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Abstract

An extension of the Erdős-Renyi random graph model Gn,p is the model of
perturbed graphs introduced by Bohman, Frieze and Martin (Bohman, Frieze,
Martin 2003). This is a special case of the model of randomly augmented graphs
studied in this paper. An augmented graph denoted by pertH,p is the union of a
deterministic host graph and a random graph Gn,p. Among the first problems in
perturbed graphs has been the question how many random edges are needed to
ensure Hamiltonicity of the graph. This question was answered in the paper by
Bohman, Frieze and Martin. The host graph is often chosen to be a dense graph.
In recent years several papers on combinatorial problems in perturbed graphs
were published, e.g. on the emergence of powers of Hamiltonian cycles (Dudek,
Reiher, Ruciński, Schacht 2020), some positional games played on perturbed
graphs (Clemens, Hamann, Mogge, Parczyk, 2020) and the behavior of multiple
invariants e.g. fixed clique size (Bohman, Frieze, Krivelevich, Martin, 2004). In
this paper we study the chromatic number of randomly augmented graphs. We
concentrate on a host graph H with chromatic number o(n), augmented by a
Gn,p with n−

1

3
+δ ≤ p(n) ≤ 1−δ for some δ ∈ (0, 1). Our main result is an upper

bound for the chromatic number: we show that asymptotically almost surely

χ
(
pertH,p

)
≤ (1 + o(1)) · n log(b)

2(log(n)−log(χ(H))) where b = (1 − p)−1. This result

collapses to the famous theorem of Bollobás (1988), when H is the empty host
graph, thus our result can be regarded as a generalization of the latter. Our
proof is not constructive. Further, we give a constructive coloring algorithm,
when the chromatic number of the host graph is at most n

log(n)α
, α > 1

2 .

1 Introduction

For a graph G = (V, E) the chromatic number χ (G) is the minimum number of
colors needed to color the vertices of G such that no two adjacent vertices are of the
same color. Since the number of colors in this chapter is not bounded by a constant,
we will use the first natural numbers as colors, which is a standard procedure [Bol98].
So for a k ∈ N the function φ : V → [k] is called a k (vertex) coloring of G. φ is
called a proper k-coloring of G if {v, w} ∈ E =⇒ φ(v) 6= φ(w).

Cχ (G) := min {k : ∃ (φ : V → [k]) : {v, w} ∈ E =⇒ φ(v) 6= φ(w)} .
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1 INTRODUCTION

We will call a proper vertex k-coloring φ : V → [k] just a coloring of G, if clear from
the context. Let φ : V → [k] be a proper coloring of G. Then, for each j ∈ [k] φ−1(j)
is called the j-color class of G with respect to φ. By definition each color class is an
independent set in G.

For any function p : N → [0, 1] and any n ∈ N let Gn,p denote the random graph
model with vertex set [n] := N≤n, iwhere P ({v, w} ∈ E(Gn,p)) = p, independently

for each {v, w} ∈
([n]

2

)

. We further define b := b(n) = 1
1−p(n) .

1.1 Previous Work

For the theory of the chromatic number in Gn,p we refer to the pioneering papers
of Erdős and Rényi [ER59], Bollobás [Bol88], Shamir and Spencer [SS87], Łuczak
[Łu91] and more recently the non-concentration result of Heckel and Riordan[HR21],
as well as the books of Bollobás [Bol85] and Frieze and Karoński [FK16].

The fact that the chromatic number of Gn,p for large p, i.e. c ≥ p = p(n) ≥ n−θ

for some constants θ ∈ (0, 1/3) and c ∈ (0, 1), is equal to (1 + o(1)) log(b)n
2 log(n) a.a.s. was

first proved by Bollobás in [Bol88]. Łuczak [Łu91] proved that the same asymptotic
bounds hold for χ (Gn,p), for all p = p(n) > d/n with some d ∈ R. In [SS87] Shamir
and Spencer showed that the chromatic number of Gn,p for each p is concentrated
around its expected value within a large deviation of essentially

√
n. Recently, even

a long open question about the non-concentration of the chromatic number of Gn,1/2

has been answered by Heckel and Riordan [HR21].
In extension of the random graph model Gn,p the interaction between random

graphs and deterministic graphs has been studied. One way to analyze the interac-
tions between a random graph and a deterministic graph is to analyze the resilience
of the random graph with respect to certain invariants, asking what kind of graph
can be added to the Gn,p without changing the asymptotics of the invariant un-
der consideration. Alon and Sudakov [AS10] studied this question for the chromatic
number of deterministic graphs of bounded maximum degree and edge number. The
concept of the resilience of a graph invariant is not restricted to random graphs, but
can be applied to deterministic graphs as well.

Another way of analyzing the interaction between a deterministic graph and a
random graph is the model of perturbed or augmented graphs. In this model a
deterministic host graph H is augmented (or perturbed) by a Gn,p, so the graph
H ∪ Gn,p is studied. Generally whether we speak of a "perturbed" or "augmented"
graph depends on the probability p used for Gn,p, and we may speak about perturbed
graphs for smaller p and of augmented graphs for larger p. This model was first
introduced by Bohman et al. in [BFM03] considering the question of Hamiltonicity,
and was further studied for example by Dudek et al. in[DRRS20] and Das et al. in
[DMT19].
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1 INTRODUCTION

1.2 Our Results

In this paper we study the chromatic number of a randomly augmented graph
pertH,p, where H is a deterministic host graph with chromatic number o (n) , aug-

mented by a Gn,p for n− 1
3

+δ ≤ p ≤ (1 − δ) for any fixed δ > 0.
In section 2, we will show that for each ε > 0

χ
(

pertH,p

)

≤ (1 + ε) · n log(b)

2(log(n) − log(χ (H)))
a.a.s. (N1)

for a constant p.
This is done by estimating the expected value of the chromatic number of the

random graphs induced by the large color classes of an optimal coloring of H and
adding them up. Additionally we estimate the number of vertices in small color
classes to be negligible. Using this upper bound on the expected value of the chro-
matic number and combining it with McDiarmid’s bounded differences inequality
we get our main result.
The challenge is to show (N1) for non-constant p. In fact we prove (N1) for p =

p(n) = n−θ where θ ∈
(

0, 1
3

)

arbitrary but fixed. In this situation the expected

chromatic number of Gn,p is only known to be smaller than n log(b)
2 log(n) for p(n) ≥ n−θ

with θ ∈
(

0, 1
3

)

. Let G′ be a new subgraph of Gn,p of size k < n. G′ is a Gk,p(n) ran-

dom graph. If k is to small against n, we cannot apply the Bollowbás result to G′,
because G′ is not a Gk,p(k) random graph. This is true in particular if k−1/3 > p(n).
So, for color classes induced by small color classes of an optimal coloring of H we
cannot use the result of Bollobás. Thus we use a different approach, namely the
well-known greedy color algorithm. In the proof we will need that the color classes
are of size at least n3θ on average. To ensure this we restrict ourselves to host graphs
with χ (H) ≤ n1−3θ.

Again the proof will be finalized by C. McDiarmid’s bounded differences inequal-
ity.

Since in both cases the bounded differences inequality was used the proofs are
non-constructive. We further give constructive algorithms to construct a proper
coloring with the bound in (N1), but with host graphs H satisfying χ (H) ≤ n

log(n)1/2

if p ∈ (0, 1) is constant. The construction relies on a slightly improved version of
the coloring of Gn,p proposed by Bollobás [Bol88]. However in the case p(n) = n−θ

we already assumed that χ (H) ≤ n1−3θ, which suffices to construct a coloring with
an upper bound as in (N1).

In section 4 we discuss the results and pose a few open problems not tackled in
this paper. For example we leave open the question about a general upper bound

for χ
(

pertH,p(n)

)

where p = p(n) ≤ n−1/3.
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2 BOUNDING THE CHROMATIC NUMBER OF pertH,p

2 Bounding the chromatic number of pertH,p

We use a basic result for the chromatic number of the union of any two graphs.

Lemma 2.1 (Divide and Color). Let G := (V, EG) and H := (V, EH) be graphs.
Further let C ⊆ P(V ) be a partition of V such that every S ∈ C is an independent
set in G. Then

χ (G ∪ H) ≤
∑

S∈C

χ (H [S]) .

If G is a complete k-partite graph and C is a k-partition of the vertices of G as above,
then

χ (G ∪ H) =
∑

S∈C

χ (H [S]) .

The proof is kind of folklore. For readers convenience we state it briefly in
Appendix A. We will combine the above lemma with the following fact.

Remark 2.2. Let H be a deterministic graph and p : N → [0, 1]. Let S ⊆ V be a
color class of a proper coloring of H. Then H does not contain edges with both
endpoints in S. Thus the only edges in pertH,p[S] are random edges and since the
edges of Gn,p are chosen independently at random we can identify pertH,p[S] with
G|S|,p.

We further remind the reader of the following well-known facts:

Remark 2.3. Let p = p(n) ∈ (0, 1), b = b(n) = 1
1−p(n) and logb(n) = log(n)

log(b) .

If p = p(n) → 0 then log(b) ∼ p. (1)

This can be shown by applying L’Hopital’s rule to the term x
log((1−x)−1) for x → 0.

2.1 The Case p ∈ (0, 1) is constant

In this subsection we consider all p, where p ∈ (0, 1) is a constant.
First, we bound the number of vertices of the host graph in small color classes.

Here the adjective small shall refer to color classes that are significantly smaller than
the average color class, while the adjective large will be used to describe color classes
which are not small.

Lemma 2.4. Let H = ([n], E) be a graph with χ (H) = n
β(n) for some function

β : N → R with β(n) → ∞ as n → ∞. Furthermore let C be the set of all color

classes of an optimal coloring of H. For ε > 0 set g(n) = β(n)(1+ ε
2)

−

1
2

and define
Lg = {S ∈ C| |S| ≥ g(n)} and Sg = C \ Lg. For sufficiently large n = n(ε) we have

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

⋃

S∈Sg

S

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ ε

2
· log(b)n

2 log(β(n))
.

for every b where b = 1
1−p for some constant p ∈ (0, 1).

4



2 BOUNDING THE CHROMATIC NUMBER OF pertH,p

Proof. Since the sets S ∈ Sg are pairwise disjoint and (1 + ε)− 1
2 < 1, we get the

following estimates

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

⋃

S∈Sg

S

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

=
∑

S∈Sg

|S|

≤χ (H) g(n)

=
n

β(n)
· β(n)(1+ ε

2 )
−

1
2

=n · β(n)(1+ ε
2)

−

1
2 −1 (Note

(
1 + ε

2

)− 1
2 − 1 < 0)

≤ε

2
· log(b)n

2 log(β(n))
.

The last inequality can be showed as follows. Let x := β(n), c := ε log(b)
4 and

a :=
(

1 + ε
2

)− 1
2 − 1. Then for sufficiently large x, we have xa ≤ c

log(x) .

We need the following implication of a result of Bollobás [Bol88]. Its proof is
given in the appendix.

Corollary 2.5. Let p ∈ (0, 1) be constant. For any ε > 0 and sufficiently large
n = n(ε) ∈ N we have

E [χ (Gn,p)] ≤ (1 + ε)
n log(b)

2 log(n)
.

We are ready to give an upper bound for the expected value of the chromatic
number of an augmented graph.

Theorem 2.6. Let H = ([n], E) be a deterministic graph with χ (H) = n
β(n) for

some function β : N → N such that β(n) → ∞ for n → ∞. Let further p ∈ (0, 1)
be constant and b := 1

1−p . Then for each ε > 0 there is n(ε) ∈ N such that for all
n ≥ n(ε)

E
[

χ
(

pertH,p

)]

≤ (1 + ε) · n log(b)

2(log(n) − log(χ (H)))
.

Proof. Let C denote the set of all color classes of an optimal coloring of H and

let ε > 0. Additionally we define for g(n) = β(n)(1+ ε
2)

−

1
2

the set of large color
classes Lg = {S ∈ C| |S| ≥ g(n)} and the set of small color classes Sg = C \ Lg as in
Lemma 2.4. Note that a set S ∈ Sg ∪ Lg is an independent set in H, because S is
a color class of an optimal (proper) coloring of H. So, the only edges in pertH,p[S]
are the edges of Gn,p. We can thus identify pertH,p[S] with G|S|,p according to

5



2 BOUNDING THE CHROMATIC NUMBER OF pertH,p

Remark 2.2. Furthermore, since p is constant the assumptions of Corollary 2.5 are
fulfilled for sufficiently large n. Now

E
[

χ
(

pertH,p

)]

≤
∑

S∈C

E
[

χ
(

pertH,p[S]
)]

=
∑

S∈Lg

E
[

χ
(

pertH,p[S]
)]

+
∑

S∈Sg

E
[

χ
(

pertH,p[S]
)]

=
∑

S∈Lg

E
[

χ
(

G|S|,p

)]

+
∑

S∈Sg

E
[

χ
(

G|S|,p

)]

︸ ︷︷ ︸

≤|S|

≤
∑

S∈Lg

E
[

χ
(

G|S|,p

)]

+
∑

S∈Sg

|S|

≤
∑

S∈Lg

(

1 +
ε

2

) 1
2

· log(b) |S|
2 log(|S|) +

∑

S∈Sg

|S|

(for sufficiently large n by Corollary 2.5)

≤
∑

S∈Lg

(

1 +
ε

2

) 1
2

· log(b) |S|
2 log(|S|) +

ε

2
· n log(b)

2 log(β(n))
(Lemma 2.4)

≤
(

1 +
ε

2

) 1
2

· log(b)

2
·
∑

S∈Lg

|S|
log(g(n))

+
ε

2
· n log(b)

2 log(β(n))

≤
(

1 +
ε

2

)

· log(b)

2 log(β(n))

∑

S∈Lg

|S|
︸ ︷︷ ︸

≤n

+
ε

2
· n log(b)

2 log(β(n))

≤(1 + ε) · n log(b)

2 log(β(n))

=(1 + ε) · n log(b)

2(log(n) − log(χ (H)))
.

We invoke the bounded differences inequality of C. McDiarmid [McD89]:

Theorem 2.7 (McDiarmid’s inequality). Let X1, . . . , Xn be independent random
variables with Xj taking values in some set Aj . Suppose that some measurable
function f :

∏n
j=1 Aj → R satisfies

∣
∣f(x) − f(x′)

∣
∣ ≤ cj

whenever the vectors x, x′ ∈ ∏n
j=1 Aj differ only in the j-th component. Let Y be

the (real valued) random variable Y := f(X1, . . . , Xn). Then for any t > 0

P (|Y − E [Y ]| ≥ t) ≤ 2 exp

(

−2t2

∑n
j=1 c2

j

)

.

6



2 BOUNDING THE CHROMATIC NUMBER OF pertH,p

Remark 2.8. In order to apply McDiarmid’s inequality to the chromatic number of
pertH,p, we set Xj := {{i, j} ∈ E(pertH,p)|i < j}. Since the Xj form a partition of

the edges of pertH,p, the random variable χ
(

pertH,p

)

depends solely on the values

of the Xj . We define

Y = f(X1, . . . , Xn) = χ
(

pertH,p

)

.

Note that the Xj are mutually independent random variables. Let X = (X1, . . . , Xn)
Furthermore for each j, if X and X̂ only differ in the j-th component, we have

∣
∣
∣f(X) − f(X̂)

∣
∣
∣ ≤ 1,

since one additional color will always be enough to color the vertex j, if necessary.
Thus McDiarmid’s inequality is applicable with

∑n
j=1 c2

j = n and we get the following
upper bound for the chromatic number of pertH,p.

Theorem 2.9. Let H = ([n], E) be a deterministic graph with χ (H) = n
β(n) for

some function β : N → N such that β(n) → ∞ for n → ∞. Let further be p ∈ (0, 1)
and b = 1

1−p . Then for each ε > 0 there exists n(ε) ∈ N such that for all n ≥ n(ε)
we have

χ
(

pertH,p

)

≤ (1 + ε) · n log(b)

2(log(n) − log(χ (H)))
a.a.s.

Proof. Let ε > 0 and λ = n log(b)
2(log(n)−log(χ(H))) . By Theorem 2.6 and McDiarmid’s

inequality we get

P
(

χ
(

pertH,p

)

≥ (1 + ε) · λ
)

=P

(

χ
(

pertH,p

)

−
(

1 +
ε

2

)

· λ ≥ ε

2
· λ

)

≤P

(

χ
(

pertH,p

)

− E
[

χ
(

pertH,p

)]

≥ ε

2
· λ

)

(Theorem 2.6)

≤2 exp

(

− 2

n
·
(

ελ

2

)2
)

(McDiarmid’s inequality)

≤2 exp

(

− 2

n
·
(

εn log(b)

4(log(n) − log(χ (H)))

)2
)

=2 exp

(

− ε2 log(b)2n

8(log(n) − log(χ (H)))2

)

= o(1).
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2 BOUNDING THE CHROMATIC NUMBER OF pertH,p

2.2 The Case p(n) = n−θ for some θ ∈
(

0, 1
3

)

We now consider pertH,p with non-constant and small p. When trying to apply the
same strategy as for constant p, it turns out that for small color classes it is not
enough to merely count the number of vertices as in Lemma 2.4. The reason is that
the number of vertices in small components can be of a higher order than the desired
bound for the chromatic number of pertH,p. Instead we will use another implication
of a result of Bollobás [Bol88]. Again its explicit proof can be found in the appendix.

Corollary 2.10. Let θ ∈
(

0, 1
3

)

, δ > 0 and n− 1
3

+δ ≤ p(n) ≤ n−θ. Let ε > 0. For

sufficiently large n ∈ N we have

E [χ (Gn,p)] ≤ (1 + ε)
np

2 log(np)
.

This implies the following result, which bounds the number of colors needed to
color the small color classes of H.

Lemma 2.11. Let ε > 0 and H = ([n], E) be a deterministic graph with χ (H) =
n

β(n) for some function β : N → Q. Let further g(n) = β(n)
log(n) and let C the set of

all color classes of an optimal coloring of H. Define Lg = {S ∈ C| |S| ≥ g(n)} and

Sg = C \Lg. Let further n = n(ε) sufficiently large and p(n) = n−θ, where θ ∈
(

0, 1
3

)

and b = 1
1−p . If β(n) ≥ n3θ, then we have for n ≥ n(ε) for some n(ε) ∈ N,

E

[

χ

(

pertH,p

[
⋃

C∈Sg

C

])]

≤ εnp

2(log(np) − log(χ (H)))
.

Proof. According to Remark 2.2, for each C ∈ Sg we can identify pertH,p(n) [C] with

G|C|,p(n). So by invoking Corollary 2.10 with ε = 1
3 we get

E
[

χ
(

pertH,p(n)[C]
)]

=E
[

χ
(

G|C|,p(n)

)]

≤E
[

χ
(

G|g(n)|,p(n)

)]

(since |C| ≤ g(n))

≤
(

1 +
1

3

)
g(n)p(n)

2 log(g(n)p(n))
(Corollary 2.10)

=
2

3

g(n)p(n)

log(g(n)p(n))

=
2

3

β(n)p(n)

log(n)(log(β(n)p(n)) − log(log(n)))

≤2

3

β(n)p(n)

log(n)(1 − o(1)) log(β(n)p(n))
(since β(n)p(n) ≥ n2θ)

≤ β(n)p(n)

log(n) log(β(n)p(n))
.

8



2 BOUNDING THE CHROMATIC NUMBER OF pertH,p

Thus, since |Sg| ≤ χ (H) ≤ n
β(n) we have

E
[

χ
(

pertH,p [∪C∈SgC]
)]

≤
∑

C∈Sg

E
[

χ
(

pertH,p[C]
)]

(Lemma 2.1)

≤ n

β(n)

β(n)p(n)

log(n) log(β(n)p)
(|Sg| ≤ n

β(n))

=
np(n)

log(n) log(β(n)p)

≤ εnp

2 log(β(n)p)
(for n large enough)

=
εnp

2(log(np) − log(χ (H)))
.

Next, we bound the expectation of χ
(

pertH,p

)

from above using Lemma 2.11.

Theorem 2.12. Let H = ([n], E) be a deterministic graph with χ (H) = n
β(n) for

some function β : N → Q. Let further ε > 0 and p(n) = n−θ, where θ ∈
(

0, 1
3

)

and

b = 1
1−p . If β(n) ≥ n3(θ+δ) for some constant δ > 0, then there exists n(ε) ∈ N so

that for all n ≥ n(ε) we have

E
[

χ
(

pertH,p

)]

≤ (1 + ε) · np

2(log(np) − log(χ (H)))
.

Proof. Let C denote the set of all color classes of an optimal coloring of H and
let ε > 0. Additionally we define for g(n) = β(n)

log(n) the set of large color classes

Lg = {S ∈ C| |S| ≥ g(n)} and the set of small color classes Sg = C \ Lg.
For a large color class S ∈ Lg of an optimal coloring of H there are no edges of
H within S, so we can identify pertH,p(n)[S] with G|S|,p(n), by Remark 2.2. Since

|S| ≥ g(n) = β(n)
log(n) ≥ n3(θ+ δ

2 ) for sufficiently large n, we have

p(n) = n−θ ≥ |S|−
θ

3(θ+δ/2) = |S|−
1
3

+ δ
6(θ+δ/2) ,

and we may invoke Corollary 2.10 with ε′ =
(
1 + ε

2

) 1
2 − 1 > 0 and get

E
[

χ
(

pertH,p[S]
)]

= E
[

χ
(

G|S|,p(n)

)]

≤
(

1 +
ε

2

) 1
2 p |S|

2 log(|S| p)
. (2)

For sufficiently large n, log(log(n)) ∈ o ((log(β(n)))) . Thus

(

1 +
ε

2

) 1
2

log(g(n)) =

(

1 +
ε

2

) 1
2

(log(β(n)) − log(log(n))
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=o(log(β(n)))

) ≥ log(β(n)). (3)

9



2 BOUNDING THE CHROMATIC NUMBER OF pertH,p

Now

E
[

χ
(

pertH,p

)]

≤
∑

S∈C

E
[

χ
(

pertH,p

)

[S]
]

(Lemma 2.1)

=
∑

S∈Lg

E
[

χ
(

pertH,p[S]
)]

+
∑

C∈Sg

E
[

χ
(

pertH,p[S]
)]

=
∑

S∈Lg

E
[

χ
(

G|S|,p

)]

+
∑

C∈Sg

E
[

χ
(

G|S|,p

)]

(Remark 2.2)

≤
∑

S∈Lg

(

1 +
ε

2

) 1
2 p |S|

2 log(|S| p)
+
∑

C∈Sg

E
[

χ
(

G|S|,p

)]

(with (2))

≤
∑

S∈Lg

(

1 +
ε

2

) 1
2 p |S|

2 log(|S| p)
+

ε

2
· np

2 log(β(n)p)

(Lemma 2.11 for n ≥ n(ε) for some n(ε) ∈ N)

≤
∑

S∈Lg

(

1 +
ε

2

) 1
2 p |S|

2 log(g(n)p)
+

ε

2
· np

2 log(β(n)p)
(|S| ≥ g(n))

=

(

1 +
ε

2

) 1
2 p

∑

S∈Lg |S|
2 log(g(n)p)

+
ε

2
· np

2 log(β(n)p)

≤
(

1 +
ε

2

) 1
2 pn

2 log(g(n)p)
+

ε

2
· np

2 log(β(n)p)

≤
(

1 +
ε

2

)
pn

2 log(β(n)p)
+

ε

2
· np

2 log(β(n)p)
(with (3))

= (1 + ε)
pn

2(log(np) − log(χ (H)))

The main result of this section is the following theorem, where we use McDi-
armid’s bounded differences inequality (Theorem 2.7) to bound the probability that

χ
(

pertH,p

)

differs from its expectation by a large amount.

Theorem 2.13. Let H = ([n], E) be a deterministic graph with χ (H) = n
β(n) for

some function β : N → Q. Let further p(n) ≥ n−θ, where θ ∈
(

0, 1
3

)

and b = 1
1−p . If

β(n) ≥ n3θ, then

χ
(

pertH,p

)

≤ (1 + ε) · np

2(log(np) − log(χ (H)))
a.a.s.

Proof. Let ε > 0 and λ = εn log(b)
4(log(np)−log(χ(H))) . We have

P

(

χ
(

pertH,p

)

≥ (1 + ε)
n log(b)

2(log(np) − log(χ (H)))

)

10



2 BOUNDING THE CHROMATIC NUMBER OF pertH,p

=P

(

χ
(

pertH,p

)

≥
(

1 +
ε

2

)
n log(b)

2(log(np) − log(χ (H)))
+ λ

)

≤P
(

χ
(

pertH,p

)

≥ E
[

χ
(

pertH,p

)]

+ λ
)

(Theorem 2.12)

≤2 exp

(

− λ2

2n

)

(McDiarmid’s inequality, Theorem 2.7)

≤2 exp

(

−
(

ε2np2

32(log(n) − log(χ (H)))2

))

(by Remark 2.3 and log(np) ≤ log(n))

≤ exp
(

−n
1
4

)

,

and the last inequality holds, because p ≥ n−θ, θ ∈ (0, 1
3) implies np2 ≥ n1/3.

2.3 Tightness of upper bounds for certain graphs

We proved an upper bound for the chromatic number of an augmented graph, de-
pending only on p and the chromatic number of the host graph. A natural question
is, of course, whether our bounds are tight. Indeed, the next theorem shows, that
there exist host graphs for which the asymptotics for the chromatic number is equal
to the asymptotics of the upper bound in Theorem 2.9. We will prove this by consid-
ering the independence number of a certain class of host graphs. These host graphs
are characterized by a "low" number of "large" independent sets. As an example one
can consider the complete χ (H)-partite graphs.

Lemma 2.14. Let H = ([n], E) be a deterministic graph with χ (H) = n
β(n) for some

function β = β(n) with β(n) → ∞ as n → ∞. Further let k =
⌈

2(log(n)−log(χ(H)))
log(b)

⌉

and nH,k the number of independent sets of size k in H.

If nH,k ∈ o

((
χ(H)

n

)−k+1
)

, then α(pertH,p) ≤ 2(log(n)−log(χ(H)))
log(b) a.a.s.

Proof. Let Xk be the random variable that counts the number of independent sets
of size k in pertH,p. Now

P
(

α(pertH,p) ≥ k
)

= P (Xk ≥ 1)

≤ E [Xk] (Markov’s inequality)

= nH,k(1 − p)(
k
2)

= nH,k · exp

(

− log(b)

2
k(k − 1)

)

(b = (1 − p)−1)

≤ nH,k · exp

(

− log(b)

2

2(log(n) − log(χ (H)))

log(b)
(k − 1)

)

= nH,k ·
(

χ (H)

n

)−k+1

= o(1),

11
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CHROMATIC NUMBER

with our assumption on nH,k.

Together with the well known inequality χ (G) ≥ n
α(G) Lemma 2.14 implies

Theorem 2.15:

Theorem 2.15. Let H = ([n], E) be a deterministic graph with χ (H) = n
β(n) for

some function β = β(n) with β(n) → ∞ as n → ∞. Further let k =
⌈

2(log(n)−log(χ(H)))
log(b)

⌉

and nH,k the number of independent k sets, in H.

If nH,k ∈ o

((
χ(H)

n

)−k+1
)

, then for each ε > 0 there is a n(ε) ∈ N, so that for all

n ≥ n(ε) we have

(i) α(pertH,p) ≤ 2(log(n)−log(χ(H)))
log(b) a.a.s.

(ii) χ
(

pertH,p

)

≥ (1 − ε) · n log(b)
2(log(n)−log(χ(H))) a.a.s.

3 Coloring augmented graphs with host graphs of small

chromatic number

The proofs of Theorem 2.9 and Theorem 2.13 rely on McDiarmid’s bounded dif-
ferences inequality and are not constructive. In this section we will give algo-
rithms based on algorithms of Bollobás [Bol88] (in the following Algorithm 3.1 and

Algorithm 3.4). They find a coloring of pertH,p with at most (1 + ε) · n log(b)
2(log(n)−log(χ(H)))

colors a.a.s. We restrict ourselves to host graphs H with χ (H) ≤ n
log(n)γ for some

constant γ ≥ 1
2 in the case that p is constant and host graphs with χ (H) ≤ n

1−3θ−2δ
2

for some arbitrary small constant δ > 0 if p(n) = n−θ. In preparation for the rest of
the section we define the sets of large and small color classes analogously to section 2.
The Algorithms 3.2, 3.5, 3.1 and 3.4 have exponential time complexity.

Definition 3.1. Let H = ([n], E) be a deterministic graph. Let f be a coloring of
H and C the set of all color classes with respect to f . Let further g : N → R be a
function. We define

Sg := {S ∈ C| |S| < g(n)} and Lg := {S ∈ C| |S| ≥ g(n)} .

Sg is the set of small and Lg is the set of large color classes with respect to f .
In addition we will need the following variation of the union bound which is a

basic result of stochastic. An explicit proof can be found in the appendix.

Lemma 3.2. Let (Ω, Σ,P) be a probability space and k ∈ N. For each i ∈ [k] let Xi

be a random variable and Ai in R. Then

P

(
k∑

i=1

Xi ≤
k∑

i=1

Ai

)

≤
k∑

i=1

P (Xi ≤ Ai) .

12
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Bollobás [Bol88] used the following algorithm to calculate an upper bound for
the chromatic number of Gn,p, where 0 < p < 1 is constant.

Algorithm 3.1: Coloring for constant 0 < p < 1

Input: A random graph Gn,p

Output: A coloring of the vertices of Gn,p

1 while At least n
logb(np)2 vertices remain uncolored and if there is an

uncolored independent set I of size 2 logb(np) − 4 logb(logb(np)) do

2 Color I with a new color;
3 end

4 Color all uncolored vertices with their own color;

We will use it to color the large color classes of H.
With a small change to the arguments of Bollobás [Bol88] one can show the

following theorem.

Theorem 3.3. Let δ > 0 and (1 − δ) ≥ p ≫ n−θ for each constant θ ∈ (0, 1
3). For

each ε > 0 there exists n = n(ε) ∈ N so that for all n > n(ε) and a suitable constant
c > 0 such that the probability that Algorithm 3.1 fails to find a proper coloring of

Gn,p with at most (1 + ε) n log(b)
2 log(np) colors is at most exp

(

− cn2p7

log(n)8

)

. Thus

P

(

χ (Gn,p) ≥ (1 + ε)
n log(b)

2 log(np)

)

≤ exp

(

− cn2p7

log(n)8

)

.

This improves on the result of Bollobás [Bol88], where it was only shown that
for arbitrarily small ε > 0 and some constant c > 0

P

(

χ (Gn,p) ≥ (1 + ε)
n log(b)

2 log(np)

)

≤ exp
(

−cn2−εp8
)

. (4)

The explicit proof of this result can be found in the appendix.
We use the following algorithm to construct a proper coloring of pertH,p.

Algorithm 3.2: Coloring pertH,p

Input: A deterministic graph H with χ (H) ≤ n
β(n) where β(n) ≥ log(n)γ

for some constant γ > 1
2 , an augmented graph G = pertH,p for some

constant p ∈ (0, 1) and ε > 0 with ε < 2(2γ − 1).

Output: A proper coloring of G using less than (1 + ε) · n log(b)
2(log(n)−log(χ(H)))

colors.
1 Construct an optimal coloring χ′ of H;

2 In each color class S of χ′ with |S| ≥ β(n)(1+ ε
2)

−

1
2

=: g(n) construct a
proper coloring using Algorithm 3.1;

3 Color each vertex that is still uncolored with its own color;

13
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Theorem 3.4. Let H = ([n], E) be a deterministic graph with χ (H) ≤ n
log(n)γ for

some constant γ > 1
2 and let β(n) = n

χ(H) . Let further p ∈ (0, 1) be constant and

b = 1
1−p . Then Algorithm 3.2 a.a.s. constructs a proper coloring for pertH,p using

at most (1 + ε) · n log(b)
2(log(n)−log(χ(H))) colors.

Proof. Since this algorithm constructs a proper coloring, the only thing left to prove
is that it uses at most (1 + ε) · n log(b)

2(log(n)−log(χ(H))) colors a.a.s.. We will show that

for coloring the large color classes of H at most (1 + ε
2) · n log(b)

2(log(n)−log(χ(H))) colors are

used a.a.s.. Since by Lemma 2.4 there are at most ε
2 · log(b)n

2 log(n) vertices of pertH,p left
uncolored, the total number of colors used is at most as stated in the theorem.

For each S ⊆ [n], let ξ(pertH,p[S]) be the number of colors that were used by
Algorithm 3.2 to color the vertices of S. First we recall some preliminary facts:
each S ∈ Lg is an independent set in H thus pertH,p[S] can be identified with
G|S|,p (see Remark 2.2). According to Theorem 3.3, Algorithm 3.1 uses more than
(
1 + ε

2

) log(b)n
2 log(n) colors to color Gn,p with probability at most exp

(

− cn2

log(n)8

)

for some

constant c > 0. Note that the probability p is constant by the assumption of the
theorem and thus the term cp7 from Theorem 3.3 is constant here. Choose ε′ > 0

such that 1+ε′ =
(
1 + ε

2

) 1
2 . Combining these facts we get for each color class S ∈ Lg

P

(

ξ
(

pertH,p[S]
)

≥
(

1 +
ε

2

) 1
2 log(b) |S|

2 log(|S|)

)

=P

(

ξ
(

G|S|,p

)

≥
(

1 +
ε

2

) 1
2 log(b) |S|

2 log(|S|)

)

=P

(

ξ
(

G|S|,p

)

≥
(
1 + ε′) log(b) |S|

2 log(|S|)

)

≤ exp

(

− c |S|2
log(|S|)8

)

(5)

for some constant c > 0.
We will use

χ (H) =
n

β(n)
≤ n

log(n)
1
2

and thus log(β(n)) ≥ log
(

log(n)
1
2

)

=
1

2
log(log(n)). (6)

And continue

P

(
∑

S∈Lg

ξ
(

pertH,p[S]
)

≥
(

1 +
ε

2

)

· log(b)n

2(log(n) − log(χ (H)))

)

=P

(
∑

S∈Lg

ξ
(

pertH,p[S]
)

≥
(

1 +
ε

2

)

· log(b)n

2 log(β(n))

)

≤P

(
∑

S∈Lg

ξ
(

pertH,p[S]
)

≥
(

1 +
ε

2

) 1
2

· log(b)
∑

S∈Lg |S|
2 log(g(n))

)

(since
∑

S∈Lg

|S| ≤ n)

14
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CHROMATIC NUMBER

=P

(
∑

S∈Lg

ξ
(

pertH,p[S]
)

≥
∑

S∈Lg

(

1 +
ε

2

) 1
2

· log(b) |S|
2 log(g(n))

)

≤P

(
∑

S∈Lg

ξ
(

pertH,p[S]
)

≥
∑

S∈Lg

(

1 +
ε

2

) 1
2

· log(b) |S|
2 log(|S|)

)

(since g(n) ≥ |S|)

≤
∑

S∈Lg

P

(

ξ
(

pertH,p[S]
)

≥
(

1 +
ε

2

) 1
2

· log(b) |S|
2 log(|S|)

)

(union bound)

≤
∑

S∈Lg

exp

(

− c |S|2

log(|S|)8

)

(by (5))

≤
∑

S∈Lg

exp

(

− cg(n)2

log(g(n))8

)

(since x2

log(x)8 is an increasing funnction)

≤χ (H) · exp

(

− c · g(n)2

log(g(n))8

)

(since |Lg| ≤ χ (H))

≤ n

β(n)
· exp

(

− c · g(n)2

log(g(n))8

)

= exp

(

log(n) − log(β(n)) − cg(n)2

log(g(n))8

)

= exp



log(n) − log(β(n)) − c′β(n)2(1+ ε
2

)−

1
2

log(β(n))8





(for some c′ > 0, since g(n) = β(n)(1+ ε
2)

−

1
2
)

≤ exp



log(n) − γ log(log(n)) − c′′ log(n)γ2(1+ ε
2

)−

1
2

log(log(n))8



 (for some c′′ > 0 by 6)

=o(1). (since γ ≥ 1
2)

We proceed to color an augmented graph, where p(n) = n−θ for some θ ∈
(

0, 1
3

)

.

We need the greedy algorithm to color the small color classes.

Algorithm 3.3: Greedy Color

Input: A random graph Gn,p

Output: A coloring of the vertices of Gn,p

1 while There is a set of uncolored vertices do

2 Choose a maximally independent set I of uncolored vertices;
3 Color I with a new color;

4 end

We also give the following minor improvement of the result for the greedy color
algorithm.
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Theorem 3.5. Let n−τ ≤ p ≤ n−θ for some arbitrary, but fixed τ, θ ∈
(

0, 1
3

)

.

Further let χg (Gn,p) be the number of colors used by Greedy Color. Then

P

(

χg (Gn,p) ≥ (1 + ε)
n log(b)

log(np)

)

≤ exp
(

−(1 + o(1))n3
)

.

Furthermore we use the following algorithm of Bollobás [Bol88].

Algorithm 3.4:

Input: A random graph Gn,p

Output: A coloring of the vertices of Gn,p

1 while At least n
log(np) vertices remain uncolored and if there is an uncolored

independent set I of size 2 logb(np) − 4 logb(logb(np)) do

2 Color I with a new color;
3 end

4 color the remaining graph using Algorithm 3.3;

We also give the following minor improvement of a result of Bollobás.

Theorem 3.6. Let θ ∈
(

0, 1
3

)

, δ > 0 and n− 1
3

+δ ≤ p(n) ≤ n−θ. For sufficiently

large n ∈ N there is a constant c > 0 such that

P

(

χ (Gn,p) ≥ (1 + ε)
np

2 log(np)

)

≤ exp

(

−
(

cn2p3

log(n)6

))

.

Furthermore the probability that Algorithm 3.4 fails to construct a coloring with at

most (1 + ε) np
2 log(np) colors is at most exp

(

−
(

cn2p3

log(n)6

))

.

Based on these results we use the following algorithm.

Algorithm 3.5: A coloring of pertH,p

Input: A constant θ ∈
(

0, 1
3

)

, an edge probability p with p = p(n) = n−θ, a

deterministic graph H with χ (H) ≤ n
β(n) where β(n) ≥ n

3θ
2

+δ for
some δ > 0 arbitrary, but fixed and a perturbed graph G = pertH,p.
Further an ε > 0 arbitrary small but fixed.

Output: A proper coloring of G using less than (1 + ε) · n log(b)
2(log(n)−log(χ(H)))

colors.
1 Construct an optimal coloring χ′ of H;

2 In each color class S of χ′ with |S| ≥ β(n)
log(n) =: g(n) construct a proper

coloring using Algorithm 3.4;
3 Color each remaining color class of H with the greedy algorithm

Algorithm 3.3;

Theorem 3.7. Let H = ([n], E) be a deterministic graph with χ (H) = n
β(n) for some

function β : N → Q such that β(n) → ∞ for n → ∞. Let further be p = p(n) = n−θ

16
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for some constant θ ∈ (0, 1
3), let b = 1

1−p and ε > 0. If β(n) ≥ n3θ+ε, Algorithm 3.5

a.a.s. constructs a proper coloring of pertH,p with at most (1 + ε) n log(b)
2(log(n)−log(χ(H)))

colors.

Proof. Let ξ(pertH,p) be the number of colors used by Algorithm 3.5. Since this
algorithm yields a proper coloring, it is left to prove that

ξ(pertH,p) ≤ (1 + ε)
n log(b)

2(log(n) − log(χ (H)))
a.a.s.

With g = g(n) = β(n)
log(n) we consider Sg as well as Lg. We split our proof into

two parts. First we prove that all "small" color classes are colored using at most
ε
2

n log(b)
2(log(n)−log(χ(H))) colors. Next we will prove that all "large" color classes are colored

with at most
(
1 + ε

2

) n log(b)
2(log(n)−log(χ(H))) colors.

Claim 1: ξ(pertH,p [
⋃

S∈Sg S]) < ε
2

n log(b)
2(log(n)−log(χ(H))) a.a.s.

Proof of Claim 1: Let χg(Gn,p) be the number of colors that are used when
coloring Gn,p with the greedy Algorithm 3.3. Since for each S ∈ Sg the graph
pertH,p[S] has the same distribution as the random graph G|S|,p(n) by Remark 2.2.
We may consider the random graph Gg(n),p(n) in which each set of |S| vertices induces
a G|S|,p(n). Thus the greedy algorithm uses at least as many colors to color Gg(n),p(n)

as for pertH,p[S]. Since Algorithm 3.5 uses the greedy Algorithm 3.3 to color S, we
get ξ(pertH,p[S]) = χg(G|S|,p(n)) where χg(G|S|,p(n)) is the number of colors used by
Algorithm 3.3 to color G|S|,p(n).
Thus for all q ∈ R we have,

P
(

ξ(pertH,p(n)[S]) ≥ q
)

= P
(

χg(G|S|,p(n)) ≥ q
)

≤ P
(

χg(Gg(n),p(n)) ≥ q
)

. (7)

Now

P









ξ

(

pertH,p

[
⋃

S∈Sg

S

])

≥ ε

2
· n log(b)

2(log(n) − log(χ (H)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=log(β(n))

))









≤P

(
∑

S∈Sg

ξ(pertH,p[S]) ≥ ε

2
· n log(b)

2 log(β(n))

)

≤P

(
∑

S∈Sg

ξ(pertH,p[S]) ≥ ε

2
·
∑

S∈Sg β(n) log(b)

2 log(β(n))

)

(n ≥ ∑

S∈Sg β(n))

≤
∑

S∈Sg

P

(

ξ(pertH,p[S]) ≥ ε

2
· β(n) log(b)

2 log(β(n))

)

(by Lemma 3.2)

≤
∑

S∈Sg

P

(

χg(Gg(n),p) ≥ ε

2
· β(n) log(b)

2 log(β(n))

)

(by inequality 7)
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CHROMATIC NUMBER

≤
∑

S∈Sg

P

(

χg(Gg(n),p) ≥ (1 + ε) · g(n) log(b)

2 log(g(n))

)

(g(n) = β(n)
log(n))

≤n exp
(

−cg(n)3
)

≤ exp(−cn2) = o(1). (by Theorem 3.5)

Now we show that the large color classes are colored with not too many colors.
Claim 2: ξ(pertH,p [

⋃

S∈Lg S]) <
(
1 + ε

2

) n log(b)
2(log(np)−log(χ(H))) a.a.s.

Proof of Claim 2: Note that for all n ≥ n(ε) for some n(ε) ∈ N, we have

(1 + ε)
1
2 log(g(n)p) ≥ log(β(n)p) (8)

We have

P

(
∑

S∈Lg

ξ
(

pertH,p[S]
)

≥
(

1 +
ε

2

)

· log(b)n

2(log(np) − log(χ (H)))

)

=P

(
∑

S∈Lg

ξ
(

pertH,p[S]
)

≥
(

1 +
ε

2

)

· log(b)n

2 log(β(n)p)

)

(β(n) = n/χ (H))

≤P

(
∑

S∈Lg

ξ
(

pertH,p[S]
)

≥
(

1 +
ε

2

)

· log(b)
∑

S∈Lg |S|
2 log(β(n)p)

)

(n ≥ ∑

S∈Lg |S|)

≤P

(
∑

S∈Lg

ξ
(

pertH,p[S]
)

≥
(

1 +
ε

2

) 1
2

· log(b)
∑

S∈Lg |S|
2 log(g(n)p)

)

(by inequality 8)

≤P

(
∑

S∈Lg

ξ
(

pertH,p[S]
)

≥
∑

S∈Lg

(

1 +
ε

2

) 1
2

· log(b) |S|
2 log(|S| p)

)

(|S| ≥ g(n))

≤
∑

S∈Lg

P

(

ξ
(

pertH,p[S]
)

≥
(

1 +
ε

2

) 1
2

· log(b) |S|
2 log(|S| p)

)

(by Lemma 3.2)

Note that there is some δ ∈
(

0, 1
3

)

such that for all S ∈ Lg

p(n) ≥ |S|−
1
3

+δ . (9)

This can be proved as follows

p(n) = n−θ =
(

n3θ
)− 1

3θ
θ

≥ β(n)− 1
3

+δ ≥ |S|−
1
3

+δ . (10)

By Remark 2.2 each large color class S ∈ Lg of H induces a random graph
pertH,p [S] = G|S|,p. Thus Algorithm 3.4 can be used to color each color class in

Lg. Thus we can apply Theorem 3.6 with ε′ > 0, 1 + ε′ =
(
1 + ε

2

) 1
2 ,

P

(

ξ
(

pertH,p[S]
)

≥
(

1 +
ε

2

) 1
2

· log(b) |S|
2 log(|S| p)

)
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=P

(

ξ
(

G|S|,p

)

≥
(

1 +
ε

2

) 1
2

· log(b) |S|
2 log(|S| p)

)

=P

(

ξ
(

G|S|,p

)

≥
(
1 + ε′) · log(b) |S|

2 log(|S| p)

)

≤ exp

(

− c |S|2 p3

log(|S|)6

)

( for some c > 0 by Theorem 3.6)

≤ exp

(

− cg(n)2p3

log(g(n))6

)

. (since x2

log(x)6 is monotonously increasing)

By our definition χ (H) = n
β(n) , so trivially |Lg| ≤ n

β(n) . Thus

P

(
∑

S∈Lg

ξ
(

pertH,p[S]
)

≥
(

1 +
ε

2

)

· log(b)n

2(log(np) − log(χ (H)))

)

≤ n

β(n)
exp

(

− cg(n)2p3

log(g(n))6

)

= exp

(

log(n) − log(β(n)) − cg(n)2p3

log(g(n))6

)

= exp

(

log(n) − log(β(n)) − cβ(n)2p3

log(n)2 log(g(n))6

)

(g(n) = β(n)
log(n))

≤ exp

(

log(n) − log(β(n)) − cβ(n)2p3

log(n)8

)

(log(n) ≥ log(g(n)))

≤ exp

(

log(n) − log(β(n)) − cn6θ+2εp3

log(n)8

)

(β(n) ≥ n3θ)

= exp

(

log(n) − log(β(n)) − cn6θ+2ε−3θ

log(n)8

)

(p(n) = n−θ)

= exp

(

log(n) − log(β(n)) − cn3θ+2ε

log(n)8

)

=o(1).

We combine claim 1 and 2 conclude the proof:

P

(

ξ
(

pertH,p

)

≥ (1 + ε)
n log(n)

2(log(np) − log(χ (H)))

)

≤P

(

ξ

(

pertH,p

[
⋃

S∈Lg

S

])

<

(

1 +
ε

2

)
n log(b)

2(log(np) − log(χ (H)))

)

+ P

(

ξ

(

pertH,p

[
⋃

S∈Sg

S

])

<
ε

2

n log(b)

2(log(np) − log(χ (H)))

)

=o(1).
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4 Conclusion and Open Questions

In this paper we first proved that for certain combinations of host graphs H with
bounded chromatic number, and constant edge probabilities p or edge probabilities
p = p(n) ≥ n− 1

3
+δ for some δ > 0, the chromatic number of the augmented graph

pertH,p is a.a.s. bounded from above by

n log(b)

2(log(n) − log(χ (H)))

(Theorem 2.9 and Theorem 2.13). Furthermore it was shown that this upper bound
is asymptotically tight for host graphs that possess only few independent sets of a
certain size (Theorem 2.15).
In addition the bound is asymptotically tight for host graphs H with finite chromatic
number, as in this case for each ε > 0.

χ
(

pertH,p

)

≥ χ (Gn,p) ≥
(

1 − ε

2

)
n log(b)

2 log(n)
≥ (1 − ε)

n log(b)

2(log(n) − log(χ (H)))
.

However the upper bound cannot be tight for each host graph. Consider for exam-
ple a host graph chosen uniformly at random from all graphs with n vertices. This is
equivalent to considering H to be a Gn, 1

2
random graph. Thus χ (H) = (1 + o (1)) n log(2)

2 log(n)

a.a.s. and H satisfies the conditions of Theorem 2.9. So the upper bound given by
Theorem 2.9 yields a.a.s.

χ
(

pertH,p

)

≤ (1 + ε)
n log(b)

2 log(log(n))
. (11)

In this case pertH,p can be considered as a random graph Gn,p̂ where p̂ = 1
2(p + 1),

thus with b̂ = 1
1−b̂

we have a.a.s.

χ
(

pertH,p

)

= χ (Gn,p̂) ≤ (1 + o(1))
n log

(

b̂
)

2 log(n)
. (12)

The upper bound on χ
(

pertH,p

)

in 11 is smaller than the upper bound in 12 by a

factor of c log(n)
log(log(n)) . We ask the following natural question:

Question 1: Since now an asymptotically tight upper bound for the chromatic
number of augmented graphs is known, it would be interesting whether there is a
better lower bound than the trivial bound

χ
(

pertH,p

)

≥ max(χ (H) , χ (Gn,p)) = max

(

χ (H) ,
n log(b)

2 log(n)

)

?
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The chromatic number of Gn,p is known for a much wider range of p. Furthermore
no result was given for the case χ (H) = Θ(n). We may ask
Question 2: Since an upper bound for the chromatic number of pertH,p for the

cases p(n) ≥ n
1
3

+δ and χ (H) = o(n) has been established in this paper, can it be
extended to include the case p(n) = o(1) and host graphs with χ (H) = Θ(n)?

The strategy of divide and conquer that was applied in this paper was shown to
be useful in our context. However it appears to be rather ill suited to study most
other classical graph invariants such as the independence number. Thus we may ask
Question 3: Which graph invariants of randomly augmented graphs are well suited
to be studied by a divide and conquer strategy?
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A KNOWN RESULTS FOR χ (Gn,p) AND SOME CONSEQUENCES

Appendix A Known results for χ (Gn,p) and some conse-

quences

In this appendix we will prove upper bounds of χ (Gn,p) that hold a.a.s. To tackle
this problem we will split p into multiple ranges to control the vertices that are not
included in large independent sets. We start by proving the basic results Lemma 2.1
and Lemma 3.2.

Proof of Lemma 2.1. For each S ∈ C color the graph with χ (H[S]) colors that
are not yet used. This is a proper coloring of G ∪ H since no edges in G exist
between vertices of the same color, as C is a set of independent sets. Furthermore
by construction there are no edges in H between vertices of the same color, since
no color is used for vertices contained in different members of C. This proves the
inequality. Let G be a complete k-partite graph and C is a k-partition of the vertices
of V as above, the coloring is even optimal, since the H[S] are already optimally
colored and for each pair of members of C, every edge between them already exists.
Thus every other proper coloring of the graph uses at least as many colors as the
coloring constructed here.

Proof of Lemma 3.2. Let Ω̃ :=
{

ω ∈ Ω :
∑k

i=1 Xi(ω) >
∑k

i=1 Ai

}

and for each i ∈ [k]

let Ωi := {ω ∈ Ω : Xi(ω) > Ai} . If for some ω ∈ Ω there is Xi(ω) > Ai for all i ∈ [k],
then

∑k
i=1 Xi >

∑k
i=1 Ai. So, Ω̃ ⊇ ⋂

i∈[k] Ωi and Ω̃c ⊆ (
⋂

i∈[k] Ωi)
c =

⋃

i∈[k] Ωc
i . This

implies

P

(
k∑

i=1

Xi ≤
k∑

i=1

Ai

)

= P
(

Ω̃c
)

≤ P




⋃

i∈[k]

Ωc
i



 ≤
k∑

i=1

P (Ωc
i ) =

k∑

i=1

P (Xi ≤ Ai) .

The following results and proofs are concerned with the chromatic number of
Gn,p. Variations of these results are known, but a new result by Krivelevich, Sudakov,
van Vu and Wormald [KSvVW03] allows a slight strengthening of the probability
bounds with the same techniques.

First we prove the following result which was stated but not proved in [KSvVW03].
Please note that proofs of variations of this result are often left as exercises to the
reader. For completeness sake the proof shall be included here.

Lemma A.1. For each n ∈ N and p = n−θ for some θ ∈ (0, 1) let

k0(n) := max

{

k ∈ N :

(

n

k

)

(1 − p)(
k
2) > n4

}

.

Then k0 ∼ 2 logb(np) and more precisely 2 logb(np)−4 logb(log(np)) ≤ k0 ≤ 2 logb(np).
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Proof. Let k1 = 2 logb(np). Then

(

n

k1

)

(1 − p)(
k1
2 ) ≤

(

ne

k1(1 − p)
1
2

(1 − p)
k1
2

)k1

=

(

n log(b)e

2 log(np)(1 − p)
1
2

· b
−2 logb(np)

2

)k1

=

(

e

2 log(np)(1 − p)
1
2

· n log(b)

np

)k1

=

(

(1 + o (1))e

2 log(np)(1 − p)
1
2

)k1

= o (1) . (by 1)

Let further k2 = 2 logb(np) − 4 logb(log(np)). Then
(

n

k2

)

(1 − p)(
k2
2 )

≥
(

n

k2(1 − p)
1
2

(1 − p)
k2
2

)k2

=

(

n log(b)

2 log(np)(1 − p)
1
2

· b
−2 logb(np)+4 logb(log(np))

2

)k2

=

(

1

2 log(np)(1 − p)
1
2

· n log(b)

np
· (log(np))2

)k2

=

(

(1 + o (1)) log(np)

2(1 − p)
1
2

)k2

(by (1))

≥ck2 log(np)k2 (for some constant c > 0)

= exp (k2(log(c) + log(log(np))))

≥ exp (logb(np)(log(c) + log(log(np)))) (since k2 ≥ logb(n))

=(np)log(b)−1(log(c)+log(log(np))) (by (1))

>n4.

Thus we have k2 ≤ k0 ≤ k1 and k1, k2 are both asymptotically equal to 2 logb(np).

It was shown in [KSvVW03] that the independence number of Gn,p is at least k0

asymptotically almost surely:

Theorem A.2. Let n− 2
5

+δ ≪ p(n) ≤ 1 − δ for some δ > 0. Then for each ε > 0
there exists n = n(ε) ∈ N so that for all n ≥ n(ε) there are constants c′, c > 0 such
that

P (α(Gn,p) < k0) ≤ exp

(

− cn2

k0(n)4p

)

≤ exp

(

− c′n2p3

log(n)4

)

.
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This has been an improvement over the probability bound of the well-known
result of Matula [Mat70].

The following Lemma A.3 and Theorem 3.3 will be proved with arguments from
[Bol88] and [FK16] combining Algorithm 3.1 and Theorem A.2. The difference to
the former two results is that they used other results on the independence number
of Gn,p.

The following result constitutes a minor improvement of the result of Bollobás
[Bol88] for the upper bound of the chromatic number of Gn,p for constant p.

Lemma A.3. Let δ > 0 and (1 − δ) ≥ p ≫ n−θ for each constant θ ∈ (0, 1
3). Then

the probability that there exists a vertex set V1 ⊆ V set of size ν(n) = n
logb(np)2

such that V1 does not contain an independent set of size k0(ν) = 2 logb(np) −
4 logb(logb(np)) is super exponentially small, more exactly

P (∃S ⊆ [n] : |S| = ν ∧ α(Gn,p[S]) < k0(ν)) ≤ exp

(

− cn2

log(n)8

)

.

Proof. Note that with Equation 1 we have

k0(ν) ≤ 2 logb(np) = 2
log(np)

log(b)
(13)

By Theorem A.2, for sufficiently large n ∈ N, there exists a constant c > 0 such that

P (∃S ⊆ [n] : |S| = ν ∧ α(Gn,p[S]) < k0(ν))

≤
(

n

ν

)

· exp

(

− cν2

k0(ν)4p

)

(union bound and Theorem A.2)

≤nν · exp

(

−cν2 log(b)4

log(n)4p

)

= exp

(

− c1ν2

log(n)4
+ log(n)ν

)

(with some c1 > 0 using (13))

= exp

(

−ν

(
c1ν

log(n)4
− log(n)

))

= exp

(

− c1ν2

log(n)4
(1 − o(1))

)
(

since log(n) = o
(

c1ν
log(n)4

))

= exp

(

− c1n2

log(n)4 logb(np)4
(1 − o(1))

)
(

since ν = n
logb(np)

)

≤ exp

(

−c1n2 log(b)4

log(n)8
(1 − o(1))

)

(using (Remark 2.3))

≤ exp

(

− c2n2

log(n)8

)

. (with some constant c2 > 0)
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We can prove Theorem 3.3

Proof of Theorem 3.3. We construct a coloring using Algorithm 3.1. This algorithm
yields a proper coloring. By Lemma A.3 we can assume that every vertex set V1 ⊆ V
set of size ν(n) = n

logb(np)2 contains an independent subset of size k0(ν) = 2 logb(np)−
4 logb(logb(np)) with high probability.

Let ε > 0. Algorithm 3.1 colors each of the independent sets of size k0(ν) with

a new color, so
⌈

n−ν
k0(ν)

⌉

≤ (1 + ε/2) n log(b)
2 log(np) colors are required, where the inequality

holds for all n ≥ n1(ε) for some n1 ∈ N. Coloring each vertex in the remaining

uncolored set with its own color requires at most ν = n
logb(np)2 ≤ ε/2 · n log(b)

2 log(np) colors,

where the inequality is true for all n ≥ n2(ε) for some n2(ε) ∈ N. So at most
n−ν
k0(ν) + ν ≤ (1 + ε) n log(b)

2 log(np) colors are used.

Since the Algorithm 3.1 yields a proper coloring of Gn,p, χ (Gn,p) > (1 + ε) n log(b)
2 log(np)

implies that Algorithm 3.1 fails to deliver a coloring with at most (1 + ε) n log(b)
2 log(np)

colors.
By the argumentation above this is only the case if there exists V1 ⊆ V of

size ν(n) = n
logb(np)2 that does not contain an independent subset of size k0(ν) =

2 logb(np) − 4 logb(logb(np))
Thus, by Lemma A.3, for all n ≥ n0 := max{n1, n2}

P

(

χ (Gn,p) ≥ (1 + ε)
n log(b)

2 log(np)

)

≤P (∃S ⊆ [n] : |S| = ν ∧ α(Gn,p[S]) < k0(ν))

≤ exp

(

− cn2p7

log(n)8

)

.

Theorem 3.3 directly implies Corollary 2.5

Proof of Corollary 2.5. Let ε > 0 and k = (1 + ε
2) n log(b)

2 log(n) .

E [χ (Gn,p)] =
n∑

i=1

i · P (χ (Gn,p) = i)

≤
k∑

i=1

i · P (χ (Gn,p) = i) + (n − k)P (χ (Gn,p) > k)

≤ k
k∑

i=1

P (χ (Gn,p) = i) + n exp

(

− cn2p7

log(n)8

)

≤
(

1 +
ε

2

)
n log(b)

2 log(np)
+ n exp

(

− cn2p7

log(n)8

)

(By Theorem 3.3 with ε′ = ε/2)
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≤
(

1 +
ε

2

)
n log(b)

2 log(np)
+

ε · n log(b)

2 · 2 log(n)
(14)

= (1 + ε)
n log(b)

2 log(n)
.

The inequality in (14) holds, since p(n) > n− 1
7 and thus

n exp

(

− cn2p7

log(n)8

)

≤ n exp

(

− cn

log(n)8

)

≤ ε · n log(b)

2 · 2 log(n)

As seen in the proof of Theorem 3.3, if p is constant, in the final step of Algorithm 3.1
it is possible to color the remaining vertices with a new color for each such vertex.
This strategy is not successful in calculating a tight bound in case of p = p(n) ∼ n−θ.
Here the number of remaining vertices is too large to be handled in such a way. To

be able to analyze colorings of Gn,p for p = p(n) ∼ n−θ where θ ∈
(

0, 1
3

)

we need

Algorithm 3.3.
Now we prove Theorem 3.5.

Proof of Theorem 3.5. We will follow the pattern of the proof in [FK16, Theorem
7.9] given for constant p with slight modifications. Suppose that in some iteration
of Algorithm 3.3 there are at least n0 = np

(logb(n))2 vertices uncolored. Let U be the

set of uncolored vertices. Let κ = 4
θ and k1 = logb(np) − κ logb(logb(n)). With the

trivial estimate k1 ≤ logb(np) ≤ logb(np) we get

log(k1) + k1 log(n) + 2k1 − logb(n)κ−2

≤ log(logb(np)) + logb(np) log(n) + 2 logb(np) − logb(n)κ−2

≤ logb(n)(log(n) + 2 − o(1)) − logb(n)κ−2

= − logb(n)(logb(n)κ−3 − log(n) − 2 + o(1))

= − logb(n)(log(n)κ−3 log(b)−κ+3 − log(n) − 2 + o(1))

= − logb(n)(log(n)κ−3(1 ± o(1))−κ+3p−κ+3 − log(n) − 2 + o(1))

(using log(b) = (1 ± o (1))p)

= − logb(n)(log(n)κ−3(1 ± o(1))p−κ+3 − log(n) − 2 + o(1))

(using that κ is constant and thus (1 ± o(1))−κ+3 = (1 ± o (1)))

= − (1 ± o(1)) logb(n)(log(n)κ−3p−κ+3 − log(n) − 2 + o(1))

= − (1 ± o(1)) logb(n)p−κ+3(log(n)κ−3 − (log(n) + 2 + o(1))pκ−3)

≤ − (1 ± o(1)) logb(n) log(b)−κ+3 · (log(n)κ−3 − (log(n) + 2)n−τ(κ−3)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

=o(1)

)

(again with log(b) = (1 ± o (1))p and p ≥ n−τ )
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= − (1 ± o(1)) logb(n) log(b)−κ+3 · log(n)κ−3(1 − o (1))

≤ − (1 ± o(1)) logb(n)κ−2.

Now let U be a set of cardinality n0, then

P (∃S : |S| ≤ k1, S is a maximally independent set in U)

≤
∑

S⊆U ;|S|≤k1

P (S is a maximally independent set in U)

=
k1∑

t=1

∑

S⊆U ;|S|=t

P (S is a maximally independent set in U)

=
k1∑

t=1

∑

S⊆U ;|S|=t

P (S is an independent set in U)

· P (for each u ∈ (U \ S) there exists s ∈ S : {u, s} ∈ E(Gn0,p))

=
k1∑

t=1

∑

S⊆U ;|S|=t

P (S is an independent set in U)

·
∏

u∈U\S

P (there exists s ∈ S : {u, s} ∈ E(Gn0,p))

=
k1∑

t=1

∑

S⊆U ;|S|=t

P (S is an independent set in U)

·
∏

u∈U\S

(1 − P (for all s ∈ S : {u, s} /∈ E(Gn0,p)))

=
k1∑

t=1

∑

S⊆U ;|S|=t

P (S is an independent set in U)

·
∏

u∈U\S

(

1 − (1 − p)t
)

=
k1∑

t=1

∑

S⊆U ;|S|=t

(1 − p)(
t
2)
(

1 − (1 − p)t
)n0−t

(since |U \ S| = n0 − t)

=
k1∑

t=1

(

n

t

)

(1 − p)(
t
2)
(

1 − (1 − p)t
)n0−t

≤
k1∑

t=1

(
ne

t
(1 − p)

t−1
2

)t

exp
(

−(n0 − t)(1 − p)t
)

(since1 − x ≤ e−x for all x)

=
k1∑

t=1

(1 − p)(
t
2)

tt
︸ ︷︷ ︸

≤1

nt exp (t) exp
(

t(1 − p)t
)

exp
(

−n0(1 − p)t
)
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≤
k1∑

t=1

nt exp
(

t + t(1 − p)t
)

exp
(

−n0(1 − p)t
)

=
k1∑

t=1

(

n exp(1 + (1 − p)t)
)t

exp(−n0(1 − p
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=b−1

)t)

≤k1




n exp(1 + (1 − p)k1

︸ ︷︷ ︸

≤2

)






k1

exp
(

−n0b−k1

)

(since b > 1)

=k1(ne2)k1 exp

(

− np

logb(n)2
exp (− log(b)(logb(np) − κ logb(logb(n))))

)

=k1(ne2)k1 exp

(

− np

logb(n)2
exp

(

− log(b)
(log(np) − κ log(logb(n)))

log(b)

))

=k1(ne2)k1 exp

(

− np

logb(n)2
exp (−(log(np) + κ log(logb(n))))

)

=k1(ne2)k1 exp

(

− np

logb(n)2

logb(n)κ

np

)

=k1(ne2)k1 exp
(

− logb(n)κ−2
)

= exp







log(k1) + k1 log(n) + 2k1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

o(logb(n)κ−2)

− logb(n)κ−2







= exp
(

−(1 − o(1)) logb(n)κ−2
)

(as shown above)

≤ exp
(

−(1 ± o(1)) log(n)κ−2p−(κ−2)
)

(with log(b) = (1 ± o (1)) p)

≤ exp
(

−(1 ± o(1))nθ(κ−2)
) (

since p ≤ n−θand log(n)κ−2 ≥ 1
)

= exp
(

−(1 ± o(1))nθ( 4
θ

−2)
) (

as κ = 4
θ

)

= exp
(

−(1 ± o(1))n4−2θ
)

≤ exp
(

−(1 ± o(1))n3
)

.
(

since θ ≤ 1
3

)

Thus the probability that in every set of at least n0 vertices every maximally
independent set is of size at least k1 is at least 1 − exp

(
−cn3

)
. So in each step

before the number of uncolored vertices drops below n0, at least k1 vertices are
colored. Therefore, the probability that more than (1 + ε) n

logb(n) ≥ n
k1

+ n0 colors

are used is at most exp
(
−(1 + o(1))n3

)
.

We now consider colorings of Gn,p using an asymptotically optimal amount of
colors for the case p(n) ≤ n−θ. The following algorithm can be used to obtain a
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coloring which is an 1+ε approximation of an optimal coloring with a slightly better
probability bound for p(n) ∼ n−θ as in [Bol88]. This will be used later.

Lemma A.4. Let n−τ ≤ p ≤ n−θ for some arbitrary, but fixed τ, θ ∈
(

0, 1
3

)

. Then

the probability that there exists a vertex set V1 ⊆ V of size ν(n) = n
log(np) such that

V1 does not contain an independent set of size k0(ν) ∼ 2 logb(np) ∼ 2 logb(np) −
4 logb(log(np)) is bounded from above by

P (∃S ⊆ [n] : |S| = ν ∧ α(Gn,p[S]) < k0(ν)) ≤ exp

(

−
(

c2n2p3

log(n)6

))

.

Proof. Let ν = n
log(np) . We have k0(ν) ∼ 2 logb(np) ∼ 2 logb(np) − 4 logb(log(np)).

Now,

P (∃S ⊆ [n] : |S| = ν ∧ α(Gn,p[S]) < k0(ν))

≤
(

n

ν

)

exp

(

− c1ν2p3

log(ν)4

)

(by Theorem A.2 for some constant c1 > 0)

≤ exp

(

−ν
c1νp3

log(ν)4
+ ν log(n)

)

= exp

(

− n

log(np)

c1np3

log(np)(log(n) − log(log(np)))4
+

n

log(np)
log(n)

)

≤ exp

(

−
(

c2n2p3

log(n)6

))

, (a.3)

and the last inequality holds for a constant c2 > 0 and sufficiently large n, because
log(np) ≤ log(nn−θ) ≤ (1 − θ) log(n).

We proceed to the proof of Theorem 3.6 using Algorithm 3.4 and Lemma A.4.

Proof of Theorem 3.6. By Lemma A.4 the probability that Algorithm 3.4 fails to
find an independent set of size k1 := 2 logb(np) − logb(logb(np)) as long as at least

ν = n
log(n) vertices remain is at most exp

(

−
(

c2n2p3

log(n)6

))

. Hence the number of colors

used in the while-loop of Algorithm 3.4 is at most n
k1

≤ (1+ ε
2)n log(b)

log(np) . Furthermore,
since the remaining ν vertices induce a Gν,p, the probability that Algorithm 3.3 uses
more than

(1 + ε)
ν log(b)

log(ν)

=(1 + ε)
ν log(b)

log(n) − log log(np)

=(1 + ε)
ν log(b)

(1 − o (1)) log(n)
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=
1 + ε

1 − o (1)
· n log(b)

log(np) log(n)

≤ 1 + ε

1 − o (1)
· n log(b)

log(np)2

=
ε

2

n log(b)

log(np)
· 2

ε

1 + ε

(1 − o(1)) log(np)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

<1 for sufficiently large n

≤ε

2

n log(b)

log(np)

colors to color the remaining ν vertices can be estimated by Theorem 3.5 to be at
most

exp
(

−(1 + o(1))ν3
)

= exp

(

−(1 + o(1))n3

log(np)3

)

≤ exp

(

−
(

(1 + o(1))n3

log(n)3

))

. (a.4)

Thus the probability that Algorithm 3.4 uses more than (1 + ε) n log(b)
2 log(np) colors is

at most

P

(

Algorithm 3.4 uses more than(1 + ε)
n log(b)

2 log(np)
colors

)

≤P (The while-loop of Algorithm 3.4 colors less than ν vertices)

+ P

(

Algorithm 3.3 uses more than
ε

2

n log(b)

log(np)
colors

)

≤ exp

(

−
(

c2n2p3

log(n)6

))

+ exp

(

−
(

(1 + o(1))n3

log(n)3

))

(using Lemma A.4 and a.4)

≤ exp

(

−
(

c3n2p3

log(n)6

))

,

for some constant c3 > 0. The last inequality holds due to the fact that

exp
(

−
(

(1+o(1))n3

log(n)3

))

∈ o
(

exp
(

−
(

c2n2p3

log(n)6

)))

.

Now we are able to prove Lemma 2.11.

Proof of Lemma 2.11. Let ε > 0 and k = (1+ ε
2) np

2 log(np) . Let further n be sufficiently
large. Then,

E [χ (Gn,p)] =
n∑

i=1

i · P (χ (Gn,p) = i)

=
k∑

i=1

i · P (χ (Gn,p) = i)
n∑

i=k+1

i · P (χ (Gn,p) = i)
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≤
k∑

i=1

i · P (χ (Gn,p) = i) + nP (χ (Gn,p) > k)

≤ (1 +
ε

2
)

np

2 log(np)
+ n exp

(

−
(

cn2p3

log(n)5

))

(by Theorem 3.6 with ε′ := epsilon/2)

= (1 + ε)
np

2 log(np)
.

For the last inequality we use

n exp

(

−
(

cn2p3

log(n)5

))

≤ np

2 log(np)
.

This holds for sufficiently large n, because

lim
n→∞

n exp

(

−
(

cn2p3

log(n)5

))

= 0 and lim
n→∞

np

2 log(np)
= ∞.
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