whp.

We can in fact say more about how quickly the chromatic number increases as the edge
density of G decreases, but we postpone this to Section

1.1.3. Critical defect regime. We now discuss the critical defect regime, with (1 —
e)n?2y/logn < m < (1 + e)n*?logn and € = o(1). In this window giant components
emerge among the defect edges in A and B, and their distribution begins to depend on the
P, count. (Note that the asymptotic enumeration result in this regime is already covered by

Theorem [1.12]).

We first determine the scaling windows for the emergence of giant components and
connectivity among the defect edges. We use the notation f(n) < g(n) to denote that

limy, o0 f(n)/g(n) = 0.

Theorem 1.14. Let G be drawn uniformly from T (n,m), conditioned on G having a strongly
balanced maz cut (A, B).

(1) If m is such that go = 2 — wln) with 1 < w(n) < n'/3, then whp the largest connected

n4/37
component of G 4 is of size O(n?/3w=?log(w)).
(2) If m is such that qp = % — #, with w constant, then whp the largest connected

component of G4 is of size ©(n?/3).

(8) If m is such that gy = %—|— zfjg, with 1 < w(n) < n'/3, then whp the largest connected
component of G4 is of size (24 o(1)) -w - (n/2)%/3.

(4) Fixe > 0. If m is such that gy = (1 —1—5)210%, then whp G 4 is connected, while if m

is such that go = (1 — 5)210%, then whp G 4 is not connected.

Moreover, these results also hold for the graph Gp.

Note that when ¢g = ©(n~1), m ~ %ng/Q\/log n, and so giant defect components and
connectivity in the defect graphs emerge in rapid succession at this threshold; the results of
Theorem give a description of the scaling window of this emergence.

1.2. Methods. Here we give an overview of the proofs of the structural and enumeration
results above. The intuition for the approach comes from both statistical physics and algo-
rithms. We use and extend tools from [38], 44. [6l, B0, 31, B2, B3], and then develop some new
tools here.
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Our starting point is to write a statistical physics partition function for triangle-free graphs:

(1.8) Z\) = Y Al

GeT(n)
along with the corresponding probability distribution on 7 (n), the Gibbs measure
1.9 G A
(1.9) A (G) = m7

where |G| is the number of edges of G. As we see below in Section [2, up to scaling Z(\) is
exactly the probability that G(n, p) is triangle-free, with p = HLA and p) is the corresponding
conditional probability measure.

Classical statistical physics is concerned with understanding partition functions like this
and their associated Gibbs measures. Many statistical physics models (such as Ising, Potts,
hard-core) on lattices like Z? undergo order/disorder phase transitions as the strength of
interaction or density of particles increases. For instance, consider the ferromagnetic Ising
model on a torus (Z/nZ)?. In the low-temperature, strong interaction regime typical samples
from the model look like small perturbations from either the all 4 or all — configurations (the
ground states). Quantifying the contribution to Z from all such small perturbations (and
understanding their probabilistic properties) is a delicate and difficult task and the subject of
a huge amount of work in statistical physics dating all the way back to Peierls’ work on the
Ising model [46]. Some of the powerful methods developed to address this problem include
the cluster expansion [56] 47, [16} 35, 22] and Pirogov-Sinai theory [49, [15] [36, 14]. Recently,
these types of tools have been applied outside the context of classical statistical physics, to
algorithmic and combinatorial problems of enumeration and sampling [7, 54, 45, [, 26], 32
30, 33].

We can take this perspective on the partition function defined in . The (near) ground
states of the triangle-free graph model are the (nearly) balanced complete bipartite graphs
on n vertices; this is the content of Mantel’s Theorem. The first step in understanding the
‘ordered’ phase of a statistical physics model is to prove that configurations far from any
ground state have a negligible contribution to the partition function. For classical lattice
systems this is often accomplished by a Peierls’ argument; in the triangle-free graph setting
the result of Luczak [38] (Theorem [3.1| below) accomplishes this coarse separation of ground
states: he proves that almost all triangle-free graphs with m edges, m > Cn®/? for sufficiently
large C, have a max cut containing almost all the edges. More refined estimates at larger
densities are given by Osthus, Promel, and Taraz [44] which allow them to prove Theorem

In particular, their estimates show that when m > (1 +5)§n3/ 2/logn, a typical triangle-free
graph has a max cut (A, B) such that the max degree within A and within B is 0 (that is,
the graph is bipartite).

This marks the starting point of our approach. We extend the estimates from [44] (by
adapting a more general approach of Balogh, Morris, Samotij, and Warnke [6] who analyzed
the structure of K,-free graphs) to show that when A > Cn~'/2 and C is sufficiently large, a
typical sample from ) has a max cut (A, B) such that the max degree within A and within
B is at most /A for some small constant «. This is a more refined but still coarse structural
result, and our proof uses the very coarse result of Luczak as a key ingredient (see Section.
Crucially, the degree bound we obtain allows us to apply the cluster expansion to understand
the contribution to Z(\) from graphs with a given max cut (A, B) and given sets S, T of
defect edges within A and B respectively. The conclusion of this analysis is that conditioned
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on (A, B) the distribution of S, T is that of an exponential random graph conditioned on a
max degree bound.

From here we move on to a yet simpler approximation. Using local probability estimates,
we show that with negligible error we can impose a much stricter max degree condition on the
exponential random graph, and this in turn allows us to truncate the cluster expansion after
a small number of terms, thus significantly simplifying the parameters of the exponential
random graph. How simple we can make this model depends on the density: the lower the
density the more complex the model, as more complex structure emerges among the defect
edges.

From there, we then need to analyze this exponential random graph model conditioned on
a max degree bound. The conditioning is in fact essential — without it the model would ‘blow
up’ and defects would proliferate, taking us out of the neighborhood of the (A, B) ground
state — and this marks a departure with other exponential random graph models analyzed
in probability theory and algorithms [9, 17, [53]. The tools we develop to understand this
model are based primarily in approximating cumulant generating functions; this allows us to
understand both partition functions and approximate probability distributions via Pinsker’s
Inequality. The bounding of higher-order cumulants in the conditioned ERG model is the
most technically involved part of the proof. On top of this, we need to prove a version of
Janson’s Inequality [29] for the probability of triangle-freeness in the conditioned exponential
random graph model (Lemma below). This hints at a kind of approximate duality in the
problem: in the ordered regime (m > n3/ 2) the distribution of defect edges S, 7 has much in
common with the distribution of the full set of edges of a triangle-free graph in the disordered
regime m < n3/2. We discuss below how extensions of tools like those in [29, (64, [60, [42]
might be used in the future to extend our results further into the ordered regime.

Nearly all of our work is done in analyzing Z () and py, and this analysis leads directly to
the results on G(n, p) which we present below in Section [2 To prove our results for 7 (n,m),
we transfer the results for Z(\) and py by using local central limit theorems for hard-core
models. Such results are relatively straightforward to prove when the underlying model has a
convergent cluster expansion; this technique has been used recently in both combinatorics [33]
and algorithms [27].

1.3. Outlook. The ultimate goal in the study initiated in |20} [19], continued in [29] 51, 64]
43|, 52, [44], 61, 60, [42], and pursued here would be to determine the asymptotic number and
typical structure of triangle-free graphs at any density. This will require progress on two
fronts.

On the disordered side, there are asymptotic formulas for Z(A) and |7 (n,m)| when
A < n7Y?27¢ and m < n3/%27¢ for any fixed ¢ > 0 [60, 42]; these formulas extend Jan-
son’s inequality and involve the exponential of a sum of terms, with the number of terms
growing as € decreases. It is tempting to believe that there is a convergent infinite series, of
which these sums are finite truncations, that give an asymptotic formula for A < en=/2 and
m < en®/? for some ¢ > 0. Such a result would follow if one could show the cluster expansion
for a hypergraph independent set model (see Section [3) converges in a particular range of
parameters or if log Z(\) has a different convergent expansion (see the discussion in [24]).

On the ordered side, one would need to extend the results of this paper to sparser regimes.
Theorem below gives a rough structural description of a typical sample from ) all the
way down to A > C'n~'/2 for some C' > 0. In order obtain an asymptotic formula for Z(\) and
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|7 (n, m)| from this, one would have to greatly extend the already very involved computations
and estimates of Sections [9] and [I0] below. The two main technical steps to proving such a
result using the methods of this paper would be to find an efficient method for bounding
higher cumulants in the conditioned ERG model and to prove an analogue of the extensions
of Janson’s Inequality in [60, 42] to infinitely many terms and in the conditioned ERG model
(note the similarity in technical bottleneck to the disordered regime, again reflecting the
approximate duality in the problem).

Ultimately, the disordered and ordered regimes must meet to cover all densities, and we
have some predictions and questions about how this might happen. We first conjecture
that there is a sharp order—disorder phase transition, marked by a non-analyticity in an
‘order parameter’ defined by the fraction of edges in the max cut of a triangle-free graph
(see [10, 12}, 13] for the use and discussion of order parameters in combinatorial problems).

Conjecture 1. There exists ¢* > 0 and a continuous function § : (¢*,00) — (0,1/2] so that
the following holds.

(1) If ¢ < ¢ and m ~ en®?, then whp a graph G drawn uniformly from T (n,m) has a
maz cut of size (1/24 o(1))m.

(2) If ¢ > ¢* and m ~ en®2, then whp a graph G drawn uniformly from T (n,m) has a
maz cut of size (1/24 d(c) + o(1))m.

We also ask about the nature of the phase transition, and whether this order parameter is
continuous or discontinuous at the transition point.

Question 1. Assuming Conjecture |1}, is the order/disorder phase transition in triangle-free
graphs first order or second order? More precisely, we ask

(1) Islimeex4 0(c) = 0 (reflecting a second-order phase transition) or lime_,cx4 6(c) > 0
(first-order)?
(2) With G drawn uniformly from T(n,m), m ~ ¢n3/?, does the random variable
MAX-CUT(G)
m
able different than % (first order), or to a random variable supported on two distinct

values (first order)?

converge in probability to % (second order), a constant random vari-

Convergence of MAX-CUT(S) ¢4 a random variable with support of size more than 2 is not

ruled out, but we conjecture this does not occur.

Moving beyond triangle-free graphs, the same kind of questions can be asked for many
other combinatorial enumeration problems, and the methods introduced here can likely be
used to provide some answers.

Mantel’s Theorem is one of the first and most central results in extremal graph theory,
and a first example of the more general class of Turan-type problems which includes Turan’s
generalization of Mantel’s Theorem to K, -free graphs [62]. The extensions of Theorems
and to the K,ii-free case were proved by Kolaitis, Promel, and Rothschild [34] and
Balogh, Morris, Samotij, and Warnke [6] respectively. In particular it is shown in [6] that
for m > (6, + s)n%ﬁ(log n)l/[(ﬂgl)fl} (for some explicit constant 6,) almost all K, 1-free
graphs on n vertices with m edges are r-partite, and this immediately yields an asymptotic
formula for the number of such graphs. We ask if the methods employed here can give
asymptotic formulas at lower densities.
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Problem 1. For r > 4 fized and ¢ < 6,, determine the asymptotic number of K, 1-free
graphs on n vertices with m edges when m ~ cnz_r%(log n)l/[(rgl)_l].

Eventually one would like to understand the possible order—disorder phase transition in
K, 1-free graphs as well, and one can pose analogs of Conjecture [1| and Question [1| in this
setting.

More generally, there are a large number of classes of combinatorial objects that can
be represented by independent sets in hypergraphs, with hyperedges encoding forbidden
substructures. Turdn-type problems fall into this class, along with problems about sum-free
sets, k-AP-free sets, and Sidon sets in the integers/Abelian groups (see e.g. [5] for discussion).
A common phenomenon in this kind of problem is that substructures of extremal objects
account for almost all or a constant fraction of such structures (analogous to Theorem [1.2]).
See e.g. [37, 125, 57, 14, 58, [41), B] for examples. This can continue to hold for sparser objects (as
in Theorem , for example the results of [6] for K,;1-free graphs and of [1, 2] for sum-free
sets in Abelian groups and in the integers [n]. What can one say about even sparser objects?

Question 2. Can one characterize defect distributions for combinatorial enumeration prob-
lems in the ordered regime more generally?

In particular one could ask if distributions analogous to conditioned exponential random
graphs arise universally in such problems.

1.4. A note on asymptotic notation. All asymptotic notation is to be understood with
respect to the limit n — oo. All implicit constants in the asymptotic notation O, ) etc. will
be absolute constants unless specified otherwise. Moreover, for two functions f,g : N — R
we understand f(n) < g(n) to mean that the inequality holds for n sufficiently large. We
write f(n) ~ g(n) to denote that lim, _,~ f(n)/g(n) = 1. We write f(n) < g(n) to denote
that lim, . f(n)/g(n) = 0. We say a sequence of events A, holds ‘with high probability’
(abbreviated ‘whp’) if P(4,,) =1 — o(1).

2. REsuLTs FOR ERDOS-RENYI RANDOM GRAPHS

In this section we state our results for the Erdés-Rényi random graph G(n,p) conditioned
on the event that G is triangle-free. The results mirror those in the Section[l], and in fact in our
proofs we will first address G(n, p) before translating the results to the uniform distribution
on 7 (n,m) in Section

To state the results we will make use of the hard-core model of a random independent set
from a graph. Given a graph G let Z(G) denote the set of all independent sets of G. For an
activity parameter A > 0, the hard-core model pg ) is the distribution (or Gibbs measure)
on Z(G) given by

A
peal) = ——
) Za(N)

where Zg () = X rezc) A1 is the hard-core partition function or the independence polyno-
mial.

Let P, , be the measure associated to the Erd6s-Rényi random graph G(n,p) i.e.
P p(G) = pll(1 — p)B)-161
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We are interested in determining the asymptotics of P, ,(7"), the probability that G(n,p)
is triangle-free, and in understanding the conditional measure Py, ,( - |T).

In fact both this probability and the conditional measure can be represented as a partition
function and its associated Gibbs measure. Recall Z()) and y from (1.8),(1.9). In fact Z(X)
and p) define a hard-core model on a 3-uniform hypergraph H, with vertex set ([g]) (rep-
resenting edges of the complete graph K,, on n vertices) and 3-uniform hyperedges {z,y, z}
when the edges {z,y, z} form a triangle in K,,. Independent sets (sets of vertices containing
no edge) in Z(H,) are exactly triangle-free graphs in 7 (n) (see e.g. the discussion in [5]).
The independence polynomial of H,, is

o= Y G =z,

I€Z(Hn) GeT(n)

To see the connection to the distribution of G(n,p) conditioned on triangle-freeness, we

set A = 2= and note the identity

(2.1) P, (T) = Z Pl _p)(g)—lGl =(1 _p)(g)Z()\) :
GeT(n)

Therefore to determine the asymptotics of P, ,(7), it suffices to determine the asymptotics

of Z(\). Moreover with A = 12, 1y is identical to the distribution of G(n,p) conditioned on
T. As described in Section our main task is to understand this partition function and

its Gibbs measure.

2.1. Subcritical defect regime. Given p, let A = 1%}3 and define gy = go(\) so that
40 —\2n/2

2.2 = de .

(22) T

This is the same ¢p as in (1.3]) only now considered as a function of A\. Recall from Defini-
tion that ) is a distribution on partitions of [n].

Consider the distribution ) ; on 7(n) defined by the following algorithm.

Algorithm 2 The distribution py i

(1) Choose (A, B) from the distribution 6.

(2) Choose edges S C (‘;) and T C (g) according to independent Erdés-Rényi random
graphs on A and B with edge probability gg. If S or T contains a triangle, output the
empty graph. Otherwise proceed to the next step.

(3) Given S, T, choose E.; C A x B according to the hard-core model on the graph SOT at
activity A.

(4) Output the graph G = SUT U Ey,.

We have the following analogues of Theorems [L.7HI.10

Theorem 2.1. Fiz e > 0 and suppose p > (1 + )/ 8% Then, with A = p/(1 — p),

n

1 /|« n 2 2 3, N2 2, nt
~ = —n?/4+n/2 —A2n/2+X3n 5_—A2n
Py (T) 2\/:<Ln/2J>(1+/\) exp{)\e 1 4 Ne 8}'

Moreover
lx — pxtllry = o(1).
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Theorem 2.2. Fize >0 and let p > (14 ¢)1/2%5". Let X ~ Bin(|n2/4],qo) where qo is as

BT,
in (2.2). Let X = X(G) be the minimum number of edges whose removal makes G bipartite.
Suppose G is drawn from G(n,p) conditioned on triangle-freeness. Then || X — X||7v = o(1).

In particular, if p = \/3 + loglogn L\/log" fort € R, then

logn ~ logn n
li_>m Pop(GeB|GeT)=exp (—\fet/z) .

Theorem 2.3. Fiz e > 0.

< (V3= e)y/ B2 then P, ,[x(G) = 3|T] =1 — o(1).

n

p
o If (1+e)y/ 8% < p < (V2—2)\/ 252 then P, ,[x(G) = 4|T] =1 —o(1).

n

2.2. Supercritical defect regime. Recall the definitions of ¢, g2, % from (1.5)-(1.7) and

consider them now as functions of \.

Consider the following distribution p 2 on 7 (n).

Algorithm 3 The distribution p 2

(1) Choose (A, B) from the distribution 6.

(2) Sample S C (/21) according to G(A, g2,7) and sample T" C (]23) according to G(B, q2,1)
with S, T independent.

(3) Given S, T, choose E.; C A x B according to the hard-core model on the graph SO T at
activity A.

(4) Output G = SUT U E,.

We have the following analogues of Theorems [L.11H1.13]

Theorem 2.4. Fiz e € (0,1/14] and suppose p > (1 —¢) k’%. Let A =p/(1 —p), then

o7 Ni\/f <Ln72J> (1 A) (1 = )]/

1 1 1 1 . .
exp {64)\6715(]8 - 674)\6116(]8 B ﬂn3qg + 674)\47714(](2) . 6)\4n5qg B 2)\4n4q§} '

Moreover,
[x = pazllrv = o(1) .
Theorem 2.5. Fiz e € (0,1/14] and let

logn
~ (1 —
p~ (===,

then Py, p[a(G) = o(n)|T] =1 — o(1) where a(G) denotes the independence number of G.
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2.3. Critical defect regime. Theorem covers the entire regime p > (1 — g)y/ lo%,

n

reducing to the results of Theorem when p > (1 + ¢)y/'8". Here we examine the

logn
n

implications on the structure in the critical regime in which (1 —¢)4/ 10% <p<(1+¢)
with € = o(1).
We have the following analogue of Theorem

Theorem 2.6. Let G be drawn from py conditioned on G having a strongly balanced max
cut (A, B).
(1) If X is such that gy = % - :5173) , with 1 < w(n) < nl'/3, then whp the largest connected
component of G4 is of size O(n?/3w=2log(w)).
(2) If \ is such that gqg = 2 — #, with w constant, then whp the largest connected

n
component of G 4 is of size ©(n?/3).
(3) If A is such that qo = %—i— :g?g , with 1 K w(n) < n/3, then whp the largest connected
component of G4 is of size (24 o(1)) -w - (n/2)%/3.
(4) Fix e > 0. If X\ is such that g0 = (1 + 5)210%, then whp G4 is connected, while if
2logn
n

is such that gy = (1 — ¢) , then whp G4 is not connected.

Moreover, these results also hold for the graph Gp.

2.4. General defect distribution. Here we give a rough structural description of uy for a
wider range of parameters: when A > w/+/n for some large constant w. This rough description
will be the starting point for proving the much more detailed results above, but gives some
interesting information on its own.

The rough description requires a few definitions which will be useful later as well.
Definition 2.7. Given a graph G and a partition (A, B) of V(G), we call the graph G4UGpR

the defect graph of G (wrt (A, B)). In an abuse of terminology we will sometimes refer to
the pair (Ga,Gp) as the defect graph.

Let a = 1/(96€3). For a partition (A, B) of [n] let
TAipr=1G€T(n): A(G4UGE) < a/A}.
That is, T)' , is the set of graphs G whose defect graph wrt (A, B) has maximum degree at
most a/\. We will eventually restrict our attention to defect graphs with a much stronger
degree bound and so the superscript ‘w’ in the notation refers to the fact that the defect graph

is ‘weakly sparse’. We also introduce notation for the set of weakly sparse defect graphs and
the weakly sparse restricted partition function.

(2.3) Dip,\:= {(S, T):S5C (?),T C (S),A(S uT) <a/\SUT triangle—free}

= {(GA,GB) : G S 7:2/;37)\} .

(2.4) Zy g = Y Al
GeTXjB’A

We also define a set of ‘weakly balanced’ partitions of [n].
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Definition 2.8. Call a partition (A, B) of [n] weakly balanced if ||A| — |B|| < n/10. Let I1
denote the set of all partitions of [n] and let yeax C II denote the set of all weakly balanced
partitions.

Given these definitions, Algorithm (4] defines a distribution fiyeak x on 7 (n).

Algorithm 4 The distribution piyeak, x
(1) Pick (A, B) € Ilyeak with probability proportional to Z} ().
2) Sample (S,T) € DY g, with probability proportional to ST Z g (N).
) Select E.; C A x B according to the hard-core model on S O T at activity A.
) Output SUT U E,,.

(
(3
(4

Theorem 2.9. There exists w > 0 such that if A > w/\/n then

| ix — pweak |7y = o(1).

Moreover, a graph G' drawn according to [iweak x has a unique weakly balanced mazx cut whose
defect graph has mazimum degree at most a/\.

The main content of Theorem [2.9]is that the defect graph selected at Step 2 of Algorithm
has small maximum degree which allows us to understand the partition function Zggr(\)
(and hence also the measure at Step 2) in detail via cluster expansion (see Section 4| for
details on cluster expansion).

3. PROOF ROADMAP

In this section we provide a roadmap for the proofs to come and for the remainder of the
paper. In Section we collect definitions and notation in one place to serve as a reference
sheet for the reader.

Recall that in Section [2| we reformulated the main problems for G(n,p) in terms of a
statistical physics partition function Z(\) and its associated Gibbs measure py. Similarly,
the main problems for 7 (n,m) are about the coefficient of A™ in the polynomial Z(\) and
the distribution of u) conditioned on the event {|G| = m}.

To compute the asymptotics of Z(\) we will make a number of successive approximations,
culminating in an approximation by a sum of partition functions of models that we can
analyze. We now describe this sequence of approximations, giving a roadmap for the rest of
the paper. We will always assume that

1 1
(3.1) A<2 98T and m < §n3/2\/logn,
n

since all results for larger values are covered by [43].

3.1. Reduction to graphs with a dense cut. We begin with a classical theorem of
Luczak [38] which states that almost all triangle-free graphs on n vertices and m > Cn3/?
edges admit a dense cut.

Theorem 3.1 ([38]). For all § > 0 there exists C = C(6) > 0 so that if m > Cn>/?, then
almost all G € T (n,m) admit a cut of size at least (1 — d)m.
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We will need a slight refinement of Theorem [3.1] (Theorem below) which follows from
combining [6, Proposition 6.1] and [6, Claim 6.2]. To state the result we need a definition.

Definition 3.2. Let G be a graph and (A, B) a partition of its vertex set. We say (A, B) is
a dominating cut of G if

da(v,B) > dg(v, A) for allve A
and similarly with A, B swapped.

Recall also the definition of a weakly balanced partition from Definition |2.8

Theorem 3.3. For all § > 0 there exists C = C(8) > 0 so that if m > Cn3/?, then almost
all G € T(n,m) admit a dominating, weakly balanced cut of size at least (1 — §)m.

We fix a sufficiently small constant § > 0 (to be specified later) and consider the set

(3.2)
L(n,\) :={G € T(n) : G admits a weakly balanced, dominating cut of size > |G| — 26An?} .

For a subset R C T (n) and A > 0 we let

Z(R,\) =Y NI

GER

be the restriction of the partition function Z(A) to R. We also define the restricted Gibbs
measure (g on R by

MGl
HrRAG) = —o—=

Z(R,\) -
Our first step is to approximate Z(\) by Z(L£,\) where £ = L(n, ). The following result
is a simple consequence of Theorem which we prove in Section

Proposition 3.4. There exists a constant w > 0 such that if X\ > w/\/n then, letting L =
L(n,\),
Z(A) ~ Z(L£,2),
and
lx = peall = o(1).

3.2. Clustering by ground states. We next approximately partition the set of triangle-
free graphs according to which partition (A, B) of [n] they align best with; that is, according
to their max-cut partition. This partitioning will only be approximate because some graphs
(e.g. the empty graph) have multiple partitions achieving their max cut, but we will show
that the contribution of these graphs to Z(\) is negligible.

To view the problem from the statistical physics perspective, we identify a collection of
‘ground states’ and ground-state graphs, whose contribution to Z(\) is easy to calculate and
for large enough A makes up almost all of Z(\). In this case, each partition (A, B) of [n]
gives rise to a collection of ground-state graphs consisting of all graphs G that are bipartite
with bipartition (A, B). The contribution of this collection is (1 4+ A)I4I1B] since each of the
|A| - |B| possible crossing edges can be included or not included in such a bipartite graph. It
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is not hard to show that for A > logn/n, graphs obtained in this manner from more than
one partition (A, B) have a negligible contribution, and so we can write

Z(A\) = (140(1)) Y (14 x)AHBL
(A,B)
An easy modification of the proof of Osthus, Promel, and Taraz in [44] shows that when
A > (V3+e)y/ %" then this lower bound is tight: Z(\) = (140(1)) Z(AyB)(l—F)\)‘AHB‘, and

n

moreover, when A = (v/3 —¢) lo%, then Z(A) > >4 p)(1+ MIAFBL and so to understand
Z(\) at these smaller densities we must take into account graphs that do not arise from
any ground state. On the other hand Proposition [3.4] shows that one only needs to consider
graphs that are ‘close’ to a ground state.

This marks our point of departure from the previous literature, and the main contribution
of this paper: how to account precisely for these near-ground-state graphs.

Our first step is to show that a typical sample from pi. » (and hence also ) has a unique
weakly balanced max cut such that the defect edges form a graph of maximum degree at most
a /) where we recall that o = 1/(96€?). Recall from (2.4)) that we let Z3 g(N) = Z(TY A

Define

Zweak()‘) = Z ZX,B(A) :
(AvB)GHweak

Taken in conjunction with Proposition [3.4] the following proposition is a refinement of
Theorem 2.9

w

Proposition 3.5. There exists a constant w > 0 such that if X > Jn then, letting L =
L(n,A),

Z(L,)) = (1 1o (e—ﬁ)) Zwear(\)

and
HME,)\ - Nweak,A||TV =0 (eiﬁ) .

Moreover, whp a graph G drawn according to [iweak,x has a unique weakly balanced mazx cut
whose defect graph has mazimum degree at most a/\.

The proof of Proposition is a modification of the strategy of [6] (specialized to triangle-
free graphs) and is carried out in Section We will soon see that the maximum degree
bound in Proposition [3.5|is crucial for our approach.

Given Proposition our next goal is to understand the partition function Z} 5 () for any
weakly balanced partition (A, B). To this end, it will be useful to consider the contribution

to Z3y p(A) from all G with a fixed defect graph. Indeed, let us fix edge sets S C (;‘),

T C (g ) Recall from Section that S O 7T denotes the Cartesian product of the graphs
(4,S5), (B,T). Whenever we write SO7 below, the underlying partition (A, B) will be clear
from the context. Moreover, in an abuse of notation we will often identify the edge set S
with the graph (A4, S).

If we fix (A, B), sample G from py, and condition on the event that G4 = S and G =T,
then E(G) N (A x B) is distributed according to the hard-core model on the graph SO T
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at activity A. This observation is formalized in the following lemma which motivates the
appearance of Zgor(A) in Step 2 of Algorithm

Lemma 3.6. Let (A, B) be a partition of [n] and suppose S C (’3),T - (5) Let G(S,T) be
the set of triangle-free graphs G so that Gy =S and Gg =T. Then

> A= ATz (N,
GeG(S,T)

where Zsor(A) is the hard-core partition function on the graph SO T.

Proof. In what follows we identify the vertex (u,v) € V(SOT) = A x B with the edge
{u,v} € ([Z}). The proof follows from the observation that if I is an independent set in the
graph SOT, then the graph on [n] with edge set SUT U is a triangle-free graph in G(S,T),
and likewise for any G € G(S,T), E(G) N (A x B) forms an independent set in SO 7T, giving
a one-to-one correspondence. ]

With this observation in hand, we may write the identity

ZipN) = > AT Zg(n),
(S,T)EDX’B’A

where we recall from that DY g, = {(Ga,Gp) : G € TY'p \}-

We can now see the crucial role of Proposition Observe that if (S,T) € DY p ,, then
A(SUT) < a/A by definition, and so A(SOT) < A(S) + A(T) < 2a/\. With the choice
a = 1/(96e®), A < 1/(4eA(S O T)) and so the hard-core model on S O 7T at activity A is
subcritical in a sense to be made precise below in Lemma This allows us to understand
Zsor(\) via the cluster expansion and obtain a sequence of refinements of Proposition

3.3. Reducing to sparser defect graphs. The first refinement of Proposition [3.5] is a
strengthening of the sparsity condition on the defect graph.

Throughout the paper, given a partition (A, B), we let a,b denote |A|, |B| respectively.

Definition 3.7. Let (A,B) € II, A > 0, qa/(1 — qa) = Ae >, ¢5/(1 — qp) = de V.
Moreover let ¢ = max{qa, g}, Aapr = 50max{qn,logn} and K4 g\ = 50 max{qn?,logn}.
We call a graph H C (g) U (g) A-sparse if

(1) H is triangle-free,

(2) A(H) < Aapas

(3) max{|Hal,|Hp|} < Kap-
Remark 1. Throughout the paper, we identify the pair (S,T) € 2(3) X 2(]23) with the graph
S UT and use them interchangeably. As such, we call a pair (S,T) A-sparse if SUT is
A-sparse.

Let

Tapy ={GeT(n):(Ga,Gp) is A\-sparse},
the set of G whose defect graph wrt (A, B) is A-sparse, and let

DA,B,)\ = {(GA,GB) G e 7;1,37)\},
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the set of A-sparse defect graphs. Define also

Zap) = Z(Tapa ) = 3 A,
GETa,B A

We note that for A > % and (A, B) € Hyeax we have Ay gy = 0,(1) - /X and so when

w is large, the restriction on the sparsity of the defect graph in the definition of T4 g is
stronger than that of 75 ,. The following lemma allows us to refine the approximation of
Z(L,\) in Proposition

Proposition 3.8. There exists w > 0 such that if A > ==, and (A, B) € lyeak, then

ZapN) = (14+0m2e2/)) 75 5,
where A = Ay, is as in Definition[3.7

3.4. Reducing to strongly balanced partitions. Our next refinement of Proposition [3.5]
comes from showing that we only need to consider strongly balanced partitions (A4, B) (see
Definition provided A is sufficiently large. For this we need an intermediate notion of
balancedness.

Definition 3.9. We call a partition (A, B) € II A-moderately balanced if
|1 A| - |B|| < My := max{ne "/ n!/?}(log n)?,

and we let IL,0q,x denote the set of all A\-moderately balanced partitions.

Define the measures fimod,x and figtrong,x 00 7 (n) via the following processes.

Algorithm 5 The distribution fmod,x (resp. Lstrong,2)

1) Pick (A, B) € Il h0a.n (resp. Ilgirone) With probability proportional to Z4 g(A).
K g bl

(2) Pick (S,T) € D4 p,x with probability proportional to MNSHTI Zgor(N).

(3) Select Eq; € A x B according to the hard-core model on S 07T at activity A.

(4) Output SUT U E,.

Finally let

Zmod(A) = Z ZA,B()\) and Zstrong()\) = Z ZA,B()\) .
(AvB)EHmod,)\ (A,B)enstrong

We prove the following two propositions covering overlapping ranges of A.

Proposition 3.10. Fizc> 0 and let A > ¢ lo%. Then

(3.3) Zmoa(A) = (140 (n™?)) Zyear (),
and
(34) H,U*mod,)\ - :U*weak,)\HTV =0 (77,73/2) .

. 13 /logn
Proposition 3.11. For A > {3

n 2

(3.5) Zstrong(A) = (1+ O (n™?)) Zmoa(N)
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and

(3.6) ”:U’Strong,)\ - Mmod,AHTV =0 (n—3/2> )

It will be convenient to record the following immediate corollary of Proposi-

tions and

Corollary 3.12. For \ > %\/@,
Z()‘) ~ Zstrong()\) s

and

H,U/)\ - Ustrong,/\HTV = 0(1> .

Proving these propositions and understanding Zstmng()\) will come down to computing
asymptotics of Z4 () for \-moderately balanced (A, B), which we will do with the use of
the cluster expansion, described in the next section.

The transfer of these results to results on 7 (n,m) is done in Section |11] using the following
identity, valid for any A > 0:

Z(N)
[T (n,m)| = o m({IG| = m}).
To use this to determine the asymptotics of |7 (n,m)|, we will choose a value of A so that
the mean number of edges in a sample from puy is close to m. Computing asymptotics of
ux({|G| = m}) will be made possible again by the fact that the hard-core measures obtained
from Proposition [3.5] are subcritical, which allows the use of a local central limit theorem to

estimate this probability.

3.5. Notation and definitions. Here we collect some key notation and definitions in one
section which the reader can use as a reference sheet.

As our argument evolves, we will consider three increasingly strict notions of a balanced
partition of the vertices of a graph G.

Definition 3.13. We call a partition (A, B) of [n]:

(1) Weakly balanced if ‘|A| - |BH < n/10.
(2) A-moderately balanced if

_)\2
— <My = 2n ogn)®,
|A| = |B|| £ M) = max {ne An/ 1/2} (logn)?

(3) Strongly balanced if ||A| — |B|| < 10(nlog n)'/4.

Let Ilyeak, Hmod \s Hstrong and 11 denote the set of weakly balanced, \-moderately balanced,
strongly balanced, and all partitions of [n] respectively.

Given (A4, B) € II, we use the convention a = |A|,b = |B|. For A > 0, we define g4 = ga(\)
and ¢p = qp(\) via
A e and 45 _ \e=ar?
1—qa 1—gB
Throughout the paper we let ¢ = g4 g ) = max{qa,¢p}. When we use the notation ¢, the
partition (A, B) and A will be clear from the context.
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Recall that for a subset R C T(n) and A > 0 we let
Z(R,A)=>_ N,
GeR
and let ur \ denote the measure on the set R defined by

MGl
prA(G) = m :

We denote Z(T(n),A), 7 (ny,x simply by Z(A), pux respectively.

Recall that for (A, B) € II, and graph G, we let G4, Gp denote the respective subgraphs
of G induced by vertex sets A,B. Throughout the paper we fix a = 1/(96€3). Let
(3.7) Taipr={Ge€T(n): A(GAUGE) < a/A},
and

Tapr={Ge€T(n): A(GAUGB) < Aapn, |Gal,|GB| < Kapxr},
where
Ay gy = 50max{gn,logn} and Ky p =50 max{an, logn}.

We also let
(38) Dapx:={(Ga,Gp):G€Tapr} and Djp,:={(Ga,Gp):GE€Tip,\},
and refer to the edges of G4 UGp as the defect edges of G (with respect to (A, B)). We will
at times abuse notation and identify the pair (G4, Gp) with the graph G4 U Gp.

For G € T, we let cyeak 1 (G) denote the number of weakly balanced partitions (A, B) such
that (Ga,GB) € DY 5 - We let cmod A (G), Cstrong, ) (G) denote the number of A-moderately/
strongly balanced partitions (A, B) such that (Ga,GRg) € D4 g, respectively.

For ease of notation we let

(3.9) Zap(\)=Z(Tapp, ) and  ZY () = Z(Ti g N)
and
(3.10) HABXN = HTypax and  p3 gy =BTy, A

We also let v4 g\ denote the measure on Dy g ) given by

ANSHT Z g (N)
3.11 S,T) =
(3.11) va,BA(S,T) Zas0)
and let I/X B denote the measure on DX B, given by
NSHT Z g0 (N)
(3.12) v ga(S,T) =
A,B,\ ZX,B()\)

We note that py gy can be described as the measure given by the following two-step
process:

(1) Sample (S,T') € D, p,x according to v4 (S, T).
(2) Sample E.; C A x B according to the hard-core model on S O 7T at activity A.
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The measure v4 g ) is therefore the distribution of defect edges in a sample from r4 g x
and similarly for u% 5\, V% 5 -

If a partition (A, B) of [n] is clear from the context, we use G as shorthand for the
Cartesian product G4 O Gp.

As we will soon see, the quantities g4, ¢p will serve as a good approximations to the edge
densities within A and B respectively in a sample from v4 g x. It will be useful to note that

if A = ¢y /18" for some ¢ > 0 and (A, B) is A-moderately balanced, then

n

4, q8 = (1+o(1))re ™ /2 =6 <n71/27c2/2> ,

As we refine our analysis of the defect edges, we require more refined estimates of these
densities. In Section |§|, we define ¢/; and ¢z via

/ /
(3.13) AN WS S Y L S S
L —qy 1—-qp
while in Section [I0] we require more precision and use the definitions
J /
(3.14) qA/ — e ATOR2XB-TA/2 g qB/ — \e Nat2X\a—TA1b/2
I—qy 1—qp

In Section [10] we also define the following parameters.

b
fs = (;) qf462>\3b(aq,4+bq3) and pp = <2> qu62>\3@(an+qu)’

and

! / 1/ /
3 3
s da 64'LLB>\ nd dp dp 64'uA>\ .

1—q;’1_1—qf4 1—q;§_1—qjg

It will be useful to note that ga ~ ¢4 ~ ¢4 and similarly for gg. We note also that
0, q1, 42, pv defined in the introduction correspond to the parameters ga,q’y, ¢y, ta in the
special case where a = b =n/2 (a perfectly balanced partition).

Given graphs H, G, we let H(G) denote the number of (not necessarily induced) copies of
H in G. Given graphs H,G1, G2 let H(G1,G2) denote the number of copies of H in G UGo
with at least one edge in G;.

For V. C [n] ¢ € (0,1), we write G(V,q) to denote the Erdés-Rényi random graph on a
vertex set V' with edge probability ¢. For ¢» € R, we let G(V, q,1) denote the random graph
on V with distribution

|G|
q
(@) x (1)@,

conditioned on the event that A(G) < 50 max{gn,logn} and G is triangle-free.

4. TOOLS AND PRELIMINARIES

Some of our main tools for estimating partitions functions will be the cluster expansion
and bounds on cumulants in conditioned exponential random graph models. We begin with
some background and basic facts about these tools.
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4.1. Cluster expansion and the hard-core model. We defined the hard-core model in
Section [2; the following is a multivariate generalization. Let G be a graph and let Z(G) be
the set of all independent sets of G. Let A : V(G) — C be an assignment of complex weights
to the vertices of G. The (multivariate) hard-core model partition function of G is

ZeN) = > [[r@).

1€T(G) vel

When A(v) = A for all v € V(G) (the univariate case) we write Zg(\) instead of Zg(A).

The cluster expansion is a formal power series for log Z;(A); in fact, it is the Taylor series
around A = 0. Conveniently, the terms of the cluster expansion have a nice combinatorial
interpretation (see e.g. [59, 2I]). A cluster I' = (v1,...,v;) is a tuple of vertices from G
such that the induced graph G[{vi,...,v;}] is connected. We let C(G) denote the set of all
clusters of G. We call k the size of the cluster and denote it by |I'|. Given a cluster I', the
incompatibility graph Hp, is the graph on vertex set I' (considered as a multiset) with an
edge between v;,v; if either v;,v; are adjacent on G or ¢ # j and v;,v; correspond to the
same vertex in G. In particular, by the definition of a cluster, the incompatibility graph Hr
is connected.

As a formal power series, the cluster expansion is the infinite series

log Za(A) = Y o) [ M),

reC(G) vel

where the product is over all coordinates of I' and

TSR DI G

IT[!
ACE(Hr)

spanning, connected

The cluster expansion converges absolutely if A lies inside a polydisk D ¢ CY(%) so that
Zc(€) # 0 for all £ € D. We will need the following lemma which gives a sufficient condition
for convergence and bounds the error in truncating the cluster expansion. In fact, we will
require a slightly stronger statement that will allow us to truncate pinned cluster expansions
i.e. restrictions of the cluster expansion to clusters that contain a fixed set of vertices. Given
a set {uy,...,us} of vertices of G, we write {uj,...,ug} C I' to mean that each vertex w;
appears in the tuple I'.

The next lemma follows from a classical approach to cluster expansion convergence based
on a combinatorial inequality due to Penrose [48] (see also [16, 22]). We defer its proof to
Appendix For A: V(G) — C, we let Apax := max ey (q) |A(v)].

Lemma 4.1. Suppose G is a graph on n wvertices with maximum degree A, and suppose
Amax < ﬁ. Then the cluster expansion converges absolutely. Moreover, for any non-empty
vertex set S CV(G), k> |S|, and t > 0,

> Ife(r) [T Aw)| = Ok (A4 51N, ) -

I:I'DS, verl
IT|>k
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If |S| € {1,2} then we have the explicit upper bound

(4.1) > o) [ A@)] < (2e)FAFISINE .
I:ros, vell
IT|>k

It will be convenient to think of the cluster expansion of log Zz(\) as an expansion in
terms of subgraph counts in G. By truncating the cluster expansion at clusters of size 3
we obtain the following corollary for the hard-core partition function of triangle-free graphs.
Recall that for a graph G, we let P»(G) denote the number of paths of length 2 in G.

Corollary 4.2. Let G be a triangle-free gmph with n vertices, at most n’ non-isolated vertices,
and maximum degree A. Then for A < 4€A,

Za(N) 2y 3 I A3\ 4
4.2 1 — —|GIA 2|G) A7+ O(n"A°X
(1.2 o8 (TS5 ) = ~IGI® + (PG + 2160) ¥ + O/,
Moreover, if I is a random sample from the hard-core model on G at activity A, then

A
(4.3) E|T| = e 2|GIN2 + 3 (Pa(G) + 2|G|) A2 4+ O(n/ A3\Y),
and
A 2 24,3

Proof. The proof is a routine calculation from the definitions using Lemma [£.1] to bound the
truncation error. We include the details as they will be instructive for later calculations. Let
G = (V,E) and F = (V,0) denote the empty graph on the same vertex set as G. Note that
Zrp(A) = (1+X)". We let

C'=C(G)\C(F).
The only clusters of F' are precisely those of the form I' = (v,v,...,v) for v € V' and these

are also clusters of G. If X < 46%, then by Lemma the cluster expansions of log Zg(\)
and log Zp(\) converge absolutely and

(4.5) log<(1+)\ ) > oM

rec’

Let Cj, denote the set of clusters in C" of size k. Then C; = 0,
Cy = {(v1,v2) : {v1,v2} € E},

and
Cé = {(’Ul,vz,vg) : G[{’Ul,vg,’vg}] = K2 or Pg},
(here K9 denotes the complete graph on 2 vertices i.e. an edge).
If T € C}, then Hpr = K5 and so ¢(I') = —1/2. We note that |C}| = 2|E|, accounting for
the orderings.
If T' = (v1,v9,v3) such that G[{v1,ve,v3}] = P, then Hp = P, and so ¢(I') = 1/6. The
number of such clusters is 6P (G).
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If T' = (v1,v2,v3) such that G[{v1,v2,v3}] = Ko, then Hr is isomorphic to a triangle and
so ¢(I') = 1/3. The number of such clusters is 6| E|. We conclude from (4.5 that

(4.6) 10g<(12i()\)\>)> —|GIN + (P(G) +21Gh X+ > M)A

reC:|l|>4

Next we observe that if I' € C’ then I' cannot contain an isolated vertex of G. By applying
Lemma {4.1| with S = {v}, k =4, t = 0, for each non-isolated vertex v of G and summing the
resulting bounds we deduce that

(4.7) > @A =0 (A% .

rec’:|T|>4
To prove (4.3) we note

A 0
E[I| = Z mm a)\long()\)
I€1(G)

By Lemma the cluster expansion for log Z(\) converges uniformly on [0,1/(4eA)], and
so we may differentiate termwise, yielding, by (4.6)),

)\—2|G|)\2+3(P2(G)+2|G|))\3+ > [Tl
rec’:|T|>4

Statement (4.3) now follows by bounding the sum on the RHS exactly as we did for (4.7))
(applying Lemma [4.1{ now with ¢t = 1).

Statement (4.4)) follows similarly from the observation that

A
EI =n
1+

var|I| = /\ E\I| O

(I+M)"
V(@) is an independent set of G, when S is chosen by including each vertex independently

with probability 1%\ .

We remark that the ratio 2S¢ from Corollary is the probability that a subset S C

The following quasirandomness condition for the hard-core model will be useful.

Lemma 4.3. Let G be a graph of mazximum degree A and let U C V(G). Let A < W%A and
let T be a random sample from the hard-core model on G at activity A. Then

P(INU| > 5MU|) < e MY

and
P(INU| < AU|/10) < e MUI/S .

We note that the bounds of Lemma [£.3] and the range of A for which they hold are not
optimal, but they will suffice for our purposes. We defer the proof of Lemma [4.3] to Appen-
dix [Bl

We will also make use of a local CLT (LCLT) for the low-density hard-core model. We
say that a sequence of integer-valued random variables X,, with mean pu, and variance o2

satisfies a LCLT if for all integers k
1

—(k—pn)?/(202) + —1
mane o(o,"),

P(X, =k) =
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as n — o0o. For graphs of maximum degree at most A, with A constant, the second author,
Jain, Sah and Sawhney proved a sharp LCLT for the hard-core model [27]. The following is
an analogue for sequences of graphs G,, of maximum degree at most A, with A,, — co. We
do not attempt to optimize the bound on A here.

Proposition 4.4. Let G,, be a sequence of graphs on n vertices of mazximum degree at most
A,. Let X, be the size of an independent set drawn from the hard-core model on G, at
activity Ap. Suppose A\pA, — 0, n\, — 0o, and A,, — 00 as n — oo. Then var(X,) ~ An
and X, obeys a local central limit theorem. That is, for every integer k > 0,

1 k—EX,)? 1
PX, =k] = \/mexp <_(2)\nn)> +o <m> .
We prove Proposition in Appendix [C]
4.2. Cumulants and the cumulant generating function. Let X be a bounded random
variable. The cumulant generating function of X is
Kx(t) :=logEe"X .
The cumulants of X are defined as coefficients of the Taylor series for Kx(t) around 0:

k
(4.8) k(X)) = 82(;2(75)

t=0
In particular, k1 (X) = EX and ka(X) = var(X).
Lemma 4.5. Let p be a probability measure on a finite set 2, and let X : Q2 — R be a random
variable. Given s € R, let us denote the tilted measure

ps(z) o< p(2)e*X @ for z € Q.

Fork € N, let r3(X) denote the kth cumulant of X with respect to us so that ki(X) = k2(X).
Lett >0 and ¢ € N. We have

-1 tk t@
logE, () = ZK’“(X)E + &j(X)E
k=1 ' '

for some s € [0,t].

Proof. Let f(t) :=logE, (etX ) Since f is ¢ times differentiable, Taylor’s Theorem (with the
Lagrange form of the remainder) shows that there exists s € [0,¢] such that

ot ot N AT
10 = 3 /90 + 100 = 0 + 1960

where for the second equality we used (4.8)), the definition of cumulants. Finally note that
the cumulant generating function of X with respect to ps is

logE,, (e"X) = f(t+5) — f(s),

and so
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4.3. Other probabilistic tools. We will use Pinsker’s inequality to bound the total varia-
tion distance between two probability measures. Recall that for discrete probability distribu-
tions v, u defined on the discrete same sample space €2, the Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence
of v from p is defined to be

Dia(v | 1) = X vtatog (24

= ()

provided v(x) = 0 whenever p(z) = 0, else we define Dkp,(v || u) = +oo. (Note that we
interpret 0/0 and 0log0 as 0.) Their total variation distance is defined as

I =vlrv = sup [1(A) = v(A)] = ;xze;l () = v(z)].

Pinsker’s inequality allows us to bound the total variation distance between measures in
terms of their (KL) divergence which is often more convenient to compute.

Lemma 4.6 (Pinsker’s inequality). If u,v are two discrete probability distributions on a
common sample space §2, then

1
v —pllrv < §DKL(V [ p).

The total variation distance between two discrete random variables X, Y, denoted || X —
Y||Tv, is the total variation distance between the law of X and the law of Y i.e. | X =Y ||y =
3> ek IP(X = 2) = P(Y = z)|. We record the following elementary, yet powerful lemma for
bounding the total variation distance between random variables.

Lemma 4.7 (Coupling inequality). If X,Y are random variables with a coupling (X', Y’),
then
X =Y|rv <P(X'#Y7).

Finally we note the following form of Chernoff’s inequality (see e.g. [40, Theorem 4.4]).

Lemma 4.8. Let X, ..., X, be independent Bernoulli random variables, let X = 3. X; and
let p = E[X]. For any § > 0,

66 w
In particular, if 1 + 6 > €2, then PX>(1+40)u) < e~ (1+0)u

5. UNIQUENESS OF PARTITIONS

The goal of this section is to prove the following lemma, which is a key step towards
the uniqueness statement of Proposition Recall the definitions of TXB, » DA pa defined
at , respectively. It will also be useful to keep in mind the description of the measure
prx With R =T 5 | given after .

Throughout this section we assume that A > w/y/n where w > 0 is a sufficiently large
absolute constant.

Lemma 5.1. Let (A, B) € Iyeax and sample G according to WA - With probability at least

1—e /% (A, B) is the unique weakly balanced partition satisfying A(GaUGR) < a/\ and
18 the unique max cut of G.
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Lemma will be a consequence of Lemma, the quasirandomness statement for the
hard-core model. Before we turn to the proof, we begin with a definition.

Definition 5.2. Given a graph G and a partition (A, B), we call G an (A, B)-A-expander if
da(v,B) > An/30 for allv € A,
and

(5.1) X C A, |X|>An/100,Y C B, |Y| > n/6 = |BE(X,Y)| > \X]||Y|/10,

and both statements hold also with A, B swapped. Moreover if X > loin, then we require in
addition that

(5.2) XCAYCB,|X|,|Y]>100n = |E(X,Y)| > \X]||Y|/10.
Lemma 5.3. Let (A, B) € Ilyeax, and (S,T) € DY - Sample Eex € A X B according to
the hard-core model on S OT at activity . Let G be the graph ([n], E¢:). Then

P(G is an (A, B)-A-expander) > 1 — ¢/
Proof. Note that A(SUT) < a/A so that A := A(SOT) < 2a/\. Fix v € A and note that
dg(v, B) = |Ee; N ({v} x B)|. By Lemma [4.3| we have

P(d(v, B) < A|B|/10) < e MBUS < =/

where we used that |B| > n/3 (since (A, B) is weakly balanced). By a union bound over
v € A we have

(5.3) P(de(v, B) > An/30 for all v € A) > 1 — ne /24,
We now turn to the second condition in the definition of an (A, B)-A-expander.
Fix X and Y as in . Note that
|E(X,Y)|=|ExN (X xY)|.
By Lemma [4.3] we then have
P(E(X,Y)] < AX||Y]/10) < e XIS < g=An?/5000,
By a union bound over all choices of X,Y we conclude that

(5.4) P(G satisfies (5.1)) > 1 — Qre=AMn?/5000 5 1 _ gmn

since A > w/y/n. Finally if A > /15" then we fix X,V as in (5.2). As above we have

n
P(|E(X,Y)| < A X||Y]/10) < e AXIVI/8 < o—123%n

By a union bound over all choices of X,Y we conclude that

2
P(G satisfies (5.2)) > 1 — < " > g1V 5 A2

10An
The result follows by combining this with (5.4)), , and the analogous statements with
A, B swapped. O

Lemma [5.1] follows immediately from Lemma [5.3] and the following consequence of expan-
sion.

1Noting that A < ﬁ since A < 270‘ and o = 96183.
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Lemma 5.4. Let (A, B) € Ilyeax and let G be an (A, B)-A-expander such that A(G4UGpR) <
a/X. If (A, B") € I such that (A’, B') # (A, B), then A(GaUGp:) > a/X. Moreover (A, B)
is the unique mazx cut of G.

Proof. Suppose that (A’ B') is a partition distinct from (A, B). Since the partitions are
distinct, either AN B’ # () or BN A’ # (). Assume wlog that BN A’ # ().

Suppose first that |[A N B’| < An/100. By assumption there exists v € BN A’. Since G is
an (A, B)-A-expander we then have

da(v, A') > dg(v, A) —dg(v, AN B') > An/30 — |[AN B'| > An/50.
It follows that A(Gar U Gp/) > An/50 > a/A. Moreover, we note that
dg(v,B") = dg(v,BNB') +dg(v,ANB") < a/A+|ANB'| < An/50,

and so dg(v, B") < dg(v, A"). In particular (A’, B’) is not a max cut since (A"\{v}, B'U{v})
is a larger cut.

We may therefore assume that |A N B’| > An/100. In particular AN B’ # (), and so by an
identical argument, we may assume that |[A’ N B| > An/100 also. By symmetry (swapping
the roles of A and B) we may also assume that |[AN A’| > An/100 and |B N B’| > An/100.

Since (A, B) is weakly balanced we have |B| > n/3. Suppose wlog that |[BNB’| > |BN A’
so that in particular |[B N B’| > n/6. Since G is an (A, B)-A-expander we then have

(5.5) |E(ANB',BNB')| > AJAnB'||BN B'|/10,

and so there exists v € AN B’ such that dg(v, BN B') > A|BN B'|/10 = An/40. Tt follows
that A(GA/ U GB/) > )\n/40 > OA/)\.

We conclude by showing that again (A’, B’) is not a max cut. First note that

(5.6) |E(A,B)| - |E(A, B)| =
|[E(ANA,BNA)|+|E(ANB,BNB")|— |[E(ANA,AnB')| - |E(BNA",BNB')|.

Since A(G4) < /A, we have
IE(ANA,ANB)| < §|AmB’|.
It follows from and the bound |B N B’| > n/6 that
(5.7) E(AN A, An B))| < %|E(AHB/,BHB/)|.

Since (A, B) is weakly balanced, |A| > n/3 and so either |[AN A’| > n/6, |[AN B'| > n/6.
Suppose first that |A N A’| > n/6, then an argument identical to the above shows that

1
|[E(BNA",BNB')| < 5yE(Arwl’,BmA’)\.
Similarly, if |A N B’| > n/6 then
1
|[E(BNA',BNB)| < §|E(AmB’,BmB’)|.

In either case, when combined with (5.7)) and (5.6)), we see that |[E(A, B)|—|E(A’,B")| > 0. O
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6. STRENGTHENING THE MAX DEGREE BOUND ON THE DEFECT GRAPH

In this section we prove Proposition Throughout this section we fix (A, B) € Iyeak-
As in the previous section, we assume that A > w/y/n where w > 0 is a sufficiently large
absolute constant. The main step toward Proposition [3.8] is to prove a large deviation bound
on the maximum degree of a sample from vy g | (defined at ) Since we will need it

later, we do the same for the measure v4 p \ (defined at (3.11)). For r = (ra,rg) € [0, 1)2,
let v, denote the measure on graphs G C (‘3) U (g ) given by

(6.1) (@) <1 iArA>GA| <1 iBrB)GB| |

i.e. the distribution of the union of the two independent Erd&s-Rényi random graphs
A B
G(A,ra4),G(B,rg). Given a family of graphs & C 2(2)U(2), let v, ¢ denote the measure
vy conditioned on the event £ that is,
vre(G) < vp(G)lges -

Our strategy will be to approximate v4 p x, V) B\ by a perturbation of a measure of the form

vp ¢ for some choice of r = (r4,7R) Hand a family of graphs & ﬁ Throughout the paper, we
will study various perturbations of measures of the form v, ¢ and so the results of this section
are stated in greater generality than that needed for our immediate task of understanding
Vipga In general, we consider perturbations of the form

(6.2) v o(G) o vp £ (G)ef (@)

for some f: & — R. We highlight that if the function f is a linear combination of subgraph

counts of G then fo ¢(G) is a (conditioned) exponential random graph model.

We will always require f to satisfy a condition of the following type to ensure that the effect
of the perturbation can be controlled. We say that a family of graphs £ is downward-closed
if Ge€ & and F C G implies F € &.

Definition 6.1. Let £ be a downward-closed family of graphs and let 6 > 0.
o We call a function f: € — R §-local if for all G € € and F C G, we have
[F(G) = F(G\F)| < 6| F| - max A(H).
€&
e We call a function f: £ — R strongly dé-local if for all G € £ and F C G, we have
IF(G) = F(G\F)| < 4|F|- A(G).
Recall the definition of g4, gp from Definition and the definitions of DY 5 ,,Da B
from ({3.8]).
Lemma 6.2.
(1) Let &€ =D} p . There exists a strongly (16e3nA3)-local f : € — R such that Vi =
1/1{75 with T4 = qa,T™B = qB-
(2) Let £ =Dy . There exists a strongly (16e3nX3)-local f : € — R such that va p ) =
1/1{75 with T4 = qa,T™B = qB-

21t will always be the case that 74 = (1+ 0(1))ga, 78 = (1 + 0(1))gs but the precise choice will vary.
3Typically we will take £ = Da, g x or £ =D} g, but later in the paper we consider other choices of £.
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Proof. We prove (1). The proof of (2) is identical. Recall that we let Go = G4 O Gp and
that v}y g , is the measure on DY 5 | given by

Vi 5a(G) x N9 Zg ().
For G € DY p, we have A(G) < a/A by definition, and so A(Gp) < 2a/A. Since o =
1/(96€3), we may apply Lemma and cluster expand

g (192400 ) = —¥161 + (6.

where
@)= > ¢,

FEC,(Gg)Z
IT[=3

and C'(G) denotes the set of non-constant clusters of Go. Suppose F' C G, then
(6.3) F@) = fG\F) = Y oA

rec”:r|>3
where

C" = C'(Go)\C'((G\F)a).-

Now, if I' € C” then I" must contain a pair S = {(v1,w), (v2, w)} (a pair of vertices of G)
such that {v1,v2} € F4 or a pair S = {(v,w1), (v, w2)} such that {wy, w2} € Fp. Since there
are at most b|F4| + a|Fp| < n|F| such pairs of vertices and A(Gp) < 2A(G), we have by
Lemma (applied with k = 3, t = 0 and S, for each of the aforementioned pairs S),

(6.4) > ¢MAT <n|F|- (20)* - 2A(G) - A
rec:|T|>3
We conclude from (6.3) and (6.4)) that f is strongly (16e3nA3)-local. O

In what follows, given a probability measure u, we write G ~ u to denote that G is a
random sample from pu.
A
2

Lemma 6.3. Let £ C 2( )u(z) be downward closed such that

< .
rélgg(A(H) < a/A

Let 6 < nX\3/(6a) and let f : & — R be strongly d-local. Let 74,75 € [0,1) be such that
ra <2qa, 15 <2qp. If G ~ 1/7];9, then

(6.5) P(A(G) > A/2) < n?e 22,
and
(6.6) P(|G| > K/2) < 2n’e 2/,

where A = Ay gy and K = K4 g are as in Definition . Moreover (6.5) and hold
if instead maxgecs A(H) < A and f is 0-local.
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Proof. For v € AU B and j € N, let £(v, ) denote the event {dg(v) = j = A(G)}. Since
G € & by definition, A(G) < a/X and so we may assume that j < a/A. We will show that
for j > A/2 we have P(£(v,j)) < e=?/? and so (6.5) follows by a union bound over v and j.

Suppose that v € A and let Ev] C (13) denote the set of pairs in A containing v. Let

G, = G — E[v]. Suppose that G is such that P(G, = G) > 0. We then have
(6.7)

i i
PEW, )G, =G) < > < A >ef(GuJ)—f(G)S T ( A >e5]2

1—7r 1—r
JCE]:|J|=7, A JCE[v]:|J|=j A
GUJEE(v,5)

where for the second inequality we used that f is strongly é-local.

Suppose first that

552 < j/10.
Letting
Fa= <TA> el/10
1—1ry
we conclude that
) ~ J
(6.8) P(E(v,/)|Gy = G) < (j) < (jA) -

Since r4 < 2g4 we have A > e?ai4. Moreover, j > A/2 by assumption so the RHS of
is at most e~ 2/2 as desired.

Suppose now that §;52 > j/10. Since j < a/\ we have by the assumption on § that
§j% < 8jo/ A < jnX?[6 < jbA?/2,

where for the final inequality we used that (A, B) is weakly balanced. Returning to and
using that ra/(1 —7r4) <2ga/(1 —2q4) < 3Ae | we have

P j —bA2/2 J
(69) (5(’0,])|GU - G) < (G) (3)\e_b>‘2/2)j < % )
J J
Recall that by assumption
. 1 3o 9 a2/
— > >
72706 < 5ns 3etade ’

where the final inequality holds by taking w a sufficiently large constant. By assumption we
also have that j > A/2 and so the RHS of is at most e~*/2 as desired. This concludes

the proof of (6.5)).

We now turn our attention to . Note that
(6.10) PG| = K) < P(A(G) = A) + P(A(G) € A|G| = K).

Inequality bounds the first probability on the RHS. We now bound the second proba-
bility. Suppose first that gn > logn where we recall that ¢ = max{g4,¢p}. Then A(G) < A
implies that |G| < nA/2 = 25n%¢ < K so that P(A(G) < A,|G| > K) = 0. We may
therefore assume that gn < logn.
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Fix G such that A(G) < A. By (6.2)), the definition of V,,Jjg, we have
f(G G 4l |G|
vl (G) < vre(G)eND) ( A ) (TB ) l SIGIA

vpe(0)ef® = \1 -1y 1—rp
where for the final inequality we used that f is strongly d-local. We conclude that
SA N 1Gal sAaN Gl
(6.11) PAG) <AGI>2K)< Y (HA° ek .
1—17y 1—7rp
G:|GI>K
Let
rA 402 B rped®
and

1—fA:1—TA l—fle—TB’
and note that 74 = (14+0(1))ra, 7' = (1+0(1))rp. Let G1 ~ G(A,74) and Gg ~ G(B, 7p),
then the RHS of (6.11) is equal to

Z ( A )GA| ( B )IGBI _ - fA)*(g)(l - fB)*(g) PGl + |Gal > K,

1—7 1—7
G|GI>K A B

< 1. P(|G| + |Ga| > K).

We now apply the Chernoff bound. Note that E(|G1| + |Gz2|) < n?q and K > 50n%q so by
Lemma [£.8
P(IG1| +[Ga| > K) < K
Putting everything together we have
P(A(G) < A, |G| > K) <exp{n’¢— K} < e K2 < B2,

Inequality now follows from (6.10)) and (6.5)).

If instead maxpyece A(H) < A and f is d-local (rather than strongly d-local) then returning
to (6.7) we have

PEw G =)< Y (“)jeéjﬁg(j) (127“¢A>jgeA/2,

I N T

where for the second inequality we used that A < 2 for w sufficiently large and for the final
inequality we used that j > A/2 by assumption. This establishes (6.5). The proof of is
identical to the one given above. ]

Proposition now follows. Recall the definitions of “X B and T4 g from (3.10) and
(3.7) respectively.

Proof of Proposition[3.8 Fix (A, B) € Hyeak, let G ~ Y 5, so that (G, Gp) is the defect
graph of G. Then (G4, Gp) ~ v} g, and so by Lemmaand Lemmawith € =D} g,
(recalling that a = 1/(96¢?))
P(G € Tapy) =P((Ga,Gg) € Dapy) > (1 - 3n%e /%),

By the definition of p} 5 \ we then have

Za,B(A)
Z% ()
as desired. ]

1>P(G <€ Tapy) = > (1 — 3n%e 2/2)
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7. SUBGRAPH PROBABILITIES IN THE DEFECT GRAPH

Given Proposition we now turn to the task of understanding the partition function
Za,B(A) defined in (3.9). To this end it will be useful to first study the defect measure v4 g x
defined in (3.11)). As in the previous section, we take a more general view and study measures

of the form v,, o defined in (6.2)).

Given G ~ v/ gy OUr first goal will be to estimate probabilities of the form P(F C G)
for some fixed, small graph F'. We will use these estimates to bound statistics related to
subgraph counts of G, such as the variance of the number of edges or P,’s in G.

Throughout this section we fix (A, B) € Iyeax and let A = Ay py, K = K4 p, and
D = Dyp, as in Definition and (3.8)). Since the calculations of in this section are
somewhat technical, we begin with a special case as a warm-up.

7.1. Warm-up. Recall from (1.4 that for » € (0,1), ¥ € R, and a vertex set V' C [n], we
let G(V,r,1) denote the random graph on V with distribution

1G]
vy (G) <1ir> VP(G)

conditioned on the event that A(G) < d := 50 max{rn,logn} and G is triangle-free.
Lemma 7.1. Let V C [n]. Let G ~ G(V,r,v) where r = o(1) and ¥d = o(1). Let e € (‘2/)
and let H = G\e. Let H be a graph such that H Ue is triangle-free and A(H Ue) < d. Then
Plee G|H=H)= (14 O(r+d))r
In particular, for any S C (‘2/) and any event £ defined by the presence or absence of edges
in S, G(V,r,1) conditioned on & is stochastically dominated by G(V,r") conditioned on & for
some ' = (14 O(r + ¢d))r.
Proof. Let v =14, 4.
Py(HUe)—yPy(H
V(H Ue) <i>e¢ 2 (HUe)—y P2 (H)
v(H)+v(HUe) (

(71)  PleeG|H=H)=

) o Pa(HUe)—Pa (H)

Since H has maximum degree d, Y Py(H Ue) — Y Po(H) = O(¢pd) = o(1). The result follows
by observing that the denominator on the RHS of (7.1) is 1 + O(r) and the numerator is
(14 O(r +4d))r. a

7.2. Master subgraph probability estimate. In this section we prove a generalisation of
Lemma which we later use to derive subgraph probability estimates in v4 p ) as well as
other consequences.

Given a collection of triangles and edges X C (g‘) U (12?) U (?) U (133), let

A B
Dx = {G - (2> U (2> : G contains no triangle or edge from X and A(G) < A, |Ga4l,|Gg| < K} .

Note that if X = (é) U (? ) then D = Dx. The reason for considering Dx is that in certain
probability estimates, we will successively condition on the absence of edges/triangles (see
e.g. Lemma [7.7| below).
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As in the previous section, throughout this section we assume that A > w/y/n where w > 0
is a sufficiently large absolute constant. It will be useful to note that in this regime,

(7.2) g = max{qa,qp} < we 312

Lemma 7.2. Let X C (5) U (5) U (5) U (§). Let F € Dx, |[F| =0(1), § < n)\3/(6a) and

let f:Dx — R be §-local. Let v be such that r := max{ra,rg} = O(q). If G ~ v}

Dy and
H = G\F then

(7.3) P(F C G) = (1+ 0 (n2A%)%)) eE[f(HuF)ff(H)]TfAITgBI _
In particular,
(7.4) P(F C G) = (1+0 (nAX3)) 7Pl ITs]

Proof. Let Hp denote the set of all graphs H C (‘3) U (g ) that are edge-disjoint from F' and
HUF € Dx. For H € Hp, we have

o (H U F) (20) ™ (s285) ™" s

TDX

f |al |/B] '
HuJ r _
ZJCF ’I‘DX( ) E JCF (1 T‘A) (1—53) ef(HUJ)—f(H)

Since f is d-local, f(HUJ) — f(H) = O(AS) = O(nAX3) = O(1) for all J C F. Considering
the contribution to the sum in the denominator from J = () and J # () we see that the
denominator is 1 4+ O(r). Letting g(H,F) = f(HUF) — f(H) we then have

PIFCG|H=H)=(1+ O(T))TKFA|T‘B{‘B|69(H,F)'

P(FCG|H=H)=

If H ¢ Hp, then P(F C G | H = H) = 0[50 that for all # C (3) U (5),

P(FCG|H=H)=(1+0(r))yfalpFelegir) 4,

and so

(7.5) P(F C G) = (1+0(@))rfallfEl g [69<H7F> : 1H€HF] .
Now since g(H, F') = O(Ad) = O(nAX3) = O(1) we have

(7.6) E [eg(H’F >1H6HF} —E [eﬂHvF >} +O(PH ¢ Hp)) .
Moreover,

(7.7) E [eg(Hqu -
E[1+ g(H, F)] + 0(n?A2)\) = EEO] L 0(n? AX0) = (1 4+ O(n?A%\5)) EloHLO]

We now turn to estimating P(H ¢ Hp). Let Ay, A2 denote the collections of all possible
edges, copies of P, in G respectively and let

(7.8) p1 = maxP(e C G),

ec Ay

YIf P(H = H) = 0 then we define P(F C G | H = H) to be 0.
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and

(7.9) P2 = maxP(f € G).

Let t(F') denote the number of edges in e € A; such that eUF contains a triangle. Now, HUF
contains a triangle in X only if H contains one of at most t(F’) edges or O(n) copies of P». By
a union bound this occurs with probability at most O(np2) + t(F)p1. If A(HUF') > A then
A(G) > A —0O(1) > A/2 which, by Lemma occurs with probability at most n2e=2/2.
If [ HUF| > K = Kgp) then |G| > K — O(1) > K/2 which, by Lemma occurs with
probability at most 2n2e~2/2. Finally note that G deterministically contains no edge in X
and so the same is true of H. We conclude that

P(H ¢ Hp) < 3n%e /% + O(nps) + t(F)p: .
Combining this with (7.5) (7.6 and (7.7) we have
(7.10) MFg(n:(1+OQﬂA%6+r+n%ﬂN2+mn+ﬂFmQ)A?ngﬁwﬂﬂk

To conclude the proof we will need a rough estimate on pi, ps. First note that eEl9(HF] —

O(1). Taking F' € A; to be an edge that witnesses the maximum in , and noting that
t(F) = 0, we have by
(7.11) p1=0(1+npa)r.
Taking F' € As to be a copy of P, that witnesses the maximum in ([7.9) we have
p2 = O(1 + npa + p1)r? = O(1 + npa)r?,

where for the second equality we used (7.11)). Since r = O(q) we have nr? = o0,(1) by
and so we conclude that for w sufficiently large, po = O(r?). Returning to we then
have p; = O(r). Using the previous two estimates in (7.10), noting that ¢(F) = O(1), and
moreover, n2e~2/2 4+ nr? +r = O(n?A2)\°%) gives (7.3).

For we note that eP9EN] = 1 4 O(nAN3). O
We have the following immediate corollary of Lemmas and (recalling that o =
1/(96€3)).
Corollary 7.3. Let F' € D with |F| = O(1) and let G ~ v . Then
P(F C G) = (14 O(nAN))g [ 4lgliwl,

In the following two subsections we record some further consequences of Lemma

7.3. A refined subgraph probability estimate for v4 ). Our next goal will be to
bootstrap Corollary [7.3]to give a more refined estimate on the probability that F' is contained
in a sample from v4 g . First we give a slightly more detailed description of v4 g ) than that

given by Lemma Recall the definition of ¢/;, ¢z from (3.13).

Lemma 7.4. There exists an (11nX3)-local f : D — R such that VABN = V,,{D with ry =
¢s,7B = q. Moreover
f(G) = P(Ga)X’ + f(G)
where for F' C G,
(7.12) f/(G) = f/(G\F)| = O(n|F|A*XY).
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Proof. Recall that v4 p ) is the measure on D given by
vaBa(G) < NZg, (V).
By cluster expansion (Lemmas and

(7.13) log (fcfg)l)) = |G| (=A% 4+ 2)\3) + Py (Gp)A® +F€(% ):gb(F)A'F ,

T =4
where C'(Gp) denotes the set of non-constant clusters of Gg. Let
f(@=%  o@A.

FEC,(GD)Z
IT|>4

Let F C G and let H = G\ F, then
FG) ==Y s,
rec”:|r|>4
where C" = C'(G)\C'(Hp).

Now if I' € C” then T' must contain a pair S = {(v1,w), (va,w)} (a pair of vertices of
Gp) such that {v1,va} € F4 or a pair S = {(v,w1), (v, w2)} such that {w;, w2} € Fp. Since
there are at most b|Fa| + a|Fg| < n|F| such pairs of vertices and A(Gp) < 2A, we have by
Lemma (applied with k =4, t = 0 and S, for each of the aforementioned pairs S),

(@)= HE) =] > oA < (2e)'n|F|(24)°A* < n|F|AN?
rec”:|l|>4

where for the last inequality we used that AA = o0,(1). The first inequality above estab-
lishes ([7.12). Next note that

(7.14) |Gl = a|Gp| + b|G 4l
and
PQ(GD) = bPQ(GA) + CLPQ(GB) + 4|GAHGB| .

Given graphs Hy, Ho, let Py(H;, H2) denote the number of copies of P, in Hy U Hy with at
least one edge in Hy. Then

(7.15) P(Gp) — Po(Hp) =
bPy(Fa, Ha) + aPs(Fi, Hp) + 4(|Hal|F5| + |H|[Fal + |Fal|Fgl) < 10nA|F|.

Letting f(G) = Po(Gp)\® + f'(G), we conclude that f is (11n\?)-local. Moreover, by (7.13)
and ((7.14) we conclude that v4 g\ = V,,{D with 74 = ¢4, 7B = ¢5. O

We can now prove the following refinement of Corollary
Corollary 7.5. Let F € D with |F| = O(1) and let G ~ va p . Then
P(FCG)=

(1+ O(/\%?A?)) <q;‘e2bx3(an+qu)>|FA‘ <q%62ax3(an+qu)>|FB‘ A (0P2(Fa)+aPy(Fi))
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Proof. By Lemmas [7.2 and [7.4] we have
(7.16) P(F C G) = (1+ O (n*A\%)) PV HUN=F M () y[Fal (gfp) ol

where f is as in Lemma and H = G\F. We turn to estimating the expectation in the
exponent.

By (|7.15)) and the definition of f,
fHUF) - f(H) =
N [bPy(Fa,Hy) + aPy(Fp,Hp) + 4(|HA||Fp| + [Hp||Fa| + |Fal|Fp|)] + O(nAZXY) .
By Corollary [7.3] we have

E([HLJ) = (1 + O(nAN))ga (<2> - FA|> — gad®/2 + O(nAN - qn?).

Suppose now that {u,v} € F4. Each edge of H which is incident to either u or v contributes
one P, to the count P»(F4,Hy,). Applying Corollary and summing these contributions
over the edges of F4 yields

E (Py(Fa, Ha)) = 2|F4|(1 + O(nAN))qa(a — O(1)) + Pa(Fa)
= 2|Fa|qaa + Po(F4) + O(nAN - ng).
It follows that
E(f(HUF) — f(H)) =2X°(b|Fa| + a|Fp|)(aga + bgp) + bA’ Pa(Fa) + aX’ P (F)
+ O\ 4+ nPAXSq + nA2)Y) .
The result follows from (7.16]), since A* + n3AX%q + nA2\* = O(\5n2A2?).

We state one further corollary that will prove useful in Section
Corollary 7.6. Let G ~ vy . Then
var(|G|) = O(n?q 4+ \°nSA%¢?).
In particular, if ¢ = O(n~7/87¢) for some ¢ > 0, then
var(|G|) = O(n®/?79).

Proof. For e € (’3), fe (]g), let X.,Y; denote the indicators of the events that e, f respec-
tively are edges of G. By Corollary [7.3]

var(Xe) = O(q) .
Ife, f e (‘3) are such that e U f forms a copy of P», then by Corollary

cov(Xe, X5) = (1+ O(A\°n?A?)) <q£462b)\3(an+qu))2 e
(1+ O(A6n2A2)) <q£462b>\3(an+qu)>2
= 0N + \n?A%g?).
Ife f e (g) are vertex-disjoint then

2 2
cov(Xe, Xj) = (1+ O(AN2A2) (e ¥ 010} — (14 O(An2A2) (e (eaaban))
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= 0(\°n2A%¢?).
Similarly, if e € (g),f € (129), then cov(Xe, ) = O(An?A%¢?). We conclude that
var(|G|) = O(n%q + n>(n\3¢® + \n?A%¢?) + n' - An?A%¢?%) = O(n?q + \*nSA%¢%). O
7.4. Janson’s inequality for perturbed measures. A canonical application of Janson’s
inequality [28] is to estimate the probability that the Erdés-Rényi random graph is triangle-

free. As a final application of Lemma we prove an analogous estimate in our setting of
locally perturbed measures.

Lemma 7.7. Let § < n\3/(6a) and let f : Dy — R be 6-local. Let  be such that r =
max{ra,78} = O(q). If G ~ v}

T

P(G is triangle-free) = exp (ri (;) — 7"33 (g) + O(n4A)\3q3)> .

Dy’ then

Proof. Let N = (g) + (g) and let {11, Ts,..., Ty} = (‘g) U (?) Let A; denote the event that
the triangle T; is contained in G. Then

N N N
P(G is triangle-free) = P <m Af) = H]P’ A ﬂ Aj ) = H 1-P| A4 ﬂ AS
i=1 i=1 j<i i=1 j<i

Fix i € [N],let X ={T1,Ts,...,T;_1}, and let G’ ~ VZ’DX. Then by Lemma [7.2

P|Ai| (A | =PTCG)=

Jj<i

{(1 +0 (nAN)) 1% T e (4),
(1+0 nAX))ry i T e (5).

It follows that
P(G is triangle-free) = [1 — 3+ O(nA)\?’qB))} s) [1- s+ O(RA)\qu))] )
— e {~(% + 0nan ) (3) - 0 + 0mane®) (5) ]
]

We will apply Lemma in Section For now it will be useful to note the following
corollary which could also be proved using a combination of Janson’s inequality and the
Harris-FKG inequality. Recall the definition of v, from (6.1)).

Corollary 7.8. Let ra,rp € (0,1) be such that max{ra,rg} = O(q) and let G ~ v,. Then

(7.17) P(G € Dy) =1+ o(1).

Moreover,

(7.18) P(G € D) =exp (—ri (g) —ry (?l:) + O(n4A)\3q3)> ,
and

rA i B "l L, 1, 33
Z (1_“) <1—7“B> —exp{zarA+2er+O(nq+nq)}.

(S,T)eD
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Proof. By the definition of D and Dy we have

P(G € D) =P(G € Dy) - P(G is triangle-free | G € Dy) .
We estimate the probabilities separately starting with P(G € Dy). Note that E(|G|) =
(g) T4+ (g) rg < n’q < K /50 so that by Chernoff’s inequality (Lemma

PG| > K)<e K <e™®,
For v € AU B we have E(dg(v)) = gn < A/50 and so by Chernoff’s inequality and a union
bound we have

P(A(G) > A) < ne 2.

We conclude that

P(G € Dy) =1— O(ne )
and so (7.17) follows. Letting G’ ~ vy, p, where r = (r4,rp) we have, by Lemma

P(G is triangle-free | G € Dy) = P(G’ is triangle-free)

= exp <—r§’:1 <g> — 7, (g) + O(n4A)\3q3)> .

We note that ne™ < n~%. On the other hand since A < 2 10% (by our assumption

at (3.1), we have ¢/(1 — ¢q) > Xe ™" = Q(n~?), so that n*AXN3¢® = Q(n~'%), in particular
ne~2 = O(n*AN3¢3). Statement (7.18) follows.

Finally, note that

Z < rA )S ( rB >|T| O _TB)_(Z) PG eD)

(STyeD 1—17y4 1—1rp

1 1
= exp {2CL2TA + 51)27"3 + O(ng + n2q2)} -P(G eD),
and P(G € D) = exp{O(n3¢®)} by (7.18). O
8. FROM WEAK TO MODERATELY BALANCED PARTITIONS

In this section we prove Proposition which allows us to ignore partitions that are
not moderately balanced. Recall from Definition that we call a partition (A, B) € II
A-moderately balanced if

A - |B|| < My = max{ne™*"/2, n'/2}(logn)?,
and we let II,oq4 » denote the set of all A-moderately balanced partitions.

We say a graph G € T is captured by (A, B) if (Ga,Gg) € Dapx. We let cmoa r(G)
denote the number of A-moderately balanced partitions that capture G. Note that

AGl

(8-1) Mmod,A(G) = m : Cmod,/\(G),

where we recall the definition of fimeq ) from Algorithm

For G € T, we let cyeak 1 (G) denote the number of weakly balanced partitions (A, B) such
that (G4, GB) S IDIX,B,)\'

The following lemma is a minor variant of Lemma [5.1] and the proof is the same.
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Lemma 8.1. There exists w > 0 such that if A > w/y/n and G ~ fimod,», then
—An/25
P(Cweak,/\(G) = Cmod,)\(G) = 1) >1l-e n/ .

Proof. Clearly cyeak A (G) > ¢mod,A(G) > 1 with probability 1. Suppose that (A, B) is chosen
at Step 1 in Algorithm [5| and (S,T") € Dy g, is chosen at Step 2. Since Dy p ) C DY s

Lemma shows that G is an (A, B)-A-expander with probability at least 1 — e~ /25 We

conclude from Lemma that cweak,\(G) < 1 with probability at least 1 — e /25, O
Proof of Proposition[3.10, Let
ZAweak()‘) = Z ZA,B(A) y

(AvB)eHweak
and note that by Proposition and the fact that Ay g\ > 50logn for all (A4, B) € Hyeak,

Zweak(\) = (1 +0 (n73)) Zyear (V) -
To establish (3.3) it therefore suffices to show that

Zweak()‘) = (1 +0 (n—S)) Zmod()‘) )

We fix (A, B) € Ilyeak. For (S,T) € Dy p . we apply cluster expansion (Corollary to
conclude that

Zsor(A) 2 243
8.2 1 —=— ) =—|SOT|\ + O(Ns1TA“\
(82) og (210 ) = “IS DT+ O(Nsr &%),
where A = Ay g and Ng 7 denotes the number of non-isolated vertices in the graph SOT.
Since (S,T) € Dapx, S and T are both of size at most K4 g = 50max{n?q,logn} by
definition, where ¢ = max{qa,qg}. It follows that [SOT| = b|S| + a|T| < nK andso SOT
has at most

N := min{n?, 2nK}
non-isolated vertices (recall that V(S OT) = A x B which has size ab < n?).
We conclude from (8.2]) and Corollary that

Za(AN)
83) —————=% =
(83) (14 X)2b
2)3 qA 151 qB 7] 243 1 1
(O(NA2N) Z —owand) oo b Z 2 4 T b
1—gqa 1—gp 2 2
(SvT)GDA,B,A

where for the final equality we used that ng +n3¢> = O(NA2)3).
Next we study how the expression in (8.3 depends on the degree of imbalance of (A, B).
Let a =n/2 — k and b = n/2 + k, where k < n/20 since (A, B) is weakly balanced (note
that k& may be half integral). We first consider the case where A2k = o(1). In this case we
note that g4 = (1 + O(g))Ae ", and similarly for ¢p so that
qaa’ + qpb® = Ae Mba2 4 Ne Map? 4 O(n%¢?)
_ _ 2 — k)2 2y (n/2 + k)2
— A N/2(p/9)2 2 (n/ A2k O(n2a?
e (n/2)” |e (/2 +e (/2 + O(n*q*)
(8.4) =2 N 2(n)2)2 [2 4+ ONEP)] + O(n?¢?)
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where we used that k/n < A%k. It follows from (8.3)) that
ZA B(/\) O(NAZ)3 —A2n/2 n2 51.2,,2 42 2
For general k (no longer assuming A%k = o(1)), we note that
qaa® + qgb® = O(n?q),

and so
248N _ o)
T+ A =

We then have

Zyyeate(\ n/2
(8.5) Z%“((A))—l < > eOn q>((/ ;) 1+ N7
mod 1/(A2logn)<k<n/20 n/2
n Z eO(NA2)‘3) (n/i—i—k) eO(A5k2n26*)‘2"/2)(1 + )\)—k2
My <k<1/(X2logn) (n/ 2)

where we note that N, A, ¢ all implicitly depend on k.
To bound the first sum, we first note that (n /; +k) < (n%). Moreover for weakly balanced

A, B), ¢ = max{qa,qg} = O(n=1/27¢) for some £ > 0 since A\ > cy/* 8% Tt follows that
( q q4.4q 2
for 1/(A\?logn) < k < n/20 we have n?q = o(\k?) and so the first sum is bounded above by
fﬁ(n3/2)
e :

For the second sum we note that A>k2n2e=*""/2 = o(\k?). We claim that NAZA3 = o(A\k?)
also. In fact, the definition of M) has been chosen so that this is the case. To see this we
first note that if k < 1/(A\%logn) = O(n/(logn)?), then

g =max{qa, gz} = O\e ¥"?) =0 (\/ loine_W/2> '

We consider two cases depending on the size of ¢q. If ng < logn then A = 50logn and
N < n?. Tt follows that NA2X3 = o(Ak?) for k > My > n'/?(logn)?. If ng > logn, then
A = 50nq and so NA2X3 = o(Ak?) for k > M, > ne=*""/2(log n)2. It follows that the second
sum in (8.5) is bounded above by ne=*M3/2 = O(n3). Statement follows.

For we apply Pinsker’s inequality (Lemma . Let G ~ fimod,, then by ,
Mmod,,\(G))
Hweak )\(G)

( weak ) Cmod,)\(G))
MmOd )\ rnod Cweak,)\ (G)

Cmod)\ > +0 (n_g) :

Cweak, )\

(8.6) DKL (#mod || Hweak,n) = Epnoq 108 <

lumod A log

where for the final equality we used .

Cmod, A (G) )

ek (@) ) T O(n) deterministically and by

To conclude the proof we note that log(
Lemma [R1]

P“mod,A(CmOd,)\(G) = Cweak,)\(G) =1)>1- e_/\”/%’
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and so
Cmod /\(G) —An/25 -3
E l —_ = =
HMmod,\ 0og (Cwea,k)\(G’)) O (ne ) O(n ) )
the result follows. O

9. THE SUBCRITICAL DEFECT REGIME

In this section we prove our main results in the subcritical defect regime: Theorem
Theorem [2.2] and Theorem

We begin with Theorem The asymptotics for the probability G(n,p) is triangle-free
claimed in Theorem will be an immediate consequence of the following asymptotics for

the partition function Z(\) and the identity P, ,(7) = (1 — p)(g>Z()\) with A =p/(1 —p).

Lemma 9.1. Fize >0 and let A > (1 +¢)y/ 2™, Then

1 /=« n 2 2 3, N2 2, nt
7 ~ o 2 n?/4 —A*n/24+Xn 5 —X\°n
) 2\/:<Ln/2J>(1 N exp{)\e 4 Ae 8 } :

For this entire section we fix € > 0 and assume A > (1 + 5)\/10%.

To begin with, we fix a A-moderately balanced partition (A, B) (see Definition with
a = |A| and b = |B| and study the partition function Z4 g(\) and defect distribution v4 g\
(defined in (3.9), respectively). We will show that the defect distribution v4 g is
within o(1) total variation distance of a suitable Erdds-Rényi measure which will be the main
step to proving the approximation to p) in Theorem [2.1]

Recall from (2.2) that we define qo/(1 — o) = Ae 2. Let ¢ = (qo, qo) and recall the
definition of v4 from (6.1)) i.e. the distribution of two independent Erdés-Rényi random graphs
on A and B with edge probability go.

The next lemma provides an asymptotic formula for Z4 g(\)/(1+ )% for moderately bal-
anced (A, B). To prove Lemma|9.1| we sum this formula over partitions (A, B). Importantly,
the asymptotic formula does not depend on the imbalance of the sizes of A, B.

Lemma 9.2. If (A, B) € Iljyod,), then

VW10 \2n /23 T 2o nt
9.1 ZADBNTY) A n/24+Xn’" )\5 Aen 'Y )
(9-1) (1+ Ay~ P PRI
Moreover,

(9.2) lva,Bx = vgllTv = o(1).

9.1. A first approximation to Z4 . A key step toward proving Lemma[9.2)is the following
approximation of Z4 p(\) which we turn to now. Recall the definitions of g4, ¢, ¢y, ¢ from

Definition and (3.13)).
Lemma 9.3. If (A, B) € II;y04,,

ZA,B()‘) Ly o, 1,9 A3 2
mwexp 5440 +§qu —i-?ab(an—i—qu) )
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Proof. Note that since (A, B) is A-moderately balanced, we have ¢ = max{qa,qp} =
O(n’(l%)). Let D = Dapx,A = Ay, K = Kagpy as in Definition and recall
that

ZapN) = Y NI Zen(N).
(S,T)eD

In order to estimate Z4 p(\), we begin by estimating the hard-core partition function
Zsor(A) via the cluster expansion. First, since (S,7) € D, the graphs S,T each have
maximum degree at most A = 50 max{gn,logn} = 50logn, and so the graph S OT has
maximum degree at most 2A. Moreover, as before (see the argument after (8.2 O7T has
at most 2nK non-isolated vertices. Since A < ;2 A, we conclude from Corollary i 2| that

Z A
(9.3) log (W) =—1SOT|- N+ 2|SOT|+P(SOT)) A+ O(nKA3\).
Recalling that K = 50 max{gn?,logn}, we have nKA3)\* = o(1) and so it follows that
(9.4) ZA,B()\)b ~ Y \ISIHIT| ~SOTIA2 +(21SOT|+ Po(SOT) N
(1 t /\) (S,T)eD

Let ¢’ = (¢4, ¢)5) and recall that vg p denotes the measure vy conditioned on the event that
(S,T) € D. Since |SOT| = b|S| + a|T|, we may rewrite (9.4) as

Za,B(N) Py (SOT)N3 /
03 Zalh g, (00) 7
where
/ [S] / |7
’ du dp L, 9, 1,5,
o0 7= 3 (80) (i) ~ew{phet+pdr),

(S,T)eD
where we used Corollary and the fact that ng = o(1) for the asymptotics .
We now turn to estimating the expectation in (9.5). We apply Lemma to deduce that
(9.7) logE,,, , <€P2(SDT)>\3) =NE ; (R(SOT)),
; q',D
where
F(S,T) =0X3Py(SaT)[]

for some 6 € [0,1]. It is easy to verify that f is nA3/(6a)-local (in fact, we have already

verified this at - We may therefore apply Lemma [7.2] to calculate the expectation on
the RHS of . Indeed if (S,T) ~ I/[J;,7D, then by Lemma ife; € (g‘) and eg € (]23),

Ple; € S,e0 € T) = ¢4q5(1+ O(nANY)) = qaga(1 + O(nAN?)).
Similarly, if F C (’3) is a copy of Ps,
B(F C §) = 4(1+ O(nANY)),

and similarly for F' C (g) a copy of P» . Recalling that Po(SOT') = bPa(S)+aPa(T)+4|S||T|
we conclude that

(9.8)

5As usual we identify the pair (S, T') with the graph SUT and similarly we use f(S,T) to denote f(SUT).
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)\3IEV§/7D (P,(SOT)) = (1+O0nAN)A [31) (g) ¢4 +3a (g) g% + 4 <‘2L> @ (]AQB}

= \3 [31) <§> a4+ 3a (g) a5+ 4<;) (S) C]AQB] +o(1)

3 2b2

3 a® 2 b2 5 a
=A b?QA + (15613 + TQAQB +o(1)

ab
= )\33 (aga + bgp)? + o(1).

The final expression can be arrived at heuristically by noting that the expected degree of a
vertex in S O T is approximately aga + bgp. The result follows by combining the above with

equation with , and ((9.5)). O

9.2. The dependence of Z, g on the imbalance of (A, B). We now turn to the proof of
Lemma the first step of which is to analyze to what extent the expression in Lemma [9.3
depends on the imbalance of the partition (A, B).

Proof of Lemma[9.9. We note that
qa = )\e_)‘%(l +0O(q)) and ¢ = /\e_>‘2“(1 +0(q)),
and
g = Ae NP1 4 0(g)) and gy = Ae M1 4 0(g)) .

Let a = n/2—k and b = n/2+k. Note that A2k = o(1) since (A, B) is A-moderately balanced.

Then
dud + gigb® = e NbF2Ab 2 4y A %at 22 a2 4 o(1)

_ _ 2—]43)2 21._9)\3 (n/2—|—k:)2
— e A2n/2+)\3n(n/2)2 e a2k yaxik (1/ 1 Ah-22%k +o(1)
(n/2)? (n/2)?
—A2n/2+4\3n 2 412
= e (n/2)? [2+ ON*k?)] + o(1)
= n2Xe NM/2HN 9 4 (1),

where for the final equality we used that k& = O(n'/?) since (A, B) is A-moderately balanced.
We also have

)\3ab(an + qu)2

= X(n/2)” <1 - (752)2> : {(n/2))\e>‘2”/2 (”@;’%W + ”/3 /J; i 6W>] Y o(Nn'q?)

= (n/2)* e " (4 + O(K2AY)) + o(1)
= n*\e " /4 4 o(1).

We therefore have by Lemma [9.3

Zas(N) TR T C
(9.9) 1 A exp 4 Ae 1 + X% S (-

This concludes the proof of (9.1). We now prove (9.2)).
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First we show that Dkp(vgp || va,B) = o(1). For (S,T) € Da g we have, by (9.3)
and (3.13), the definition of ¢4, ¢5,

Vq/7'D(S, T) - ZA,B(A) e*)\3P2(S|:|T)
VA,B,)\(S,T) (1_|_/\)abZl .

We then have

Za,B(N) 3
Dx1(vgp || va,Bx) =log (M)abzl —ANEy, ,(P2(SOT)) +o(1)
)\3
= Srab(aga + bp)® — N'E,, (Po(STOT)) + o(1)
=o(1),

where for the penultimate equality we used Lemma and . The final equality follows
by (applied with f = 0).
We conclude from Pinsker’s inequality (Lemma that ||vg o —vaBallTy = o(1).
Letting G ~ vq/, we have
lvg,p = vgllry =P(G ¢ D) = o(1),
where for the final equality we used Corollary Finally we note that
lve — vallrv < IG(A,dy) — G(A, @)llrv + IG(B, d) — G(B, )z

To show ||G(A,¢y) — G(A,q)||rv = o(1) we note that conditioned on the number of edges,
the distributions of G(A,¢,), G(A, q) are identical and so it suffices to show that the total
variation distance between the number of edges in G(A4,q)), G(4,q) is o(1). This follows by
observing that the distributions of the number of edges are binomial and the difference in
their means is (¢—¢/;)(3) which is o(1) times the standard deviation (¢(1—¢)(3))*/2. Similarly
|G(B, ¢5) — G(B,q)|lrv = o(1). Statement now follows by the triangle inequality. [

We can now prove Lemma . Recall that we call a partition (A, B) strongly balanced
if ||A| — |B|| < 10(nlog n)'/4. Recall the definition of jigtrongs from Algorithm |5, Recall
that a graph G € T is captured by (A, B) if (Ga,GB) € D g,y and we let cmoqx(G) denote
the number of A\-moderately balanced partitions that capture G. Let cstrong 2 (G) denote the
number of strongly balanced partitions that capture G and note that

MGl

ﬁ : cstrong)\(G) .

Mstrong,)\(G) = 7t
strong

We record the following lemma whose proof is identical to that of Lemma 8.1
Lemma 9.4. Let G ~ pgtrong,n- We have,
IP)(Cstlrong)\(('}) = Cmod,)\(G) = 1) >1- 6_)\”/25 .

We now prove Proposition [3.11] in the subcritical defect regime.

Lemma 9.5. Fiz e >0 and let A > (1 +¢) 107%". Then
(910) Zmod(>\) ~ Zstrong(A)

and

(911) H:U'mod,)\ - ,UJstrong,/\HTV - O(n_3/2) .
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Proof. Let M = 5(nlog n)1/4. By and the fact that Igiong C nod,x, We have

Zstrong ()‘) E>M ( LnT/ZQJ )

Noting that (Ln/gj+k) < (Ln72J)’ the RHS is bounded above by

—1‘ < (1+0(1)) (1+ )%,

e 1 2
912 e—)\k‘z/Q S / e—)\CCQ/Q d.:U S 76—(]\4—1) )\/2 — O n—3 ,
o1 2, v YETRY )

where for the second inequality we used the standard integral estimate ftoo e~ 4y <
e~ /(2at) for a,t > 0. Statement (9.10) follows. The proof of (0.11) is identical to the
proof of (3.4) (carried out at ) except that we use Lemma in place of Lemma O

We note that by Proposition and Propositions we obtain Corollary in
the subcritical defect regime.

Corollary 9.6. Fize >0 and let A > (1 +¢) 10gn7

n

Z<)\) ~ Zstrong()\) )

and
||)u>\ - ﬂstrong,/\HTV = 0(1) .

We now prove Lemma [9.1

Proof of Lemma[9.1]. Returning to , we see that for (A, B) strongly balanced we have

Zap(A\) /24 T et
1 TN Ae NN N\Sem AT b = f(A,n).
(9.13) 1) exp 4 Ae 1 + A’ 3 f(A,n)
Letting M = 5(nlogn)'/* as before, it follows from Corollary that
2 1 n 2

14 ZO) ~ (L + X" F(N = 1+ A)7*

(914) ORIV TENIND DI (NI [T
—M<k<M

S (VA LRVl DRV

[n/2] Nihenm

We note that
M

) (1+)\)‘k2:/ (140" dz +0(1),

~M<k<M -M
and estimating as in ((9.12]) we have

M o] T T
(9.15) /_M(1 A = /_m(l SN oll) =\ [ s e = (@ +o(1))\f.

Returning to (9.14]) we conclude that

(9.16) Z(\) ~ ;\/§<Ln72j> (1+ X"/ f (A n).

>
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We now prove Theorem [2.1

Proof of Theorem [2.1. We recall the identity (2.1)):
(M) = (=902 (2]

I—p

n
Lemma [9.1] (with A = p/(1 — p)).

It remains to show that ||y — pa1|l7v = o(1). By Corollary it suffices to show that
”,Ufstrong,)\ — panllry = o(1). Let my, 7 denote the partitions selected at Step 1 in Algo-
rithms and [2| respectively. Given 7 € 11, let u;rtrong’ \ ,uz\r,l denote the measures fistrong,\s A1
conditioned on the events wy = 7, w3 = 7 respectively.

Claim 9.7. With © ~ g,

We note that £ > p > (1 +¢)/ logn e first statement Theorem [2.1| now follows from

[ tstrong x — a1 llrv < Exlltdrong x — #X 1ll7v + llmo — w1 |7y -
Proof. For G € T we have

(917) Ittstronsr () = 131 (G)] = | 3 [ifiromgn(G)B(mo = ) — 1 (G)B(my = m)] |
mell

where we set pf .. 1 (G) = 0 if 7 is not strongly balanced. The RHS of (9.17) is at most

D 1Song A (G) = 131 (G)| Plmo = m) + Y p31(G)|P(m1 = ) — P(mo = )]
well well

Summing over G € T proves the claim. O

First we show
(9.18) w0 — m1llrv = o(1) .

If # = (A, B) is strongly balanced with a = |n/2] + t,b = [n/2] —t, (so in particular
t = O((nlogn)**)) we have by Corollary [0.6] (9.13) and (9.16) that

Zap(\) (4N
Zstrong(A) %\/?(p;/lzj)

(9.19) P(mwy =7) =

Moreover, using (9.12)) and (9.15)),

142" 14+ )%

(9.20) P(my =7) = 5 ( = )n ~ 1( — )n .
5\/;(|_n/2j+t) 5\/}(@/2])

Again estimating as in (9.12)), the probability that 7 is not strongly balanced is o(1). State-

ment (9.18]) now follows. Finally we fix m = (A, B) strongly balanced and show that

Hugtrong,)\ - :U’;\rJHTV = 0(1) )

which will complete the proof by Claim Given (S,T) € Dapnx, let u;’igg/\,u;\r’fj

denote the measures fistrong ), a1 conditioned on the event that 7 is chosen at Step 1 and
(S,T) is chosen at Step 2 in Algorithms |5 and [2| respectively. First note that u;rtii \ ,uz\rfT

are identically distributed (they are both the union of S UT with a crossing graph whose
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distribution is the hard-core model on SOT at X). Let /4 5, denote the measure associated
to the random graph in Step 2 of Algorithm [2]i.e. the union of two independent samples
from G(A, qo), G(B, qp) where we output the empty graph if the graph contains a triangle.

It follows, by an argument identical to the proof of Claim that

| tgtrong x — #aallry < |lvasa — V,/4,B,>\HTV .

By Lemma lva.Bx — vgllrv = o(1) and
1
lvg — v gallry = §VQ(G contains a triangle) = o(1)

by a union bound. We conclude that |[va g — V4 5, |lTv = o(1) completing the proof. [
We can now deduce Theorem 2.2 from Theorem 2.11

Proof of Theorem[2.4 Set A = p/(1 —p), let G ~ py1 and let X; be the minimum number
of edges whose removal makes G bipartite. Recall that qo/(1 — qo) = Ae="/2 and note
that go = O(n~17¢). By Theorem [2.1, it suffices to show that | X; — X|7v = o(1) where
X ~ Bin(|n?/4],qo). Let (A, B) denote the partition chosen at Step 1 in Algorithm [2[ and
let (S,T") denote the set of edges chosen at Step 2. By Lemmas and (A, B) is the
unique max cut of G whp. In particular, X; = |S| 4 |T| whp. It follows that

X1 = (S +TDllzv = o(1).

Let N = (‘21) + (g) and recall that S, T are two independent G(A, q), G(B, q) random graphs
where we output the empty graph if S or T' contains a triangle. Letting Xs ~ Bin(N,q), it
follows that

1
S|+ |T| — Xe|lrv = 51?’(5’ U T contains a triangle) = o(1)

by a union bound. It therefore suffices to show that || X5 — X||7y = o(1).

Since (A, B) is strongly balanced we have N = n?/4 — k where k = O(n'/?). We couple X5
and X via the natural coupling of Bin(N, ¢) and Bin(|n?/4],q) and write X = |S| + |T| + Z
where Z ~ Bin(k, g). By the coupling inequality Lemma we then have

IX = (IS] + IT))llzv < P(Z > 0) < gok = o(1) .

For the second part of the theorem, fix t € R and let p = \/3 4 loglogn t \/logn. By

logn ~ logn n
the above, it is enough to show that

nh_)rglOIP’ {X = O] = exp (—\igetﬂ) .

In this regime, n2gp = ©(1) and g ~ pe*pQ"/ 2 and so X converges in distribution to a Poisson

2 2
. . 2pe—Pn/2 . . 2pe—P n/2
with mean 7 = lim, o “£5——. From here a calculation shows that lim, . “2“5—— =

@etm. ]

Next we prove Theorem on the chromatic number.
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Proof of Theorem[2.3 Given a partition 7 € II, let u7 | denote the measure p 1 conditioned
on the event that 7 is chosen at Step 1 in Algorithm [l By Theorem it suffices to fix
a strongly balanced partition m = (A, B) and prove the result for G ~ uf . Let S, T, E¢,
denote the edges in A, in B, and across the partition respectively. 7

The fact that x(G) > 3 if (1 +¢) k’% <A< (V3 —¢)y/ 10% follows from Theorem

Next we show that if A > (1 + ¢) 10% then x(G) < 4 whp. Since gy = o(n™1) in this
regime and S, T are distributed as Erd6s-Rényi random graphs G(A, qy), G(B,qop), whp the
graphs (4, S) and (B, T') are forests and thus 2-colorable. We can then color G with 4 colors
by assigning disjoint sets of 2 colors to the vertices of A and B respectively.

Next we show that when A > (v2+¢)y/ 8% \(G) < 3 whp. To use only 3 colors, we want

n

to assign, say, colors red and green to A and blue and green to B. In this regime gy = o(n~/2)
and so whp all edges of S and T are isolated edges. To color the graph, we assign red to all
isolated vertices of (A, S), blue to all isolated vertices of (B, T), and color edges in S red and
green and edges in T" blue and green. We call such a coloring a ‘green edge coloring’. Note
that for each edge there is a choice of two colorings based on which endpoint receives green.
Fix some canonical ordering on all n vertices to determine an anchor for each edge (the earlier
vertex), and then call a red-green or blue-green coloring of an edge ‘positive’ if the anchor is
green and ‘negative’ otherwise. If there were no crossing edges, any assignment of positive or
negative colorings to the edges in .S, T would result in a proper green edge coloring, but there
may be crossing edges connecting edges in .S to edges in 7', and edges between green vertices
are not allowed. We create a graph G in which the edges of S,T" are nodes and two nodes
are connected by an edge in G for each crossing edge joining the corresponding edges. We
claim that if G, has no cycles or multiple edges, then there is a proper green edge coloring
of G. To see this, choose a green edge coloring as follows: for each component of G, pick an
arbitrary node (edge of S,T") and color it with (say) its positive coloring; since there are no
multiple edges, any node it is connected to can still be colored either positively or negatively
(or perhaps both). We can continue coloring the edges by exploring the components of G
in this way and will not reach a contradiction since there are no cycles. Finally, to see that
whp G0l contains no multiple edges or cycles, note that whp |S|+|T| = O(n!'/?7%) for some
fixed § = §(g) > 0. Therefore the expected number of multiples edges is O(A2n'/27%) = o(1).
Further, given S,T the graph G, is stochastically dominated by an Erd&és-Rényi random
graph on the node set with edge probability 4\ (4 for the possible crossing edges connected
an edge in S with an edge in T'). Since the number of nodes times the edge probability is
o(1), whp there are no cycles.

n
shows that whp over the choice of crossing edges E.;, G is an (A, B)-A-expander. In particular,

for all pairs of sets of vertices X C A,Y C B so that |X|, |Y| = 10An, we have E,;N(X xY) #
(). In this regime whp both S and T have size at least nl/2te In particular in a proper 3-
coloring, each side must have at least two colors appearing on at least n!/2te /2 vertices.
Therefore there must be a common color appearing on at least n!/2+< /2 > 10An vertices on
each side. But by the expansion property whp there is an edge between these sets of vertices
and so the coloring cannot be proper. O

Finally we show that when (1+¢) k’% <A< (V2—e)y/ 182 (@) > 4 whp. Lemma
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Remark 2. The arguments in the proof of Theorem[2.3 are rough, and a much more precise
understanding of the transition between 3- and 4-colorability can likely be obtained. In par-
ticular, we conjecture that the threshold for the existence of a ‘green tree coloring’ (in which
tree components of S, T are properly colored red-green and blue-green respectively) marks the
threshold for 3-colorability and that the scaling window for the existence of a green tree color-
ing can be completely determined by analyzing a random (bipartite) 2-SAT formula obtained
by the constraints imposed on the tree colorings by crossing edges. The analysis of the scaling
window then could be done by adapting the methods from [12].

10. CRITICAL AND SUPERCRITICAL DEFECT REGIMES

In this section we prove our main results in the critical and supercritical defect regimes:
Theorems and

We begin with Theorem As in Section [9] we reformulate an asymptotic formula for
P, »,(T) in terms of an asymptotic formula for the partition function Z(X). Recall the defini-

tions of qg, q1, q2 from (|1.3]), (L1.5)) and (1.6)) now considered. as functions of A. Let

2 1 1 1
fyn)=(1—-qg)™" /44n/2 exp {64)\6n5q3 — 6—4)\6n6q8 — 24n?’qg} X

1 1 1
exp {64)\4n4q3 — 6)\4n5q8 — 2/\4n4q(2)} .

Lemma 10.1. If A > 3 logn “4hen

n )

Z00) ~ ;\/RM%D (L4 2"/ F (0 n) .

For the remainder of this section, we assume that \ > %\/ 105".

Our strategy for proving Lemma[I0.1] will follow similar lines to the arguments of Section [9]
only now the calculations are significantly more involved. The source of the additional com-
plication stems from the fact that we now need to take into account further terms in the
cluster expansion (see Corollary below) at the step of equation in order to obtain
an asymptotic formula for the partition function Z4 g(A) and to obtain an accurate enough
approximation of the measures py g\ and v4 g ) (defined at , )

To begin with, we fix a A-moderately balanced partition (see Definition (A, B) with
a = |A| and b = |B|. We will show that the defect distribution v4 p ) is within o(1) total
variation distance of a suitable conditioned exponential random graph measure which will be
the main step to proving the approximation to py in Theorem Recall the definition of
the exponential random graph G(V, ¢, ) from .

Lemma 10.2. If (A, B) € Iloq,), then

Zap(N)
(1+ A)ab

Moreover, if (A, B) € Ugtrong, then
(10.2) [va,Ba — G(A, q2,9) X G(B,q2,¢)|lrv = o(1).

(10.1) f(\,n)-exp {an)\4(a — b)g} ,
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10.1. A first approximation to Z4 g. A key step toward proving Lemma is an inter-
mediate approximation of Z4 p(A) analogous to Lemma To state the result we need a
few more definitions. Recall the definitions of ¢/; and ¢z from (3.14). Then define

b
A = (;) qf4€2>‘3b(an+qu) and pp = <2> q%62>\3a(an+qu)'

The quantities p 4, pp will serve as approximations to the expected number of edges appearing
inside A, B (respectively) in a sample from v4 g x. We then let

/! / /! /
a4 94 auprd A9 4B 4uax3
(10.3) !B and i eHan,

1—q;’1_1—qf4 1—qB_1—qu

We highlight that g4 ~ ¢4 ~ ¢’y ~ a ~ q¢3 ~ ¢%, and that since A\ > %\/ lofln and
(A, B) € II;0q,1 We have

g = max{qa,qp} = o(n” "),
Lemma 10.3. If (A, B) € Iyo0d,2,

Za,B(N)

(@ 1 1 3 1
m N(]. — qx) (2) exp {2/\3a3qu2 + Z}\ﬁa?)qui + 5)\Ga4b2qi — 60,3(]?4} X

1.. 1 . 3 1.
(1-— q%)f(g) exp {2)\‘363aq%2 + 1/\6b3a2q}23 + 5)\664a2q% - 6b3q§\} X

2
g(a(JA +bgp)® — 2(aga + qu)Z) } :

exp {—4/\3MAMB + Mab (iaquqB —

The derivation of Lemma from Lemma [10.3] is very similar to the derivation of
Lemma from Lemma In particular, we show that we can replace all instances of
a,b (both implicit and explicit) with n/2 on the RHS of the above asymptotic formula whilst
incurring only a 14 o0(1) multiplicative error. Since the calculations are similar to those of the
previous section (only now more tedious), we defer the proof of Lemma to Appendix

As usual we let D = Dy . As in the proof of Lemma a key step toward proving
Lemma, is to estimate an expectation F = Equ,D exp {)\ Py(SDO T)} In the previous

section, we approximated log £/ (via by the expectation of A\3P»(S O T) (with respect
to a tilted measure). In our regime of A this is no longer possible since now the variance of
P,(S0OT) can also make a significant contribution to E. This makes the estimation of E
more delicate, and we isolate this estimate in the following lemma. We let

’ IS| / T
1—-¢, 1—qfp ’

(S,T)eD

the normalising constant associated to the measure vy p.

Lemma 10.4.
a 1 1 3 1
7/ ‘Ey,, , <6A3P2(SDT)) ~(1— q;/‘)—(Q) exp {2)\3a3bq;"2 4 Z)\6a3b2q?4 + 5)\6a4bzq§1 _ 6Q3Q,34}

1 1 1
X (1— qjé)_(g) exp {2)\3b3aq%2 + Z)\ﬁb?’a?q% + %A6b4a2q% - 6b3q§1}
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x exp{—4X’papp} .

Proof. Define the ‘centered’ random variables

(10.5) s=|S] —pa, t=I|T|-us.

We then have Po(S O T) = bPo(S) + aPa(T) + 4(st + |S|up + |T|ua — papp). Letting
W(S,T) = X (bPy(S) + aPy(T) + 48| + 4T |pa)

we have

(10.6) E <6A3P2(SDT)) - 6*4A3MAMBEV}L (e4>\3st) 'EVq/,D (eh(S,T)> .

V/D
q, q D

We now estimate the two expectations in the expression on the RHS. The advantage of
centering S and 7" as in ((10.5) is that E,,q,’ » (eh(S’T)) factorizes as a product of expectations
of independent random variables that depend on S and T respectively. Moreover we will
show that

(10.7) E,, (64)‘38t) =1+0(1).
q',D
Let us first establish (10.7)).
By Lemma [4.5| there exists 6 € [0, 1] such that

(10.8) logE,» <e4/\33t> —4NE; (st),
q',D Va'

q', D

where

§(S,T) = h(S,T) + 40)\3st .

Claim 10.5. Let F € D such that |F| = O(1). If G ~ ug,’D, then

P(F C G) =(1+ O(n*A%)\%)) (qj462A3b(an+qu>) - <qjge2A3a(an+qu)) =l

exp {N*(bPy(Fa) + aPy(Fp))} .
Note that the probability estimate of Claim is independent of . We defer the proof

of Claim to Appendix [D] since it follows similar lines to the proof of Corollary
With G ~ Vé,p, we note that by Claim ife; € (‘3),62 € (g), then

P(e1,e2 € G) = (1+ O(n?A2\0))gye?X blotatban) . g e2Xalaga+ban)
It follows that
E,; (st)=E,; (SIT)=E, (SDus—E, (T)pra+paps
q", D q’,D q’,D

q",D

= (5) (5 )atetensttm gy atennsian) oa?®) = ox9),

and so, returning to (10.8]), we see that ((10.7) holds.
Returning to ((10.6) we now estimate Eyq, 5 (eh(S’T)). Recall the definition of ¢}, %
at (10.3) and let ¢’} = (¢'4,0), ¢’ = (0,¢%). Let

" S|
q
(10.9) ZQ\ = Z <1 _Aq//>
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denote the normalizing constant associated to vq "D and define Z% similarly. We then have
3
(eh(S,T)) = 7070 -IE,,q,, . <€,\ ng(S)) .E,, . <e,\ aPz(T)) '
A ap;

Combining this with (10.7) and (10.6)) we conclude that
(10.10)

7' E,

7' E

Vq',D

q',D

<6A3P2(SDT)> ~ e~ Nnans | gt g g (e’\3bp2(s)) By, , (6/\3ap2(T)> :

Yq'l, D a5,
: A3bPy(S
Next we estimate Z§ - EVq;g,D (e 2( )>.
Claim 10.6. With v = \®b,

(e 1
24 Bug (61“32(5)) ~ (1 - g4~ exp{ Ya’qi + wza?’q,% + w2 - 6a3q§1} :

Proof. Recall that
A B
Dy = {G C <2> U <2> CA(G) <A Gl |Gl < K} ;

where A = Ay pa, K = K4 p ) are as in Definition In particular D is the set of triangle-
free graphs in Dy. By no longer conditioning on triangle-freeness, we are able to get a more
precise understanding of the measure vy » p, than that of v, " (See Claim [10.7| below). We

therefore relate E,, ,, (ewPZ(S)) to the expectation E, , (e’/’P2(s)) by using our version of
3P 74:Pg

Janson’s inequality (Lemma . To this end we consider the tilted measure 1/5,, Dy where
Al
k(S) = ¥ Py(S) and let G ~ Vg Dy’ We then have

(1011)  Z4-E,,, (eW?(S)) =29 Evy <e¢P2(5>> P(G triangle-free),

where

A S|
o= 2 <l—qi’1> '

SC(%):S€Dy
Since 1) < nA3, k is (2n\3)-local, and so we may apply Lemma obtaining
(10.12) P(G triangle-free) ~ exp {— (3) B+ 0(n 4A>\3q3)} ~ exp {—éagq%} .
Moreover, by of Corollary
(10.13) 2y~ (1—d3)~ ).

We now turn to estimating Eyq,, g (ewp 2(5)). Given 6 > 0, we abuse notation slightly and
"

define the measure v, P, Via

VZ// D@(S) x qu’DQ(S)engQ(S) .

We apply Lemma [£.5] to deduce that

VND

(10.14) log E e?8) = 4. B, 1 m(Pz(S))—F%Var o (Pa(9))
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for some 6 € [0, 1].

Claim 10.7. Let 0 € [0,1] and let G ~ 1/2% p, Let 'S (’3) such that |F| = O(1), then
02w2

P(F € G) = 1+ 0w AN (14 00B(PAG ) + T BR(G.FP))

In particular,
1| F|

P(FC G) = (14+0(4A))dy

Again, as the proof of this claim follows similar lines as those of Corollary and

Claim we defer it to Appendix
Returning to (10.14)), we estimate Eyqﬁ’% (P2(5)). Let G ~ vy p,. Let F C (3) be a copy
of P, then by the above claim with 6 = 0,
P(F C G) = (1+O0(*A%)qy .
Noting that 1 = O(n~/2),q4 = o(n=13/1%) it follows that

(10.15) YvE, , Dy (P2(S)) =3¢ <a) (1+ O(¢3A3)) "2 _ ¢a3q;/12 +o(1).

9A
We now estimate var,o — (P2(S)). Let G ~ I/ "Dy Let {Fi,...,Fn}, m = 3(3), be the
Dy

A
collection of potential copies of P» in G. We have

V&I‘(PQ(S)) = Zvar(lpigg) + 2 Z COV(lFigg, lpjgg) ,
i {FivFj}:
i~ E

where the variances and covariances are with respect to the measure 1/ " Dy . By Claim [10.7

S wn(irce) = (1+00A) 307 (5 a2 =302 (3 ) + o).
By Claim we also have

2 Z cov(lpca, 1pca) = (1+ O(PA)) - 362 <Z> i 36¢2< )q”3 + 0(1)
{FivFj}:
|F7;I'7Fj‘=1

and

W'Y cov(lpca lrce) = ¢ O(nPqt - A) = o(1).
{F;, Fy}:
[V (F)NV (Fj)|=

It remains to estimate the contribution to the variance of P(S) from vertex-disjoint pairs
F;, F;.
Let F1, F> C (‘3) be two vertex-disjoint copies of P» in (‘3) then
Py (G, F1 U Fy) = Py(G, F1) + PG, Fs) .
It follows from Claim [[0.7] that

/2 2¢2
(10.16) cov(lpca,lrca) = d4

COV(PQ(G, Fl), PQ(G, FQ)) + O(¢3A3q4) .
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Suppose now that e, es € (‘g)\(Fl U Fy) are such that e; forms a copy of P, with an edge of
F; for i = 1,2. If €1 # eq, by Claim [10.7]

COV(lelgG, ]-eggG) = O(wAQZ)
and there are O(n?) such pairs {e1,e2}. If e; = ey then
COV(161QG7 1€2§G) = O(q)

and there are O(1) choices for e; since it has to join a vertex in Fj to a vertex in Fy. We
conclude that

cov(Po(G, Fy), P2(G, Fy)) = O(n*YAq* + q) = O(n*YAg?) .
Returning to (10.16[), we conclude that
cov(lpca, Ipca) = O(W A% + n*P°Ag®) = O(Y°A%¢Y),

and so

1/)2 E COV(lFig(;, 1Fj§G) = ¢2n6 . 0(1/)3A3q4) = 0(1)
{Fi,Fj}
V(Fi)ﬂV(Fj):(Z)

Putting everything together we have

w2varl,eﬂ (Py(9)) = ¢? Z var(1pcq) + 2¢° Z cov(lrca, 1rca)
AP0 i {Fi,F;}:
i F;

a a
= 3¢° <3> g5 + 7207 < 4) ¢ +o(1)
1
= S¥%a’qh + 3y%alqh +o(1).
Returning to (10.14) and recalling (10.15]), we conclude that
1 1 3
P (S) Lo 3w L 239 9 943
By p,€ exp{2¢a g4+ Vg + 5Ya QA} :
Combining this with (10.11]), (10.12)) and (10.13)) completes the proof of Claim O
Lemma now follows from Claims [10.6| and ((10.10)) O

We now turn to the proof of Lemma We will need the following refinement of
Corollary whose proof we defer to Appendix [A] We let Ps, S3,Cy denote the path, star
and cycle on 4 vertices respectively. Recall that given graphs H, G, we let H(G) denote the
number of (not necessarily induced) copies of H in G.

Corollary 10.8. Let G be a triangle-free graph with n vertices, and maximum degree A.

1
Then for A < x,

tos <(1Zi(j\\))”> = —|GIN+(P2(G) + 2|G|) N>~ (P5(G)+53(G)—Ca(G)+4P2(G)+7|G|/2) X*

+O(nA*N) .

n

61t is here that we need the assumption \ > %g [loan
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In addition to the relations |S O T| = b|S| = a|T|, P(SOT) = bPy(S) + aPa(T) + 4|S||T|
which we have already encountered, we will also need the following relations and include a
proof in Appendix [A]

Lemma 10.9. For S C (4), T € (5),
P3(SOT) =0bPs5(S) + aPs(T) + 6P2(S)|T| + 6|S| (T,
Ss(SOT) =bS3(S) +aSs(T) + 2P(S)|T| + 2|S|P(T),
Cy(SOT) =bCy(S) 4+ aCu(T) + |S||T| .

o B

With these preliminaries in hand, we prove Lemma [10.3

Proof of Lemma[10.3, In order to estimate Z4 p()\), we begin by estimating the hard-core
partition function Zgor(A) via the cluster expansion. First we note that since (S,7) € D,
both S and T have maximum degree at most

A = 50 max{qn,logn} = o(n'/1),

and so the graph S O 7T has maximum degree at most 2A = o(n'/™). Since A < ﬁ, we
conclude from Corollary that

(10.17) log <m> =—|SOT|- N+ 2SOT|+P(SOT)) N
—(P(SOT)+S3(SOT) - Cu(STT) +4P(STOT) + 7SO T|/2)A* + o(1) .

We note that |S O 7| = b|S| + a|T|, and so

(10.18)
Zas(A) _ Z Zsor(N) 7R (ePg(SI:lT)/\37(P3(SDT)+53(SI:lT)fC4(S|:|T)+4P2(SI:lT))/\4)
(LN ghep T+ vap 7

where ¢ = (¢/4,¢%) and Z’ is as in (10.4). We turn our attention to understanding the
expectation on the RHS of (10.18]). Letting

f(S,T)=XP(SaT),
the expectation on the RHS of (10.18)) is equal to

(1019) E (67(P3(S[]T)+S,3(SDT)fC4(SDT)+4P2(S|:|T))/\4) E <€A3P2(SDT)) '
Vq/,D

Vq,,'D
We estimated the rightmost expectation in Lemma We now estimate the leftmost
expectation.

Claim 10.10.

E ;

( ef(Pg(SI:lT)+Sg(SI:IT)fC’AL(SDT)+4P2(SDT)))\4)
Vq’,D

1 2
~ exp [)\4ab <4aquqB — §(an + qu)3 —2(aga + qu)2>] .

Proof. By Lemma 4.5

log E, ; ( e—(P3(SDT)+Sg(SDT)—C’4(SDT)+4P2(SDT))>\4>
l/q

' D

=-XE,0 _(P(SOT)+83(S0T) ~ Ca(SOT) +4P(SOT))
q,



ON THE EVOLUTION OF STRUCTURE IN TRIANGLE-FREE GRAPHS 61

where
g(S,T) = f(S,T)—0-(Ps(SOT)+S3(STT) —Cy(SOT) +4P,(STT))\*,
and 0 € [0,1]. We calculate the expectation on the RHS of the above. One easily verifies

that g is nA3/(6a)-local and so by Lemma and (7.4) of Lemma

ME, s (P3(SOT))
q’,D

b b b
=M1+ 0(nAX?) {b- 12 (Z) qi +a-12 <4) g8 +6-3 (g) <2) diqn +6- 3(3) (;) ng;\]

1 1 : 3 3 -

=\* [iba“qi + §“b4q33 + §a362qiq3 + §b5a2qéq4 +o(1)
1

= 5)\4ab(aq,4 +bgs)® 4+ o(1).

The final expression can be arrived at heuristically by noting that the product graph SO T
has ab vertices and the expected degree of any vertex is approximately aga + bgp. Similarly

1
XNE,o _(S3(80T)) = 6/\4ab(aq,4 +bgp)? +o(1),
q,

1
XNE,s _(Cy(SoT)) = ZA4a2b?q,4qB +0(1),
q,
AN'E,9 _(P(SOT)) = 2ab(aga + bgs)? +o(1).
q,

The claim follows. OJ

Lemma follows by combining ((10.18]) and ((10.19)) with Lemma and Claim [10.10
O

As mentioned at the start of this section, the proof of Lemma is deferred to Appen-
dix [El

We now prove Proposition [3.11} The proof is a minor variant of that of Lemma [9.5
Proof of Proposition [3.11. Let M := 5(nlog n)1/4. By Lemma m

Zstrong()‘) E>M (Ln/2J)

Noting that n2gA\*k? = o(A\k?) the RHS is bounded above by

—AK?/2 > —\x?/2 < 1 —(M-1)2x/2 _ -3
Ze _/Mle dar_)\(M_l)e O(n™?),
E>M

where for the second inequality we used the standard integral estimate j;oo e~ gy <

e~ /(2at) for a,t > 0. This proves (3.5). The proof of (3.6) is identical to the proof of
(3.4) except that we use Lemma in place of Lemma O

Recall that Corollary now follows from Proposition [3.4] and Propositions
and Lemma then follows from Corollary in precisely the same way that
Lemma [9.1] followed from Corollary

The proof of Theorem is now identical to the proof of Theorem in Section
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10.2. Chromatic number. In this section we prove Theorem [2.5 which states that for

e€(0,1/14] and p ~ (1 — )4/ =2 logn if G is sampled from G(n,p) conditioned on T, then the

independence number of G is 0( ) whp. In particular, the chromatic number of G is w(n)
whp.

Proof of Theorem[2.5 Set X = p/(1—p) ~ (1—¢) /== logn and fix 7 = (A, B) strongly balanced.
Let puY, denote the measure py 2 conditioned on the event that 7 is chosen at Step 1 in
Algorifhm Let G ~ uf,. By Theorem it suffices to show that Pla(G) = o(n)] =
1 — o(1). For this, it will suffice to show that Pla(G4) = o(n)] =1 — o(1) and Pla(Gp) =
o(n)] =1-o(1).

Note that G4 is distributed according to the random graph G(A, ¢2,1). We fix U C A
and estimate the probability that U is an independent set in G 4. Let (g) = {e1,...,en}

where N = (lg‘). Let E; denote the event that e; is an edge of G 4, then
NE |-
j<i ) ]

N
P(U is an independent set in G) (m EC> HIP’ (EC ﬂ Ec) = H [1 -P (Ez
J<i i=1

Fix i € [N]. Then by Lemma [7.1]
ﬂEC 1—|—O(nA/\3))q2 > q2/2.

j<t

It follows that

P(U is an independent set in G4) < (1 — q2/2)( ) < < exp {_q22 <|(2]|>} .
Note that since A ~ (1 —¢) 10% we have go > n~'*%/2. Let k = n'~%/*. We conclude by a
union bound that

Pla(Ga) > k] < (Z) exp {_q; (’;) } < exp {klog(ea/k:) z (’;) } — 1),

We conclude that P(a(G,4) < n!'=¢/*) = 1 — o(1) and similarly for Gp concluding the
proof. O

10.3. A sandwiching theorem. Although the distribution of the defect edges is not that
of a pair of Erdos-Rényi random graphs in the supercrtical defect regime, the distribution
of edges is sandwiched between two Erdds-Rényi random graphs (conditioned on triangle-
freeness) with edge probabilities that differ by a small amount. Recall the definitions of g2, ¥
from (L.6) and(L.7). For A C [n] and ¢ € (0,1) we let G(A,¢|T) denote the Erdés-Rényi
graph G(A q) conditioned on triangle-freeness.

Proposition 10.11. Suppose A\ > %\/lofl”. Let q¢ = q(1 — n~25) and q, =

¢2(1 + n~2/%).  Then for a vertex set A C [n], there is a coupling of the distributions
G(A,q|T),G(A, q2,v),G(A, q,|T) so that with probability 1 — o(1),
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Proof. Let a = |A|. We construct the coupling as follows. Order the (;) possible edges
arbitrarily ey, ..., €(2)- Let Xf,Xi, X" be the indicator random variables that e; is present

in G(A, ¢|T),G(A, q22, ), G(A, qu|T) respectively.

Let E; = {e; : X; = 1,j < i} and define Ef, E¥ similarly. Select iid U[0, 1] random
variables Uy, ..., U(‘;)' Fori=1,..., (g), we set X;p1 = 1if Uiy < Plejy1 € G(A, g2, ¢)|E;]
and 0 otherwise; and likewise with XfH and X/ ;; in particular, we use the same uniform
random variable for each of the three processes. Clearly the coupling produces faithful copies
of G(A, q/|T),G(A, g2,v), G(A, qu|T).

We now argue about containment. We will show that G(A, ¢2,v) C G(A, qu|T) whp; the
proof that G(A,q/|T) C G(A,qa,v) whp is similar and we omit it. By a union bound it
suffices to show that P(X; = 1 A X* = 0) = o(n™2).

We say that an edge e; is blocked by a set E of edges if e; UE contains a triangle. Let B;, B}
denote the event that e; is blocked by the final graphs F := E(a),E“ = EELG) respectively.

2 2
Noting that X; = 1 only if e; is not blocked by E we write
(10.20) P(X;=1AX}!'=0)=P(X; =1AX!"=0|B; A B")P(B; A B}
where B; denotes the complement of the event B;.

Claim 10.12.
P(X;=1AX'=0|B; A BY) < 2ne” %3,
where d := 50 max{q,n,logn}.
Proof. Let &; denote the event that neither E;_; nor E* ; block e;, and
max{A(E!" ), A(E;—1)} < d/3. Note that
(10.21) P(X;=1AX}'=0|B;AB") =P(X; =1AX!"=0|B; ABA\&)P(E | Bi A BY')
+P(XZ' = 1/\le =0 ‘ Bl/\BzL/\g,)]P)(gL ‘ Bl/\Blu)

Observe that
PX;=1AX'=0]§&)

P(B; A BY | &)

We will show that the numerator on the RHS is 0. By the definition of the coupling it suffices
to show that for F, F* such that P(E;—1 = F | &) > 0 and P(E}* | = F* | &) > 0 we have

(10.22) PX;,=1|E,1=F)<PX/'=1|E"',=F").
We begin by estimating the LHS.
(10.23) PX;=1|Ei1=F)=P(X;=1|E;-1=F B)P(B; | E_1=F).

]P’(Xi:1/\X;J:O‘B¢/\BZ-L/\&)S

We estimate the two probabilities on the RHS. First note that since P(E;—1 = F | &) > 0
by assumption, F' does not block e; and A(F') < d/3. There are therefore at most d/3 single
edges and at most n pairs of edges whose addition to F' could block e;. We conclude from
Lemma [T that

(10.24) P(B;| Ei-1 = F) >1— (ng; + qud/3) > 1 — qud.
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Let H; denote the set of all possible realisations H of E\e; that do not block e;. Let H, C H;
denote the subset of graphs that satisfy A(H) < 2d/3.

P(Xi=1|Ei1=FB)= Y PX;=1|E\e;=H)P(E\e;=H|E;_1=F,B).
HeH;

We will split the above sum according to whether H € H} or not. If H € H., then by
Lemma noting that g2 = o(¢d),

(10.25) P(X;=1|E\e; = H)=(1+0(d))ge
Suppose now that H € H;\H} so that in particular A(H) > 2d/3. We have
(10.26)

P(B; | Ei1 = F) P(B; | Eii = F)

If A(E) > 2d/3 then since A(F') < d/3 there exists a vertex v € V with at least 2d/3 —
d/3 = d/3 incident edges that do not belong to F. By Lemma the probability of this
occurring is at most the probability a binomial Bin(n, ¢,) random variable is at least d/3 =
(50/3) max{gun,logn}. By Chernoff’s inequality (Lemma [4.8), this occurs with probability
at most e~%3. By a union bound over v € V we have

P(A(E) > 2d/3 | Bi_, = F) < ne~ %3,
Recalling (|10.24)) and returning to (10.26)), we conclude that
P(E\e; = H | Ei_1 = F, B;) < 2ne~%3 .

Combining this fact, with (10.25]) and splitting the sum according to whether H € H or not
we have

P(X;=1| Ei_1 = F,Bi) = (1+ O(¢d))g2(1 — O(ne” %)) + O(ne™?) = (1 + O(¢d)) gz .
Recalling again and returning to ([10.23|) we have
P(X;=1|FEi_1=F)=(14+0(d))g.
An identical argument shows that
PXj' =1|ELy = F) = (1+ 0(¢d))qu -

Recalling that ¢, = ¢2(1 + n=%/%) and 9d = o(n~2/%), we see that the inequality at (10.22)
holds. We conclude that

(10.27) P(X;=1AX'=0|B;AB*N&) =0.

P(E\e;=H | E;_1=F,B;) =

<

Returning to (10.21]) we turn to estimating P(&; | B; A BY). For this, we note that under
the event B; A B}, the only way for the event & to occur is if max{A(E}" ;), A(E;—1)} > d/3.
Arguing as above (i.e. applying Lemma Chernoff’s inequality and a union bound) this
occurs with probability at most 2ne~%3. Therefore

IP(S_Z ‘ Bz A BZL) < 2ne*d/3 .
Combining this with ((10.21)) and ((10.27)) completes the proof of the claim. O
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We now return to (10.20) and bound P(B; A B}'). For the event B; A B} to occur, there
must exist j, k such that e;, e;, e, forms a triangle, X}-L =1, X} =1and {X; =0or X; =0}.
By a union bound

P(B; A Bf') <2n-P(X} =1, X} =1,X; =0).
Let &; denote the event that neither E;_ nor E}' ; block e; and max{A(E} ), A(E;j_1)} <
d/3.
P(X;=1,Xy=1,X;=0) <PXj=1,X; =1,X; =0 &)P(&)
+P(X} =1, X} =1,X; =0| &)P(E) .

It is simple to bound the terms on the RHS by Lemma We bound P(&;) = O(ng?),
IP)(X;-‘ =1,X'=1,X;=0]|&)=0(¢), IP’(X}‘ =1,X=1,X; =0]&;) = O(¢2¢d) so that
P(X} =1,X} =1,X; = 0) < O(ng, + gavd) = O(qaed) .

It follows that
B(B; A BY') = O(ng2d)
Finally note that P(X; = 1A X* =0 | B; A B*) = O(g.) and so by (10.20)) and Claim [10.12
P(X; = 1A X" =0) = 02ne”? + ng3yd) = o(n™?). O

10.4. Emergence of the giant defect component and connectivity. We now prove

Theorem Note that from ([1.3)),(1.5]),(1.6)), we have

o = @2(1+ O(uX* + X%n)) = go(1 + o(n~/?)).

w(n)

Let gy and g be as in Proposition [10.11} If X is such that ¢o = %i —73 with w(n) > 1, then

we have, with a = |A|, and using the fact that a = n/2 + O(n!/*) since (A, B) is strongly
balanced,

. (2 N w(n)) (1 + o(n=2/)) = 1, (2-4/3 +0(1)>w(n)

n n4/3 a a4/3
_ (2 wn) —o/5yy _ L —4/3 w(n)
%—(niﬁm)a+dn D=1 (25 4 o(1) )

Similarly, when qg = % + ~i7 with w € R constant, then we have

(2w Loy 1, 27w 0(1)
q“_(n+n4/3)(1+0(” =t
(2w Loy 1 27w 0(1)
qg—<n+n4/3)(1+o(n ))—E+T

For an Erddés-Rényi random graph of constant average degree, the probability of having
a triangle is bounded away from 1, and so any property that holds with probability 1 —
o(1) continues to hold with probability 1 — o(1) after conditioning on triangle-freeness. In
particular, classic results on the giant component phase transition in random graphs from
e.g. [I1] and the estimates on gy, g, above tell us that:

o Ifgy=2— :4(173? with 1 < w(n) < n'/? then whp over both G(A, ¢,) and of G(A, ¢;)
the size largest connected component is of size ©(n*/3w=2logw).
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e If g0 = % + nﬁfﬁ with w constant (positive or negative) then whp over both G(A, ¢,)
and of G(A, q;) the size largest connected component is of size ©(n?/?).
o Ifgy=2+ :4(179? with 1 < w(n) < n'/? then whp over both G(A, ¢,) and of G(A, ¢;)

the size largest connected component is of size (2+0(1))-w-a?/3 = (2+0(1))-w-(n/2)*/3.

Under the coupling of Proposition [L0.11} whp the size of the largest component of G(A, g2, )
is bounded between the size of the largest component of G(A, g¢|T) and that of G(A, ¢.|T).
The first three statements of Theorem [2.6] then follow.

Now fix &€ > 0 and suppose A is such that gy = (1 + £)21%8" By the same argument as

above, we have that ¢y = (14+¢+ 0(1))10%. Via Proposition [10.11} to show that G(A, g2, )
is connected whp it suffices to show that G(A, ¢/|T) is connected whp. In this range of ¢y the
probability of triangle-freeness in G(A, ¢¢) is o(1) and so we need to be a little careful about
the conditioning.

To prove G(A, q¢|T) is connected whp when ¢y = (1+¢+ 0(1))10% we bound the expected
number of non-trivial cuts with no edges (if the graph is disconnected there must be at least
one such cut). Call this expectation EY.

We will use the fact that for any set of edges B, and any edge e ¢ B, P(e € GIBNG =
0) = qe(1 + O(ng?)). Let G be distributed as G(A4, g¢|T) conditioned on BN G = (), and let
H = G\ e. Then if HUe contains no triangles, P(e € G|H = H) = qy; on the other hand, by
stochastic domination of G by G(A4, ¢), P(H U e triangle-free) = 1 + O(n?q,), and the fact
follows.

We then have

[a/2]
a k(a—k)
EY < Y <k> (1= qe+ O(ngp))
k=1
[a/2] / k(a—F)
1 1
< Z (Z) (1 — (—&—sa)oga) for some fixed ¢’ > 0
k=1
_ Lvn/logn] ae\k 1 (1+¢')loga ka—n/(logn)* Ly i (%)k - (1+¢")loga ka/2
< 2 a a
k=1 k=|vn/logn]
o~ [ae\k / s ,
< - —(1+e)k k, —(1+e")k/2
_2Z(k) a +2 Z (6y/alogn)®a
k=1 k=[v/n/logn]
=o0(1).

Thus whp G(A, q/|T) is connected and thus so is G(A, g2, ).

For the other side, G(A, q,|T) is stochastically dominated by G(A, q,); when ¢o = (1 —
£)2%™ and so gy = (1 — & + 0(1)) %% G(A, g,) is disconnected whp; thus so is G(A, ¢,|T).

Then by Proposition [10.11} G(A, g2,%) is disconnected whp. This proves the last statement
of Theorem (2.6

11. RESULTS FOR T (n,m)

In this section we transfer our results from G(n, p) conditioned on triangle-freeness to the
uniform distribution on 7 (n,m) and prove the results of Section
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Recall the identity
Z(\)
[T (n,m)| = U ~mA({IG] =m}).
This reduces the determination of the asymptotics of |7 (n,m)| to the asymptotics of Z(\)
and py({|G| = m}) for some choice of A\. Our main tool will be to apply a local central limit

theorem for the hard-core model after conditioning on (A, B) and (S,T). Recall from (3.1
that we assume throughout that m < %n?’/ 2/Togn since larger densities are covered by [44].

Let us recall the parameters defined at (1.1)) and (1.2)) in the introduction, A\g = %‘ and
(11.1) A= A(m) = Ao+ A2+ (nAZ — 1)Age 72
Throughout this section A = A(m) as above. As we will see below, A is chosen so that the
typical number of edges in a sample from p) is close to m.

We begin by recalling Algorithmfrom Section Recall also that ¢o/(1—qo) = Ae=Nn/2,

Algorithm 6 The distribution i, 1

(1) Choose a random partition (A, B) according to 6.

(2) Choose defect edges S C (’3), T C (g) according to independent realizations of G(A, qo)
and G(B, qo) respectively. If S UT contains a triangle or if |S| + |T| > m, output an
arbitrary graph Go € T (n,m). Otherwise proceed to the next step.

(3) Choose E¢; C A x B as a uniformly random independent set of size m — |S| — |T| from
the graph SO T.

(4) Output SUT U E,.

Recall that Theorem H states that for m > %n‘g/ 2/logn, the distribution Hm,1 is at
total variation distance o(1) to the uniform distribution on 7 (n,m). This is a convenient
restatement of Theorem Similarly, it will be convenient to restate Theorem algo-
rithmically. To this end, we define the measure p,, 2 below. Recall first the definitions of

g2, ¢ from (T6) and (T7).

Algorithm 7 The distribution i, 2

(1) Choose a random partition (A, B) according to 6.

(2) Choose defect edges S C (’3), T C (123 ) according to independent realizations of
G(A, q2,7) and G(B, q2,1) respectively.

(3) Choose E.; € A x B as a uniformly random independent set of size m — |S| — |T'| from
the graph SO T.

(4) Output SUT U E,.

We then have the following reformulation of Theorem Recall that p,, denotes the
uniform distribution on 7 (n, m).

Theorem 11.1. If m > %ng/%/logn, then
ltm = pm 2|7y = o(1) .

Our first step towards proving Theorem and Theorem is to approximate ., by the
intermediate measure fistrong,m (the analogue of fisirong x from Algorithm |5)) defined below.
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Algorithm 8 The distribution fistrong,m

(1) Choose (A, B) € Ilgrong with probability proportional to Z4 g(\).

(2) Choose (S,T) € Da g, from the distribution v4 p x.

(3) Choose E,; € A x B as a uniformly random independent set of size m — |S| — |T| from
the graph SO1T.

(4) Output SUT U Eq,.

Our main goal of this section is to prove the following analogue of Corollary Define
L(n,m) ={G € L(n,\) : |G| =m}.
Theorem 11.2. Let m > %n3/2\/logn. Then

1
11.2 T(n,m)| ~ |L(n,m)| ~ ————="Z(N).
(112) T osan)| ~ £ )] ~ e 200
Moreover,
(11.3) HUm - Mstrong,m”TV = 0(1) .

We will then show that iy, 1, fim,2 are close to pistrong,m in the relevant ranges of m.

11.1. Proof of Theorem Recall that, given a partition (A, B) of [n], we can describe
the measure pq g\ (defined at [3.10)) via the following process:

Algorithm 9 Alternative description of 114 B 2

(1) Choose (S,T) € D4 g, according to v4 B x.
(2) Choose Eq; € A x B according to the hard-core measure on S 0T at activity A.

The proof of Theorem will have two main steps. The first is showing that a sample
from the measure ;14 g x has exactly m edges with good probability; this is done by using the
specific choice of A at and by showing that the variance of the number of defect edges
chosen at Step 1 of Algorithm [9]is small compared to the variance of the number of crossing
edges selected at Step 2. The second step is showing that we do not overcount graphs: a
typical sample from fistrong,m is captured by a single partition (A, B).

The following lemma elucidates the the choice of A in ((11.1)).
Lemma 11.3. Let m > %ng/Q\/log n. Let (A, B) € Hgtrong and let G ~ pia g x. Then
|E|G| —m| = o(vm).

Proof. Let (S, T) ~ v4 g be the set of defect edges chosen at Step 1 of Algorithm @ By
Corollary

181 = (5 )aa(1 + 0N = (5 )aa + 0P,

and similarly E|T| = (12’) g + O(n?A2)\3). Let E. denote the set of crossing edges chosen at
Step 2 of Algorithm [9] By Corollary

(11.4) E|E.| = ab — 2(bE[S| 4+ aE|T)A% + O(n2A2%)3) .

1+ A
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Let a = n/2 — k and b = n/2 + k, where k < 5(nlogn)/* since (A, B) is strongly balanced.
We then have

E|G| =E|S|+ E|T| + E|Ew|

_ (g) ga(1— 2622 + (;’) a5(1— 2002) + ——ab+ O(n3A2)Y)

1+ A

1 1 A n?
= (1—-n)\?) [QanA + ZquB} - H—/\% + O(nPA%N° + nPgkA? + k2))
1 1 A n?
— (1 — )2 2 192 N n .
( n/\){Qan+2qu}+l+)\4—l—o(\/m)

For the final equality we used that k*A = o(y/m) and n2qk\> = o(,/m) since ¢ = o(n~13/14).
As in (8.4) we have

a%qa + s = A2 (n/2)? [2+ O] = Ae™2n2/2 + ofy/m/(nX2 — 1))
It follows that
2 2
E/G| = (\— )\2)% ~ (nA2 - 1)Ae—*2“/2”Z +o(vm).
It therefore suffices to show that
_\2n 4m
(A= A2) = (nA? = D)Ae N2 = 5+ o(v/m/n?).
Let
§ =X+ (nA2 — 1)6_)‘%"/2
so that A = A\g(1 + 0). Our task is then to show that
M08 — N3(1+8)% = (nA3(1 +6)% — 1) Ao (1 + 0)e M+ /2 = o(\/m /n?) .
Since § = o(n~/2*1/14) the LHS is equal to
A6 — A2 — (nAZ — D)Age M2 4 o(\/m/n?)
which by the definition of § is equal to o(y/m/n?) as desired. O

Using the local CLT for the low-density hard-core model (Proposition we prove the
following.

Lemma 11.4. Let m > %n?’/Q\/logn and let (A, B) € Ilgirong. Given S C (‘;‘),T - (g), let
Eo = Eo(S,T) C A x B denote a random sample from the hard-core measure on SO T at
activity A. Then

1
(11.5) PlEa(S,T)] =m —[S| = |T|| ~ —==
ny/m\/2
for va g a-almost all (S,T). Moreover
1
11.6 PllEq(S,T)=m—|S|—-|T||=0(——=
(11.6) (5 =~ 1]~ 1] =0 (<)

uniformly over all (S,T) € Da .
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Proof. We first note that for (S,T) € D4 g, by Corollary

(11.7) E|Ee(S,T)| = 5 i Y ab— 2(b|S| + a|T|)A? + O(n2A2)3),
and
(11.8) var|Ee (S, T)| ~ abA ~ An?/4 ~ m.

Statement (11.6) follows immediately from (11.8) and Proposition [4.4]
Now suppose (S, T) ~ v4 p . By Chebyshev’s inequality and Corollary noting that
q = o(n~13/1)  there exists € > 0 such that

S+ 7| = E[S| + E[T| + O(n*"7%),
for v4 g r-almost all (S,7T). Combining this with (11.4)) and (11.7)) we conclude that
E|Ee(S,T)| = E|E(S, T)| + o(v/m)
for v4 p a-almost all (S,T). By Lemma we then have
S|+ T + E[Er(S, T)| = E[S| + E[T| + E|Eex(S, T)| + o(vm) = m + o(v/m),
for v4 p a-almost all (S,T).

Statement ({11.5) now follows from (11.8]) and Proposition O

We record the following analogue of Lemma We recall that for a graph G, cstrong, A(G)
denotes the number of strongly balanced partitions (A, B) that capture G that is, (G4,GR) €

DA B
Lemma 11.5. Let m > %ngmm and let G ~ fistrong,m- We have,
IP)(Cstrong,A(Gf) =1)=1-0(1).

Moreover G is an (A, B)-A-expander whp where (A, B) is the partition chosen at Step 1 of
Algorithm @ In particular, (A, B) is the unique maz cut of G whp.

Proof. Suppose that (A, B) is chosen at Step 1 of Algorithm [§ and (S,T") € D4 g, is chosen
at Step 2. Let E.. C A x B be a sample from the hard-core measure on S 07T at activity A.

By Lemma [5.3]
P(([n], E.,) is not an (A, B)-A-expander) < e /2>,
Let E.. C A x B be the set chosen at Step 3 in Algorithm [§] Then
P(([n], Ecr) is not an (A, B)-A-expander)
=P (([n], E..) is not an (A, B)-A-expander||E.
e—n/25
< ; )
P(|EG] =m —[S]—[T)

By Lemma we have

Bl =m 18| - |T))

1
ny/mA/2
whp over the choice of (S,T') in Step 2 in Algorithm |8, We conclude that
P(([n], E¢) is not an (A, B)-A-expander) = o(1),

Pl EG| =m = |S| = T[] ~
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whp over the choice of (S,7). Thus G is an (A, B)-A-expander whp (Wrt fistrong,m). The
result follows from Lemma [5.4] O

Lemma 11.6. Let m > %n‘g/z\/log n. Then for pistrongm-almost all G € T (n,m),

(11.9) Pstrong,m(G) ~ Z)\(n;\)n\/w)\/Q.

Moreover if G € T (n,m) is such that fistrong,m(G) > 0, then

m

(11.10) pssongm (G) = 755 (mﬂ) .

Proof. Suppose that (A, B) is strongly balanced and captures G. Given that (A, B) is selected
at Step 1 of Algorithm [8] the probability that we output G is

)\|GA|+\GB|ZGADGB()\) ' 1
ZaB(N) im—|Gal-1Gp| (GA O GB)’

where we use i;(H) to denote the number of independent sets of size k in a graph H. Let
FE.; denote a random sample from the hard-core model on the graph G4 O Gp at activity A.
Then

Py p:=

Zaancs(N) ’
J—— !
AT Zas(N) B(Eal =m—[Gal —GB])
Letting Cstrong, A (G) denote the set of strongly balanced (A, B) that capture G, we then have

A 1
Hstron ,m(G) = .
o Husrong(2) (A,B>ec§ong @y FUBerl =m =[G4l = [Gs])

Lemm tells us that csrong A(G) = |Cstrong A (G)| = 1 for pistrong,m-almost all G. State-

ment ([11.9) now follows from (11.5)) and Corollary [3.12| which states that Z(\) ~ Zstrong(A).
Statement (11.10)) follows from (11.6)) and Corollary |3.12 O

P(|Ecr| = m — |Ga| - |GB) =

so that

For (A, B) € Istrong, define
Tag(n,m) :={G e T(n,m):(Ga,GB) € Dapxr} ,

where A\ is as in ((11.1]).
Theorem 11.7. Let m > %n?’ﬁ\/logn and let (A, B) € Ugtrong. Then

Za,B(A)

Ay /TA/2

| Ta,B(n,m)| ~

Proof. Let G ~ a4 ). We have
Z A
Tas(nm)| = 2220 g ) = m).
It therefore suffices to show that

(11.11) PG| = m) ~ —

n/mN2
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Let (S, T) ~ v4 . denote the random sets of edges selected at Step 1 in Algorithm |§| and
let E.; denote the random set of edges selected at Step 2. Then

P(Gl=m)= > P((S,T)=(ST)) P[|Ec| =m—|[S| - |T]]
(SaT)EDA,B,)\
Statement (|11.11)) now follows from Lemma, m O

We are now in a position to prove Theorem [11.2

Proof of Theorem[I1.3. We begin by showing that |7 (n,m)| ~ |£(n,m)|. By definition,
L(n,m) is the set of G € T (n,m) such that G admits a weakly balanced, dominating cut (see
Deﬁnition of size > m — 20An?. Since A > \g = 4m/n?, we have m — 26\n? < (1 —46)m.
The fact that |7 (n,m)| ~ |£(n,m)| now follows from Theorem [3.3| which asserts that almost
all G € T(n,m) admit a weakly balanced, dominating cut of size at least (1 — d)m.

Our next goal is to show that

(11.12) [Lnm)|~ > [Tas(n,m)].

(A,B) eHstrong

Statement (11.2)) will then follow from Theorem and Corollary
Let £ = L(n, ). Then

A L(n,m
pe (|Gl =m) = Z‘(é/\)”
On the other hand by (8.1)),

A

Nsron,AG:mzi' Csron,/\G

t g (| ‘ ) Zstrong()\) Ge%ﬂn) t g ( )
A™

=" Tap(n,m)|.
Zstrong()\) Z | A’B( )’

(AvB)GHstrong
We note also that by (11.11))

(11.13) L

ron, Gl=m)~ —.
Hstro g,)\(| ‘ ) n\/m
By Propositions and
|“L7/\(‘G| = m) - /-Lstrong,)\(|G| = m)| =0 (n_3/2)

and so
Zstrong()\) |L(n,m)| 1 —3/2
. — 1 = : O n / = 0(1) )
Z(E, )\) Z(AyB)GHstrong ]7?473(n, m)‘ /J'Strong,/\(’G‘ = m) ( )

where for the last equality we used (11.13)). Statement (11.12) follows since Zgirong(A) ~

Z(L,\) (again by Propositions and [3.11)). We now turn our attention to (11.3]).
By (11.2)

H:U'm - NstrongmHTV = Z Nstrongam(G) o Mm(G)
G:#strong,m(G)>“m(G)
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1
_ Z Hstrong,m(G) <1 B |7'(n’ m)| . Mstrong,m(G)>

Gillstrong,m (G) > m (G)

- Z Hstrong m(G) (1 — (1 + 0(1))>\mn\/77/2) ‘

zZ ' rong,m
G:Nstrong,m(G)>um(G) ()\) MSt g, (G)

Statement (11.3) now follows from Lemma [11.6] O

11.2. Proof of theorems from Section Theorems .17 and [I.12] now

follow easily.

Proof of Theorems[1.10 and[1.13. First fix ¢ > 0 and let m > 12£n%2,/logn. Let A = A(m)

be as in (11.1)). Since A > (1+¢)+/logn/n, Theorem follows from ((11.2)) and Theorem
Next let m > %ns/zvlogn and let A = A(m) be as in (I1.I). Since A > 12./logn/n,
Theorem follows from (11.2)) and Lemma [10.1] O

Proof of Theorems and[1.71 First we prove Theorem (and therefore also Theo-
rem [1.6). By Theorem it suffices to show that

(11.14) H,Um,l - Nstrong,mHTV = 0(1) .

Let g, 7v1 denote the partitions selected at Step 1 in Algorithms [I] and [§] respectively. Given
m €1l let u;rtrong,m, an,l denote the measures fistrong,m ftm,1 conditioned on the events g =
7,1 = 7 respectively. By the proof of Claim [0.7] if 7 ~ 7, then

(11.15) [m,1 = pstrongm TV < Exllpm 1 — Béongm v + |70 — m1ll7v

The proof that ||wg — m1|7v = o(1) follows from (9.19), which hold equally well in
this context. Let V:47 g, denote the measure associated to the random graph in Step 2 of
Algorithm [1] i.e. the union of two independent samples from G(A, qp), G(B,qo) where we
output the empty graph if the graph contains a triangle or has more than m edges. Note
that if 7 is strongly balanced, then

(1116) H/"L7rm71 - M;rtronanHTV < HVA,B:)\ - VA,B,)\HTV :

By Lemma 9.2} ||, — vgllrv = o(1) and

1
lvg — Vi pallry = iyq({G : |G| > m or G contains a triangle}) = o(1)
by Markov’s inequality and a union bound. We conclude that [[va gy — V4 g\ ll7v = o(1)
and so (|11.16) and (11.15)) give (11.14). This concludes the proof of Theorem and hence
also Theorem The proof of Theorem follows the same lines. O

Finally, we prove the structural results of Theorems Any structural
result that just involves defect edges will follow immediately from the corresponding result

in Section {2/ on G(n,p) since Theorem shows that for the choice of A = A(m) the
distribution of defect edges in p) and pu,, coincide up to o(1) total variation distance. For
structural results involving crossing edges, we note that the relevant property of crossing
edges, namely the expansion property captured in Lemma holds whp in pu, as well.
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Proof of Theorems[1.8,[1.9. The proof of Theorem[1.§|is the same as the proof of Theorem [2.2]
where now we apply Lemma [I1.5]in place of Lemmas [5.3] and [5.4]

The proof of Theorem [I.9] is the same as the proof of Theorem where we apply
Lemma [11.5|in place of Lemma ]

Proof of Theorems and[1.17]} These theorems only concern properties of the defect edges
and so follow from Theorem 2.5 and Theorem 2.6l O

12. THE FIRST APPROXIMATION

In this section we prove Proposition The proof will follow a modification of the strategy
of [6] specialized to triangle-free graphs.

Recall that we call a partition (A, B) of the set [n] weakly balanced if ||A| — |B|| < n/10.
Moreover, we call a cut (A, B) of a graph G dominating if

dg(v,B) > dg(v, A) for allv e A,
and similarly with A, B swapped.

Recall that o = 1/(96€?). Before we proceed, we fix some constants that obey the following
chain of dependencies:

1 1
(12.1) Skl <i<p<a.

Here we use the < notation informally. For concreteness, we note that the following choices
suffice: [ satisfies Blog(e/B) = a/11 and 0 = ¢ 1098 7+ = (6/10)%, 608 log(e/d) = 7. We
then choose C = C(¢) as in Theorem Finally we pick w = max{/a/(40),208~2/3,50C}.
Throughout this section we assume

| \/

"o

and set £ = L(n,\) (as defined at . We begin with a proof of Proposition [3.4] which
states that Z(\) ~ Z(L, ), and ||uy — =o(1).

Proof of Proposition [3.4. We first aim to show that the dominant contribution to Z(\) comes
from graphs G € T such that |G| is within a constant factor of An?. We will then use
Theorem to conclude that almost all of these graphs belong to L.

We begin by noting the crude estimate
A 2
(12.2) Z(L,N) = (1 + N > exp {Q}

obtained by counting just the bipartite graphs with a fixed bipartition (A, B) such that
Al = [5] and |B| = | 5].
With this estimate in hand, let us account for the weight of all graphs having fewer than
A(3)/15 edges. Letting 77 = {G €T : |G| < \(3)/15}, we have

A(%)/15 A(%)/15

o< 5 (@ E (o)

Jj= Jj=0
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The largest term in the above sum is at j = )\(g) /15 and so the RHS is at most
n? - (15e)M2)/15 < exp{0.124 - An?} .

Using (12.2)), we get
Z(Ti,\) < exp {—0.01An>} - Z(L, \).

Now let us estimate the weight from all graphs with many edges. Let 7o = {G € T : |G| >
3X(5)}. We have

e £ (e ()

237(3) 3237(5)
The largest term in the above sum is at j = 3)\(7;) and so the RHS is at most
n? - (e/3)22) = 0(1).

Now let L£(t) denote the set of all G € T with ¢ edges that admit a weakly balanced, dominat-
ing cut of size at least (1 — §)t. Since w > 50C we have A(3)/15 > Cn3/2. By Theorem (3.3
we have that if ¢ > A\(3) /15, then [T (n,t)| ~ |L(t)|. Moreover, if ¢ < 3A(5), then 0t < 20An
so that £(t) C L. It follows that

3A(3) 3A(3)
ZM)=1+o0(1) Y TN =(1+o(1) D |LHN < (1+0(1)Z(L,N).
t=X(})/15 t=X(%)/15
Since also Z(L£,\) < Z(X), we have Z(\) ~ Z(L, ) as desired. To conclude the proof note

that
G|
[px = peallry = > pea(G) = pa(G) =) Zg\ﬁ, N <1 - Zéf;\;\)> =o(1).
]

G A (G)>pa(G) GeL

Henceforth we fix a weakly balanced partition (A, B) and let
Lap:={G e L: (A B)isa dominating cut of G with < 20An? defect edges} .
We can now state the main step toward the proof of Proposition Recall that ZX g(A) =
Z(TAparA)-
Lemma 12.1.

Z(Lap,\) = (1 +0 (e*ﬁ)) Z5 5\ .

We prove the lemma in two parts: first we show that Z(L£4 g, A) > (1 +0 (e_\/ﬁ>> Zy g\,

which we refer to as the ‘lower bound’ of Lemma [12.1]

Proof of the lower bound of Lemma[12.1, Let G ~ p% p,. Suppose that G € Ty'p \\La B
Since A(G4UGR) < a/A, the number of defect edges of G wrt (A, B) is at most na/(2)\) <
20An? (since w? > «/(46)). Since G ¢ L4 p we conclude that (A, B) is not a dominating cut
of G. We may therefore assume wlog that there exists v € A such that

dg(v,B) < dg(v,A) < a/X < In/30.
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We conclude that G is not an (A, B)-A-expander (see Definition [5.2)). It follows from
Lemma [5.3] that
P(G e mB,)\\ﬁA,B) < e_An/%,
or in other words
Z(TXpA\LaB,\) = e/ ZA (A
The result follows. O

12.1. The upper bound of Lemma Before we proceed let us set up some notation.
Recall that
D=D}p)=1{(Ga,Gp):GETyp\}-
For FF € D, let
T(F)=TapF)={GeT:G4UGp="F}.

Tipa= U T<F>

FeD

In particular

Let 7 DO D denote the set of all graphs F C (‘3) U (123) such that |F| < 26An2. Given
F e F, let
LF)=Lap(F)={Ge€Lyp:GaUGp=TF}.
Let D = %.

Given a graph F' C (‘g) U (]23),

e Let U(F) be some (arbitrarily chosen) edge-maximal subgraph of F' (on the same
vertex set as F') with maximum degree at most D.

o Let X(F') be the set of all v whose degree in U(F') is D.

e Let H(F) C X(F') denote the set of vertices v in X (F') whose degree in F' is at least
BAn.

e Let T'(F') denote the graph F' with all edges incident to X (F') removed.

We note that SAn is significantly larger than D and so we think of vertices in H(F’) as vertices
of ‘high degree’. Note also that if {u,v} is an edge of T'(F), then the degrees of both u and
v in U(F) are less than D, otherwise one of u,v would belong to X. By edge maximality of
U(F), we then have {u,v} € U(F') and so

(12.3) T(F) CU(F)eD.

It will also be useful to note that by the above definitions we have
(12.4) U(F)| = [T(F)| + | X (F)|D/2,

and

(12.5) |F| > |H(F)|-8An/2.

Now, for an integer t, let F; be the subfamily of F consisting of graphs with exactly t
edges. Let T' € D be a fixed graph with at most ¢ edges. For integers x and h, let F;(T, x, h)
be the set of F' € F; such that there exists sets H, X C [n] with |H| = h,|X| =z and H C X
such that:

(1) Deleting all edges incident to X from F' results in the graph T'.

"Recall that we identify the pair (Ga, Gg) with the graph G4 U Gp.
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(2) degp(v) < BAn for every v € X\H.

Moreover let F/(T,z,h) be the set of FF € F such that T(F) = T, |X(F)| = u,
|H(F)| = h. We note that F{(T,z,h) C F(T,z,h) and that for any F € F;, we have
F e F(T(F), | X(F)|,[H(F)).

Lemma 12.2. For T € D and non-negative integers t,z and h,

(12.6) N|Fy(T, @, h)| < ATl D/10g2Anh

Proof. We prove the lemma by induction on z. For the base case suppose that z = 0. Then
if € F(T,x,h) we must have FF =T and ¢t = |T'| by item (1) in the definition of F;(T', x, h)
and so |F(T,z,h)| <1 and is easily seen to hold.

Assume now that z > 1. Given F' € Fy(T,z,h), we fix X and H as in the definition of
Fi(T, x,h) and pick an arbitrary v € X. Let d = degp(v) and let F’ denote the graph F with
all edges incident to v deleted. Note that F’ lies in F;_g(T,z — 1,h) U Fp—q(T,z — 1,h — 1).
Moreover, if d > SAn then we must have that v € H and so F' € F;_4(T,x — 1,h —1). Tt
follows that

(12.7) M| F(T,z, h)|
BAn

<Z <>)\d A Fy_ (T, |+Z <>)\d AU F_g(T,z — 1,h — 1)].
Note that
BAn BAn 1
Z” n A\ < 2 € < n2eBlogle/BMn o 2 w2D/10
d=0 d ; 'B - a 2 ,

since flog(e/) < a/11. Note also that

. 1
Zn( >)\d—n +A)" 52"/\.

d=0
The lemma now follows from and the inductive hypothesis. O

Recall that for a graph F' C (’3) U (]23), we write Fo to denote Fy O Fp.

Lemma 12.3. For T € D, non-negative integers t,z and h and F € F/(T,x,h) we have
Zp, < Zp .e—an/\Z/lo'

Proof. Recall that we let U = U(F') denote an edge-maximal subgraph of F' with maximum

degree at most D. Since U C F' we trivially have that

(12.8) Zr, < Zyg.-

Now, since U has maximum degree D, Ug has maximum degree at most 2D. Moreover,
A < 1/(8eD) (since a = 1/(96¢%)) and so we may apply Lemma [4.1 and cluster expand

log Zys(\) = Y (M)A
FEC(UD)
Now, by the definition of F/(T,z, h) we have T = T'(F') and so by (12.3]) we have Ty C Up.
We may therefore cluster expand log Z7,, similarly. Letting

C'= C(Un)\C(Tt)
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we deduce that

log Zuyy, —log Zrp = Y d(D)AT = —(|Un| = TN+ > o(D)ATL
rec’ rec’:|I>3

First we note that by ((12.4)),
\U| > |T|+zD/2,

and so

D . xDn
\Un| = |Tw| > Tmln{a,b} > 5

since A, B is weakly balanced. Now, if I' € C’ then " must contain a vertex of (u,w) €
V(Up) = A x B such that either u € X or w € X. Since there are at most xn such vertices

we have by Lemma EL

> M < an - (26 DA < 2nDX?/10
rec’:|T|>3
where for the final inequality we recalled that o = DA = 1/(96e3). We conclude, using (12.8),
that
log(Zrs / Z1y) < 108(Zug [ Zr1) < —xDnA? /10,

completing the proof. O

12.1.1. The low-degree case. Let
FrL={F:F € F/|(T,z,h) for some t,z,h >0 and T € D where h < ax/16 and = > 1}

and let
L, ={G:G e L(F) for some F € Fr}.

Lemma 12.4.
Z(Lp,\) < e 2V Z% p(N).

Proof. By the definition of F1, we have

Z(Lp, )= > Az <> Y > Nzp

FeFp, TeD t,x,h: FeF|(T,x,h)
z>1,h<azx/16

< Z Z Z )\tZTD . eszn)\Q/lS

TeD t,x,h: FeFi(T,x,h)
z>1,h<az/16

< Z /\\T|ZTD Z ewa2/1062)\nhe—a:Dn)\2/3 :

TeD t.a,h:
z>1,h<az/16

where for the second inequality we used Lemma and for the final inequality we used
Lemma Finally we note that

2 _ 2 _ _
§ : eme /1062)\nh€ xDn\?/3 < § e zawy/n/8 <e 2v/n
t,x,h: t,x,h:

x>1,h<ax/16 z>1,h<az/16

8applied with £ =3, [S| =1, A= D = ¢, noting that A\ < ﬁ since a = ﬁ.
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and
> A Zr, =73 (V)
TeD
completing the lemma. O

12.1.2. The high-degree case. Let
Fyu={FeF:FeF(T,zh)for someT €D and t,z,h > 0 where h > az/16},

and let
Ly ={G:G e L(F) for some F € Fp}.
Let G € Ly, and recall that (A, B) is a dominating vertex partition for G. We begin with
the following observation. Fix F' € Fp such that G € L(F). Since G is a dominating cut, if
v € A satisfies degp(v) = degq (v, A) > d for some d, then we must have deg (v, B) > d also.
Let
Bg(v) = (Na(v) N A) x (Ng(v) N B), and Bg= |J Ba(v).
veV(G)

Since G is triangle-free, G cannot contain any edge from the ‘blocked’ set Bg.

Let
BAn
==
We borrow the following lemma from [6] (see [6l Claim 7.6]). Since our notation is a little
different, we include the short proof for completeness.

Lemma 12.5. Let F € F[(T,x,h). There is a subset H'(F) C H(F) such that H C C
where C € {A, B},

D*

o=k 5],

and
degp(v,C\H') > D* for every v e H'.

Proof. Since F has h vertices of degree at least SAn, we may assume wlog that A contains at
least h/2 such vertices. A can then be partitioned into two sets A1, A2 so that degp(v, Ay) >
degp (v, Ag) for each v € Ag and degp(v, A2) > degp (v, A1) for each v € Ay (e.g. by taking
(A1, A2) to be a max cut in F[A]). Either A; or Ay contains a set A’ of at least h/4 vertices
with degree at least BAn in F. Let H' be an arbitrary k-element subset of A’. U

Now, for each F' € F/(T,xz,h), we pick an arbitrary H'(F) as in the above lemma. Next,
given a graph G € L(F), for every v € H'(F), let Wa(v), Wg(v) be a canonically chosen
D*-element subset of Ng(v) N A, Na(v) N B respectively. Given such choice, consider the
graph By, = B’ defined by

(12.9) B = ] Wa(v) x Wa(v).
veH'
Note that B’ C Bg.
First, we take care of the case when |B’| > 7 - ab where 7 is as in (12.1]). Let

LYy ={Ge€Ly: By >7-ab} .
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Lemma 12.6.
Z(LYN) < eV 2% p(N).

Proof. Fix t,h > 0. We first bound the contribution to the sum from those G belonging to
the set

Qun=1{G € LY : there exists F, T,z s.t. F € F/(T,x,h),G € L(F)}.

We do so by first choosing the vertices of H'(F') (given by Lemma [12.5) and then choosing
the neighbourhoods Wy (v), Wg(v) for each v € H'(F) in such a way that |[B'| > Tab (with
B’ as defined at (12.9))). Note that there are at most

(()() <)

choices for these vertex sets where k = [h/4]|. We note that in this process, we we fix 2kD*
edges of G, kD* of which are defect edges (i.e. they belong to G4 U Gp). The remaining
t' :=t — kD* defect edges can then be chosen in at most (@2) possible ways. We then note
that there are ab — |B'| < (1 — 7)ab available edges to include from A x B. It follows that

Ef T . ok (7 v (1—7)ab
Z(QunN) < (. ) (0, )N

en\\ 227 fen?2\" M
n” <2D*> ( - > (14 A)(-7)ab

e kD* en2\ 36 An2 —kD*
< nk <> <> (1 + )\)(I—T)ab’

IN

I6] 30An2 — kD*

where for the final inequality we used that if G € Q; C £, then we must have ¢ < 26An? by
the definition of £ so we certainly have ¢’ < 36An? — kD*. On the other hand by (12.5) we
have 26\n2 >t > hD* > kD* and so 36\n? — kD* > § n?. We conclude that

kD* 2 L

pfe € 39An?—kD (1—r)ab
= (1+N)%exp {klogn —log(B8/6)kD* + 38 log(e/8)An? — Tablog(1 + AN}
< (14N exp {—Tn2)\/20}

where for the final inequality we used that § < 3/4, D* > logn, ab > n?/5, log(1 + ) > A\/2
and 7 > 60 log(e/0).

Summing over all possible values of t and h we conclude that
Z(LY,N) <031+ A)Pexp {—n?\/20} .
The proof is completed by observing that Z} 5(A) > (1 + A)ab, O
We consider two further cases depending on the size of By,. Let

(D*)?
16

Ll = {G € Ly :|H(G)| < |Bg| < Tab} )

and

L3 =G¢cLy: |B i (Dr)*
4= i |Bg| < min § Tab, |H(G)| T ,
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and note that Ly = E% U E}q U E%{.

Lemma 12.7.
Z(Ly ) < e 2V Z g(N).

Proof. In order to construct a graph G € E}{, we first fix T € D and h, z,t > 0 and construct
a graph G € LY, N L(F) where F € F/(T,z,h). As in the proof of Lemma we first
choose the set H'(F) of k vertices from either A or B and for each v € H' choose the sets
Wa(v), Wg(v) of size D* each. The number of ways to choose these sets is at most

(()() <)

After these are fixed, we choose the remaining ¢ — kD* — |T| edges of F. Let F’ denote
the graph formed by taking the union of T and these ¢t — kD* — |T'| edges and note that
F' e Fi_kD* (T, X, h)
We then choose the remaining edges of G from A x B. Suppose without loss of generality
that H' C A. Let
0= [J ({v} x Ws(v) CAx B,

veH'

and recall that
B =) Wav) x Wa(v)) .
veH'

Choosing the remaining edges of G from A x B amounts to choosing an independent set in
the subgraph of F obtained by deleting the vertices of

X =B UOUNg(0).

Indeed, we have already forced the elements of O to be in G and the elements of B’ are
blocked, hence not in G. Letting T’ denote the subgraph of Ty obtained by deleting the
vertices of X we have T" C F/; and so

Zpr(N) < Zpi(A) -

We now compare Z7, and Zr via cluster expansion. Note that since 7" has maximum degree
D, T has maximum degree at most 2D. Letting

C'=C(Ip)\C(T"),

we have

log Zr, —log Zpr = 3 o(MAT = XA+ Y o)Al
rec’ rec’|r|>2

Note that if I" € C’ then v € I for some v € X. It follows by Lemma that

> @MAT < (26)?|X[DA?.
rec’:|I'1>2
We conclude that ,
—| XA —h\(D*
ZT[’:'/ZTD <e |X[A/2 <e (D*)?/32

where we used that o = D)\ = 1/(96¢3) for the first inequaltiy and X D B', |B'| > h(D*)?/16
for the second.

9applied with k=2, |S|=1, A=2D = QT“, noting that A < 461A since o = ﬁ.
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Putting everything together we have

k
Z(LY,\) Z Z (QD*) \2D*k Z )\tka*ZTDefh/\(D*)Q/ZiQ

TeD t x, h>0 FE]:tfktD* (T,Ilf,h)
h>o¢;r/16'

By Lemma [122]
)\t—kD*|]_-t_kD*(T7$,h)| < >\|T\€xw2D/1oe2)\nh < ATl gdhAn
since that h > ax/16. Note also that
k A\ 207k
(12.10) ok <2g*> Dk < i (;g*) < eBlog(e/Hhrn/Athlogn < hwn
since flog(e/) < 3 and logn < An/4.
It follows that

Z(Ly,N) < > Nz, Y™ exp{5hAn — hA(D*)?/32}

TeD t,x,h>0:
h>ax/16
< Zp(\) Y exp{—hB%w*/n/150}
tvxthO:
h>ax/16

< e VIR 7 (V)

Finally we bound the contribution from E%I.

Lemma 12.8.
Z(L3N) < e 2V ZY 5(N).

The idea will be that for a random choice of the sets W4 (v), Wg(v), the resulting set 5’
*)2
is typically a constant factor larger than |H(G)| ([16) . This is a consequence of the following
lemma which is a special case of [6, Lemma 3.6]

Lemma 12.9. Suppose that B C A x B satisfies
|B| < Tab
and that W4 C A,Wg C B are independent uniformly chosen subsets of size D*. Then
1 .
P (15007 x Wil > (0)?) <07,
where 0 = 107Y/8.

We record the following corollary.

Corollary 12.10. For each i € {1,...,k}, choose subsets Wi C A, W& C B of size D*
independently and uniformly at random. Let

k
B:=JwWixWw;.
=1
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Then

*\2
P <|B| < min {Tab, k(li ) }) < 2kgkD" /2.

Proof. For ¢ € {1,...,k}, let

¢
By = U WA X Wé s
i=1
so in particular B = Bj,. We say index ¢ is useful if

[Bey 0 (W < WE)| < 5 (D"

N

or in other words )

[Bel = 1Bea| = 5 (D7)*
If at least half of the indices ¢ € {1,...,k} are useful then

k (D*)2
> —- .
1Bl = 2 2

It follows that if |B| < k(D*)?/4, then at most half of the indices ¢ € {1,...,k} are useful.
Let £ denote the event that < k/2 indices ¢ € {1,...,k} are useful and that |B| < Tab. It
suffices to bound P(E). For I C [k], let Qr denote the event that all the indices in I are not
useful. By a union bound, we then have

(12.11) PE)< Y P(QrN{|B| < rab}).

IC[k]:

[I|>k/2
Fix I = {i1,...,i;} C [k] and ¢ € [j]. Note that for any realisation of B;,—; such that
|Bi,—1| < Tab, the probability that index i, is not useful is at most #" by Lemma It
follows that

P(Q; N {|B| < Tab}) < oIF1P”
and so by ,
P(&) < 2kgFP7/2
O
Proof of Lemma[I2.8 As in the proof of Lemma in order to construct a graph G € L%,
we first fix T € D and h,z,t > 0 and construct a graph G € L3, NL(F) where F € F/(T,z,h).

First choose the set H'(F) of k vertices (there are < n* choices for these) and for each
v € H'(F) choose the sets W4 (v), Wg(v) of size D* each in such a way that

(D*)?
16

U Waw) x Wa(v)

veEH’
By Corollary [12.10, the number of ways to choose sets Wa(v), Wg(v) for each v € H'(F) is

at most
a b g okgD*k/2 < n k2k9D*k/2
D* )\ D* — \2D* '

After these are fixed, we choose the remaining ¢t — kD* — |T'| edges of F. Let F’ denote
the graph formed by taking the union of 7" and these ¢t — kD* — |T'| edges and note that

<h
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F' C Fi_kp+(T,z,h). We then choose the remaining edges of G from A x B. We conclude
that

k
Z(EZ ,)\) < Z Z nk <2-7;*) 2k9D*k/2)\2D*k Z )\tka*ZFD )

TeD t,x,h>0: FeF,_p*(T,x,h)
h>ax/16

Now, by Lemma and the bounds Zr, < Z7 and h > ax/16 we have

Z )\t—kD ZFD < )\\T|ZTD €4h)\n ]
FeF;_yp*(T\x;h)

Moreover, bounding as in ((12.10]) we have
k
nk< " ) kgD k/2\2D"F < exp {log(2n)k + Blog(e/B)Ank — log(1/0)SAnk 4}

2D*
< exp {—log(1/0)BAnk/5}
S 6—5’7)\71

where for the second inequality we used k > h/4 and 6 = e~100/8 Tt follows that

25 N) < 3 A Zn, 3 exp{=han} < e VM2 2y (). -
TeD t,z,h>0:
h>ax/16

We have now collected all the necessary ingredients to complete the proof of Lemma [12.1

Proof of the upper bound of Lemma[12.4l Let G € L p\T}'p , so that A(G4UGE) > a/A.
Let F = G4UGpR. Recall that U(F) is an edge-maximal subgraph of F' with maximum degree
at most D, and X (F) is the set of all vertices whose degree in U(F) is D. Since A(F) > D,
we must then have | X (F)| > 1, else we could add an edge to U(F') without violating the
degree bound, contradicting the maximality of U(F). It follows that F' € F;(T, z, h) for some
T €D and t,z,h where x > 1. We therefore have that F' € Fp U Fpg i.e.

La\TApaCLLULy =LLULYy UL, ULY.
By Lemmas [12.4] [12.6] [12.7], and [12.8],
Z(Las\TX AN < Z(LL,N) + Z(L9,N) + Z(Liy, \) + Z(L3, A) < e V"2 5(N) -
The result follows. U

12.2. Proof of Proposition The fact that a graph G drawn according to fiweak » has
a unique weakly balanced max cut whose defect graph has maximum degree at most a/\
follows immediately from Lemma, [5.1

We first prove
(12.12) Z(L,N) = (1 +0 (e*\/ﬁ)) Zear(V) -
First observe that by Lemma [12.1

ZiLnN< Y. Z(ﬁA,B,A):<1+O(e—ﬁ)) S Zis0.
(A,B)€llyeak (A,B)€Ilyeax
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Let Ua,p,x denote the set of all G € T such that A(Ga UGp) < a/X and (A, B) is the
unique max cut of G. By Lemma [5.1

Z(TXpaNUanaN) = (140 (V7)) ZY (0.

We note that if G € T}'p \ N Ua g, then (A4, B) is a dominating cut for G (since (4, B) is
a max cut) and |G4 UGg| < n-a/(2\) < 26An? and so G € £. By Lemma we also
know that G ¢ T}/ 5, , for all weakly balanced partitions (A’, B') distinct from (A, B). We
conclude that o

2Ln = Y Z(TXB,AmUA,B,A,A):(1+o(e—ﬁ)) S Zis0.

(AvB)EHWeak (AzB)GHWeak

The estimate (|12.12)) follows.

To conclude the proof, note that

H,UJ,C,)\ — NweakA”TV = Z ,uweak,)\(G) - :LLLZ,)\(G)
G prweat, A (G)> e A (G)
)\|G| )\\G|
= Z Cweak,)\(G) - loec
G fiweax, A (G)>pc A (G) ZWGak()\) Z(E’ /\)
/\\G\ )\|G‘
< Mweak,)\(cweak,k(G) > 1) + Mweak,k(G ¢ ‘C) + Z ‘Z ()\) - Z(E >\)
GEL:Cyear, A (G)=1 weal 7
o) vn A 1 14+0 v
< —vn - v
<o(e)+ X gomh-(ro()

GEL:Cweak, A (G)=1
<O (e_\/ﬁ) .

For the first inequality we used Lemma and for the second inequality we used ((12.12]).
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APPENDIX A. PINNED CLUSTER EXPANSIONS

Given a graph H, let T (H) denote the set of labelled spanning trees of H. Moreover we let
T}, denote the set of all labelled trees on vertex set {1,...,k}. The following is the tree—graph
bound of Penrose. See [21] Section 4] for a detailed discussion.

Lemma A.1 ([48]). Given a graph H,

> (~D < |T(H)].

ACE(H)
spanning, connected

With this we prove Lemma

Proof of Lemma[{.1 Fix k > |S|. We will show that

(A1) S [6(0)] < eFRIS2(A 4 1)k 19T

I:TDS,
IT|=k

Given a cluster I' of size k, we identify the vertex set of Hp with {1,...,k}. By Lemma
we have

1
2 : = § : E (=)l
r:Ios, r:ros, ACE(Hr)

IT|=k |T'|=Fk |spanning, connected

Sl, Z Z Lrer(my)

oS, TeTy
T'|=k

T Z Z lreray) -

TET), I:I'DS,
IT|=F

Fix T € T,. We will construct a cluster I" such that |I'| = k, S CI" and T € T'(Hr) iteratively
as follows. First we select one of the (|]§|)|S |! ways to place the elements of S in the tuple

(A.2)

I'. Now suppose we have filled coordinates i1, ...,4; of I' with vertices v;,,...,v;; € V(G)
respectively (where j > |S]|). There exists r € [k]\{i1,...,7;} such that r is adjacent to one
of {i1,...,7;} in the graph T. Without loss of generality assume it is ;. We then must
select v, € V(G) such that either v, = v;, or v, is adjacent to v;, in G and place it in the
rth coordinate of I'. There are at most A 4 1 choices for such a v, in V(G). Continuing
iteratively we see that

Z ]'TET(HF) < <’S|>|S||(A+ )k_|S| .

I:ros,
T|=k

By Cayley’s formula |T;| = £*~2 and so we conclude from
S 16001 < k(g JISIA + 18T < b2 A 4 1)k

IS,
D=k
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where for the final inequality we used that k! > (k/e)* for all k£ > 1. This establishes (A.1]).
Recalling that Apax := max,cy () |A(v)], we conclude that

3 Tl [T A@)| < (A +1)7 18IS 55724 (A + 1))’ = O (Ak ISIA';;M) :

I:roS, vel’ >k
INE

where for the final inequality we used that Amax < 1/(4eA) < 1/(2e(A + 1)). Finally if
|S| € {1,2} then we may use the explicit upper bound

> o) [ A@)] < 2e(A + )R IBINE < (2e)PARISINE O
I:I'DS, vel
T[>k

Proof of Corollary[10.8 The proof is the same as that of (4.2) in Corollary with some
additional calculations that we detail now. Recall that C denotes the set of non-constant
clusters of G of size k. Since G is triangle-free we have

Cy = {(v1,v2,v3,v4) : G[{v1,v2,v3,v4}] = Ka, Py, P3,S3 or Cy}.

If T' = (v1,v2,v3,v4) € Cjy such that {vy,va,v3,v4} = {u,v} for some edge {u,v} of G, then
either

(i) T has two coordinates equal to u and two coordinates equal to v.
(ii) T has one coordinate equal to u and three coordinates equal to v or vice versa.

In either case Hr = Ky, a clique on 4 vertices and so ¢(I') = —1/4. There are (;1)|G|
clusters of the type in case and there are 2 - 4|G| clusters of the type in case and so
14|G| clusters of type [(i) and in total.

If T = (v1,v2,v3,v4) € Cj such that {vy,va,v3,v4} = {u,v,w} for some {u,v,w} where
G{u,v,w}] = P> and v has degree 2 in G[{u, v, w}] then either

(i) T has two coordinates equal to v.
(ii) T has two coordinates equal to u or two coordinates equal to w.

In case Hr is isomorphic to the unique graph on 4 vertices and 5 edges (a cycle of length
4 with a chord) and so ¢(I') = —1/6. In case Hr is isomorphic to a triangle with a
pendant edge and so ¢(I') = —1/12. There are 2 - (;1) P5(G) clusters of the type in case
and there are 2 -2 - (;1) P5(G) clusters of the type in case m

If T’ = (v1,v2,v3,v4) € Cj such that G[{v1,va,v3,v4}] = P3 then Hp = P3, ¢(I") = —1/4!
and there are 4! - Pi*(@G) such clusters, where Pi"d(G) denotes the number of induced copies
of Py in G.

If T = (v1,v2,v3,v4) € Cj such that G[{v1, va, v3,v4}] = S5 then Hp = P3, ¢(I') = —1/4!
and there are 4! - S3(G) such clusters.

Finally if I' = (v1, v2,v3,v4) € C} such that G[{v1,va,vs3,v4}] = C4 then Hp = Cy, ¢(T') =
—1/8 and there are 4! - C4(G) such clusters.

0Note that ¢(I) = Fll!(—l)erlTHp (1,0) where Tg is the Tutte polynomial of a graph G.
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Putting everything together, we conclude that
> G = X1 (PP(G) + S3(G) + 3C1(G) + APy(G) + TG /2)
rec)
The corollary follows by noting that
PG = P3(G) — 4C4(G)

since G is triangle-free. O

Proof of Lemma[10.9. Given graphs Fy, F; we say that H C Fy O F; is a transversal subgraph
if H is connected and for all u € V(F}), there exists w € V(Fy) such that (u,w) € V(H) and
for all v € V(Fy), there exists w € V(F}) such that (w,v) € V(H). In other words, viewing
V(Fy O Fy) = V(Fy) x V(F3) as a grid, the vertex set of H hits every row and every column
of the grid.

Given a graph H, we let H*(F; O F») denote the number of transversal copies of H in
Fiy O F5 and let

X(H) = {(F1, Fy) : F; O F, contains a transversal copy of H}.

Since every copy of H in S O 7T may be uniquely identified with a transversal subgraph of
Fy O Fy for some copy of Fy in S and F» in T', we have the relation

HSOT)= )  FR(SRIH(FOR).
(F1,F2)eX(H)

The lemma now follows by noting the following (we let - denote the graph consisting of a
single vertex) :

X(P3) = {(Ps,), (-, P3), (P2, K3), (K2, P»), (K2, K2)},
X(S3) = {(S3,+), (+, 53), (P2, K2), (K2, P2) }
X(Cy) ={(C4,°), (-, Cu), (K2, K2)} .
Moreover, H*(H O +) = 1 for all H and

PP OKy) =6, PiKsOKs) =4, Si(PrOKy) =2 CilK:OKy)=1. 0O

APPENDIX B. QUASIRANDOMNESS FOR THE HARD-CORE MODEL

Proof of Lemma[[.3 Let t € R and define A¢ : V(G) — R by setting A¢(v) = Xe! for v € U
and A¢(v) = A for v € U®. Let I be a random sample from the hard-core model on G at
activity A and note that we can write the moment-generating function of [IN U]

0 [etuan =S Al i) _ ZaXe) -
1 e 26N Za(X)

Suppose now that ¢+ < 1. Since A < 1/(16e2A), we have that A\;(v) < 1/(16eA) for all
v € V(G) and so we may analyze the ratio Zg(A¢)/Za(A) via the cluster expansion (and in
particular apply Lemma m Indeed we have

log<ZG>\t> Z¢ ) [T Act) Z¢ AT

rec(G vel’ rec(G@
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= > oM [[ M) = 3 amar

I~U vel’ I~U
GRS SETivY | YO RS SRRy
I~U,|T|>2 vel I'~U,T|>2

where we write I' ~ U to mean that I' contains at least one element of U. By Lemma (4.1
(applied with £ = 2 and S = {u} for each u € U and using the explicit bound of (4.1))) we
have

S oM x|+ D AT < (2)2AN (max{e* 1} + 1)|U]
I'~U,|T|>2 vel I'~U,|T|>2

< ~(max{e* 1} +1)|U|X,

e e

where for the last inequality we used that A < 1/(16e2A). It follows that

1
(B.1) E {et‘mU‘] < exp { <et -1+ Z(max{e%, 1} + 1)) \U|)\} .
By (B.1) with t = 1 and Markov’s inequality, we then have
P(INU|>5|UN) =P (e\ImU\ > e5|U|A> <E (e\ImU|> e~SIUIN < oIUIA

Similarly, by (B.1)) with ¢ = —log(10) we have

~—

P(INU| < |U|A/10)

_p (e—log(10)|IﬂU| > 6—10g(10)\U\A/10> <E (6_1og(1o)\1mU\) log(10)|UIN10 < —UN/S

APPENDIX C. LOCAL CENTRAL LiMIT THEOREM FOR THE HARD-CORE MODEL

The proof of Propositionis similar to those for CLT’s and local CLT’s in [18}[32] 27, 33],
but here we allow for a growing sequence of maximum degree bounds and use Lemma in
a crucial way.

Proof of Proposition[{.4 The condition A\,A, — 0 ensures that the cluster expansion con-
verges and allows us to apply Lemma We will use the fact that the cumulants of X, can
be written as cluster expansions. This allows us to estimate the mean and variance of X,
and to prove a CLT (as in [32]). Let xx(X,) denote the kth cumulant of X,,. Then under
the stated conditions we have an expression for ki (X, ) as a convergent cluster expansion:

w(Xa) = 37 TG

r

In particular, using Lemma [4.1] we have for each fixed k > 1,
(C.1) i (Xn) = An 4+ O(nAN?) = An(1+ O(AA)) = Mn(1 +o(1)) .
Applying (C.1|) with k£ = 1,2 we obtain EX,, ~ An and var(X,,) ~ An. To prove a CLT for
X, let X, = (X, —EX,,)/+/var(X,,). We must show that for fixed k > 3, kx(X,,) — 0. Since

cumulants for k > 2 satisfy sy, (aX +b) = b¥k;(X), it is enough to show ry(X,) = o((An)¥/2).
This follows since kx(X,) ~ An and A\n — oo by assumption.
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Next let ¢x,(t) = Ee?X» denote the characteristic function of X,,. Then following the
proof of [33, Lemma 22] verbatim, we obtain

2

|px, (1) < exp |—(1+ 0(1))%)\71

With this estimate and the CLT for X,, from above, the local CLT follows exactly as in the
proof of [33, Theorem 20]. O

APPENDIX D. SUBGRAPH PROBABILITIES IN DEFECT DISTRIBUTIONS

In this section we prove Claims and from Section

Proof of Claim[10.5 Recall that
§(S,T) = N3 (bPy(S) + aPo(T) + 4|S|up + 4|T|pua + 46st) .
One easily verifies that j is (nA\?/(6a))-local and so by Lemma
(D.1) P(FCG)=(1+0 (n2A2A6)) BV =5 ()] (o Fal (g ) FBl
where H = G\ F. We now estimate the expectation in the exponent.
JHUF) — j(H) =\ [bPy(Fa,Ha) + aP2(Fp, Hp) + 4(ua|Fg| + ps|Fal))
+4N0 [|[Fa|(Hp| — pp) + |Fp|(Ha| — pa) + |Fal| Fpl]

where we recall that Py(F4, Hy4) denotes the number of copies of Py in F4 UH 4 with at least
one edge in Fy4.

By Lemma [[3]
B = 1+ 0mANN G, ( (5) - 17al) = 1+ 0a¥ N (3).

since |F'| = O(1). Recalling that

o= (D) 1 otasty (2

we conclude that
E(Ha|) — pa = O(nAN® - qn?) .

Suppose now that {u,v} is an edge of F4. Each edge of H which is incident to either u
or v contributes one P, to the count Po(F4,Ha). Applying Lemma and summing these
contributions over the edges of F4 yields

E (Py(Fa, Ha)) = 2| Fal(1 + O(nAN))qa(a — O(1)) + Pa(Fa)
= 2|F4lqaa + Po(F4) + O(nAN - ng) .
It follows, noting pua = (1 + O(nAN3))gaa?/2, that
E(j(HUF) — j(H)) =2X*(b| Fa| + a|Fg|)(aga + bgp) + bA’ Pa(Fa) + aX’ Po(Fp)
+ O(n3ANq +nAZXY) .
The result follows from (D.I]), noting that n>AX%q + nA2X\* = O(n2A2)). O
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Proof of Claim[10.7 Let Hp denote the set of all graphs H C ( ) that are edge-disjoint from
Fand A(HUF) <A. Let H= G\F. For H C (%), we have

(D.2)

vl o, (H U F) (

—q
’ V // HUF
Y FICE Dy ( ZJCF(

P(FCG|H=H)=

)lFl 0 Py (F,H)
1HE'HF .
q

) OV Ps(J,H)

We note that

92w2

HOP(PH) — | | gy Py(F, H) + 0 Py(F, H)? + O(43A%).

Moreover the denominator in (D.2)) is equal to

" ]
) (1?‘ ) (1+0(AL ) = (1 - d2) "1+ O(wAg) = (1 + O Ag))(1 — ¢4) ™"
JCF A

since ;e yz0(qa/(1 — ¢ NI =0(q) and Py(J, H) = O(A) for J C F.
It follows that
92¢2

P(F C G| H = H) = (1+0(4*A%$Aq)) " (1 +oupy(F ) + Py ) >) Tuens

and so, since 1Aq = O(yY3A3),

(€ G) = 1+ 00 2} e [ (1 + 0vpait ) + R P ) e

92¢2

D3) =1+ 0ufaY)g" (E {1+9¢P2<H,F> Py(HL F) >] <P<H¢HF>>),

since 0y P,(H, F') = O(1).
We now turn to bounding P(H ¢ Hp). With a view to apply Lemma , first note that
1/9,, , may be identified with the measure 1/7{ Dy where 7 = (¢}, 0), and we recall that

_ {G c @) U (2) L AG) < A, |Gal, [Ga| < K} ,

and f : Dy — R is given by f(S) = 0Py(S). Recall from (1.7) that ¢ < nA® and so
f is (2nA3)-local. Moreover, r4 = ¢’y < 2g4. Now note that if A(HU F) > A then
A(H) > A —O(1) > A/2 which, by Lemma occurs with probability at most n2e=2/2,

We deduce that P(H ¢ Hr) = O(n?e A/2) = O(y*A3) and so returning to we have
92¢2
2

P(F C G) = (14 O?A%)" (1 + OYE(Py(H, F)) + E(PQ(H,F)2)> .

Finally we note that P,(H, F') = P»2(G, F). O



94 ON THE EVOLUTION OF STRUCTURE IN TRIANGLE-FREE GRAPHS

APPENDIX E. QUANTIFYING THE EFFECT OF UNBALANCED PARTITIONS

consider the expression in Lemma, to the same expression for a perfectly balanced par-
tition (i.e. the expression with all instances of a,b replaced by n/2). Suppose then than

a=n/2—k,b=n/2+k We have that k = o(n!/?*1/14) since A > 13,/ logn and (A, B)

n

In this section we prove Lemma Fixing (A, B) € Ilyoq,5, our strategy will be to

is A-moderately balanced. We consider the parameters g, ¢4, ¢}, 4 and compare them to
the expressions obtained by replacing a, b by n/2 that is qo, ¢1, g2, . It will be useful to first
record some estimates. Recall that

q ~ max{qa,qp} = o(n_13/14) .

We note also that
ga = 21+ 0(g)),
and so

(E.1) I — M1 4 0(9)).
q0

Similarly, letting
FO) = =22 42X3 —7a1/2,
we have
q/
(E.2) (T/f = /W1 1+ 0(g)).
Next we compare pig to p. First note that for ¢ € {2,3} we have

()

—(1+0/m) (1- %)E ,

(") n
and so by ,
(E.3)
pa _ (e oeonssoan

2k \ 3 3,2
— —(14+0 122 FA)k+2Xa(aga+bgp)—A"nqo
= e~ 0o (1-57)

With the exponent of the above expression in mind we note that by (E.1)

2 2 n2q0 2k 2 ~\2k n2q0 4k 2 4792

where for the second inequality we used that k/n = O(A?k) and A%k = o(1). Similarly
2 _ "0 o 47.2
2abgp — n*q0/2 = —= [Nk + OOk + )] .
Returning to (E.3|) we conclude that

2
©4) 00 N (1 ) O )
" n
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= (1+ O(q+ X*k?)) (1 _ 4:) o(F(N)—2ng0X)k

Next we compare ¢’y and ¢o. For this comparison it will be important not to incur a
(1 4+ O(g)) multiplicative error as we did above since such an error is non-negligible when
considering the expression (1 — q;’l)_(g) (see Claim below). Instead we compare ry :=
¢y/(1—=¢7%) and r = q2/(1 — ¢o2).

r
(E.5) = = exp {F(Vk + 4N (up — )} -
By the analogue of (E.3|) for up we have
4k
pB— = (n — (f(A) — 2ngoX*)k + O(q + A4k2)> :

Returning to (E.5) we conclude, that
4
%A = (1+0Nu(q+ N'E?)) exp { [f()\) +4X3p <n —fON) + anox”ﬂ k} .

The precise form of what appears in the exponent will not be important and so, noting that
p = 0(n?q), we write

(E.6) 2= (14 0N + g\ Tk?)) exp {g(n, Ak}
where we simply record that g(n, \) = O(\?). In particular, we have
1
(B.7) = (14 O(g + P\ TR)) exp {g(n, M)k}
2

but we reiterate that it will be important to have the added accuracy of the estimate ([E.6)).

With these estimates in hand, we return to the expression in Lemma [10.3]
Claim E.1.
(1= 5D - )~ ~ (1 - 2) () exp {O(n2gA'h?)}
Proof. First note that
®8)  (1-d) Da-ap) =1 +r)Dtrpl)

~ew{a-rai (5) + oo -rb(5) } -
By (E-0), letting g = g(n, \),

T‘(“n(/%)) = (1 + O(n%®\3 + n2q\ k%)) ek <1 . %) (1 _ 2 >
AN

2k 2k
= (14 O0(n%¢®X\3 + k2 /n?))es* (1 - — - ) .
We conclude from the analogous expression for B (obtained by replacing k by —k) that

TA((QZ)""TB(S) _ 2 243 472
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since the terms that are linear in k cancel. Similarly

ra(s) +TJ28(12)) — 2+ 022\ + \k2)
() ' |
Returning to we then have

a 2
(1—q4) "G )6 ~ exp {2<r —r?/2) (”g ) +OmARN + n2qxik2>} .
The claim follows by noting that n*¢3\3 = o(1). O
Claim E.2.

1 1 4
exp {2)\3a3bq;§2 + 2)\3b3aq%2} ~ exp {)\3 (g) (1 + Xn2qy) + O(an)\4k2)} .

Proof. By (E.7)) we have

a’ bq;’f

1
(3) @
By the analogous expression with A, B swapped (thus replacing k with —k) and recalling
that g(n, \) = O(A\?), we conclude that

20°bg + 3V aqi
1
(3)" @
Noting that A\3n*¢3 = o(1) and n*g>\"k? = O(n%g\*k?) we conclude that
1 1 4
exp {2/\3a3bq;'12 + 2)\Sb3aq§§2} ~ exp {)\3 (g) q% + O(nzq)\4k2)} .
The claim follows by noting that

2 (5) 6 =2 (5) e o)
A3 (g>4 (1 +8\%u) + o(1)

nA 4
X (5) a1+ Xntg0) +o(1).

4
= (14 O(q + \*&?)) <1 - :) 29Nk

=1+ 0(q+ \K?).

Claim E.3.

n4
exp {—4)\3,%4#3} ~ exp {—)\3 <§) (1 +2X3n2q) + O(n2q)\4k:2)} .

Proof. By (E4)

“2’;3 = (1+0(q+ X'?)).
Since A3u%q = o(1) (since u = O(n?q)) and A" p?k? = O(n?g\*k?) we conclude that
exp { —4ANpapp} ~ exp {—4X* 1 + O(n®g\*k?)} .
Now,

4
w2 =30 (B) e 1 o)



ON THE EVOLUTION OF STRUCTURE IN TRIANGLE-FREE GRAPHS 97

n\ 4
—»® (5) (1 + 233n2g0) + o(1) .

By the previous two claims we have

1 1 4
exp {2)\3a3bqﬁ2 + §A3b3aqj§2 — 4)\3,uA,uB} ~ exp {—)\3 (g) a3 - Nn2q + O(an)\4k2)}
1
~ exp {—16)\6n6qg’ + O(nzq)\4k2)}

Similar calculations show that if r1, 79, /1, ¢ € Z are fixed then

1 riply r2 b2 Lyry 01 472 2
20"V g qp + 30 A qgay 4,2
Gy = L0 X,
2

and so
163,22, 16322 Lig(n\5 o 2 1472
exp Zx\aqu—i—Z)\ban ~ exp 5)\ (§> g5 + O(n“g k%) ¢ .
3.6 4,23, 316,42 3 6 (M\6 3 2 472
exp iAaqu—Fi)\ban ~ exp < 3\ (§> g5+ O(n“g\*k*) » .
1 1 1 /n\3
exp {—6a3q534 —_ 6b3q3B} ~ exp {—3 (5) Q(:))’ —+ O(n2q)\4k2)} .
and

3
n\2 (1 /n\2 2 .
~ exp ¢ A* (f) - (*) % — = (ngo)® — 2(nqo)? | + O(n*g\'k?) ¢ .
2 4 \2 3
Putting everything together yields ((10.1)).

We now turn to (10.2). Suppose now that (A, B) € Tgyong S0 that k& < 10(nlogn)/2.
Let @' = (¢4,d%), let a4 = MA3b, yp = Ma and ¥ : D — R be such that ¥(S,7) =
YaP2(S) + ¥pPe(T). The measure V;IZ p is the measure associated to the random graph
G(A, ¢y, va) xG(B, ¢, ¥p). We first show that DKL(V$/7D | va,Bx) = o(1). Let (S,T) € D.
Recall that

1 2
exp {)\4ab <4aquqB — —(aga + qu)3 —2(aga + qu)2> }

S T
i\ _an |\ VAP (S)+1aP2(S)
1—-¢/4 1-q’4

ZXIE,,q,/,PDeiﬁAPﬂS) : Zg]EVq%YDelﬁAPQ(T)
where Z/f is as in (10.9) and ¢’y = (¢4, 0),¢% = (0,d}).
By (10.17)

vgr p(S,T) =

v (S, T)
log | 252277 ) — 403 up|S| + 4X3ua|T| — 403|S||T
g(yAvaA(S’TJ pBl|S| pal|T| |S||T|

+(P(STOT)+S3(50T) —Cu(STT) +4P (SO T))\!
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ZAB 1 haPa(S 1"
*loe <(1+)\)b> ~log (ZiEyy e ™ 24m,,

6¢AP2(T)> +0(1).

On the other hand, by (10.18)), (10.19)), Claim [10.10] and (10.10|) we have

1 02 ) =—4 - _2 _9
0g <(1 4 A)ab) A paps + Atab 4abQAQB 3((1(]A + bQB) (GQA + qu)

+ log (ZZ‘E,,Q,, D6¢AP2(S) . Z%Eyq” Ded)APz(T)> +0(1).
A B

vy, (S, T)
log (qDST = AN | S|+ AN3pa|T| — 4X3|S||T| — 4AN3 papp

+(P3(SOT)+S5(SOT)—Cy(SOT) + 4P (SO T))A\*

3
Calculating as in the proof of Claim [I0.10] we have

B, [(Ps(SOT)+S3(SOT) — Ca(SOT) +4P(SOT))A]

v
q

1 2
+ Xab <4abQAQB — Z(aga +bqp)® — 2(aga + bQB)2> +o(1).

1 2
— _\ab (4aquqB —gloaa+ bag)® — 2(aqa + qu)Q) +o(1).

Moreover, by an application of ([7.3]) of Lemma we have
B, [ANup|S| + 4N palT| = AN|S||T| = AN papp] = o(1).
q’,

It follows that

v
Vo (S, T)
Dxr(vgrp | vasp) = Eyj,, L log (le;/\(ST) =o(1).

Let vy 44 denote the measure associated to the random graph G(V,q,v) so that 1/;1’,,71) =
VA, wba X VB tbp- We note that
Dx1L(vgp | Vagew X VBgow) = DRL(Vaqp0a || VAgo) + DrL(VB g 005 | VBLa200) -

We now show that the RHS is o(1) thereby completing the proof. By symmetry it suffices to
show that Dkr(Va,gqpa | V4,0,0) = 0(1). Recall that 74 = ¢4/(1 - ¢}), 7 = ¢2/(1 — g2) and
a = Nb, 1 = A3n/2. Let

— Z PISl ¥ P2(S)

Za= Z Tf'ewAPQ(S) and

[1]

SCA:SeD SCA:SeD
Then
(E.9)
[S] 4 P2(S) =
rye =
DKL(VA,qQ’lﬂ/JA [ VA,qzﬂlﬂ) = EVA,qjg,wA log ( N ’ rsesz(S)>
=log(E/E4) + log(rA/r)IEl,qu,A’wA |S] + (a4 — @ZJ)EVAH%JL}APQ(S) .
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First we estimate log(Z/Z4). By (the proof of) Claim

_ . 1 1
Za~ (1474)0) eXp{zw a*q + @D a*qi + ¢Aa 0 — 5 qA} ,

and
(5) I 39 1 939 2 4 133
En~ (147)\2 exp §¢QQQ+Z¢GQO+ waqO G -
Note that by (E.6)),

(o) e (572) = ()
(3
- (;‘>mgk+o( ),

where for the last inequality we recall that ¢ = g(n,\) = O(X?),k = O(n'/*) and r,q =

o(n ~13/14) By-

Vvatq; — vaa’dt = —a’q3(2gk + O(q + A'k* + k/n)) = o(1).

T—Tyg— r2/2+ri/2) +o(1)

> —ragk + rigk) + O(an)\4k2) +0(1)

Similarly ¥?a3q3 1/)Aa ¢4 = o(1), ?a'qd — ¢v3a'ed = o(1) and a®q} — a¢} = o(1). We
conclude that

— a
(E.10) log(E/E24) = — <2> ragk +o(1).

Returning to (E.9) we next estimate log(ra/r)Ey, , s |S]. First note that by (E.6]),
s

log(ra/r) = gk + ON'E* +n2g?\3).
By Lemma [7.2]

a

B g 151 = (5 )00+ 002N = (§)ralt + 0N,

where for the last inequality we used that ¢4 = ra(1 + O(q)) and ¢ = O(nAN3) (recall that
A = 50max{qgn,logn}). It follows that

(E.11) log(ra/r)Eu, , , IS = ( )?”Angro( )-
Finally by Lemma [7.2] we have

(4 — w)E”A,q;’,,wA Py(S) =1 - O(k/n) - O(n3¢?) = o(1).
Combining this with , and completes the proof.
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