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TAME SPARSE EXPONENTIAL RANDOM GRAPHS

SUMAN CHAKRABORTY, REMCO VAN DER HOFSTAD, AND FRANK DEN HOLLANDER

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we obtain a precise estimate of the probability that the sparse binomial
random graph contains a large number of vertices in a triangle. The estimate of log of this proba-
bility is correct up to second order, and enables us to propose an exponential random graph model
based on the number of vertices in a triangle. Specifically, by tuning a single parameter, we can
with high probability induce any given fraction of vertices in a triangle. Moreover, in the proposed
exponential random graph model we derive the large deviation principle for the number of edges.
As a byproduct, we propose a consistent estimator of the tuning parameter.

1. INTRODUCTION

Background. Many real-world networks are sparse, while at the same time exhibiting transitivity
(also called clustering), in the sense that two neighbours of the same vertex are more likely to
also be neighbours of one another (see e.g., Newman [I1], Rapoport [15], Serrano and Boguna [17],
Watts and Strogatz [19]). As a result, many vertices in these graphs lie in triangles.

Exponential random graphs models (ERGM) are popular for modelling sparse real-world net-

works. Let G, be the space of all simple graphs on the vertex set [n]|, which has 2(3) elements. An
ERGM can be represented by its law

1

P1(6) = 5 =0 (4T(G). GG, (1.1
where T'(G) is a real-valued function on the space of graphs, ( is an appropriately chosen parameter
(called the inverse temperature in statistical physics), and Z,(f) is the normalisation constant
(called the partition function). In (1.1), the random variable T'(G) is a sufficient statistic, in the
sense that G conditionally on T(G) =t is uniform over all graphs G with T'(G) = t. Examples of
sufficient statistics T include linear combinations of subgraph counts, such as the number of edges,
triangles, cycles, etc. ERGMs were first studied in Holland and Leinhardt [10], Frank and Strauss
[7]. Several new sufficient statistics were introduced in Snijders, Pattison, Robins and Handcock
[15].

The evaluation of the partition function Z, (/) is a fundamental (and often difficult) problem, and
is closely related to an appropriate scaling of the inverse temperature 8. In the dense regime, the
first such result was obtained by Chatterjee and Diaconis [5]. While ERGMs are well-understood
in the dense regime, there are hardly any results in the sparse regime (a recent result in the sparse
regime appeared in Mukherjee [13], and a related model called the random triangle model was
studied in Jonasson [12] and Haggstrom and Jonasson [3]). Unfortunately, even dense exponential
random graphs are problematic, as shown in Bhamidi, Bresler and Sly [!]: either they locally look

Date: June 26, 2024.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary: 05C80, 60F10, 05C30 62F12.

Key words and phrases. Random graphs, Nonlinear large deviations, Exponential random graphs, Consistent
estimation.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.17390v1

2 S. CHAKRABORTY, R. VAN DER HOFSTAD, AND F. DEN HOLLANDER

like dense Erd6s-Rényi random graphs, or the mixing times of Glauber dynamics or Metropolis-
Hasting dynamics on them are exponentially large. Large-deviation-type estimates are the key
to studying ERGMs. In dense regimes, this connection has been investigated in Chatterjee and
Diaconis [5], Chatterjee and Dembo [!], Bhamidi, Chakraborty, Cranmer and Desmarais [2].

Goal and innovation of the present paper. In the present paper we continue our work in
[3], where we investigated sparse ERGMs based on the number of vertices Vr(G) that participate
in triangles, and we computed the correct order of scaling of 3, which turns out to be of the
order logn. Yet, we arrived at the disappointing conclusion that either there are very few vertices
in triangles in the graph (when 8 = alogn with a < %), or virtually all vertices participate in
triangles (when 8 = alogn with a > %) Both are unrealistic from a practical perspective. In this
paper we consider the critical case, which corresponds to 5 = %logn + 0 for arbitrary 6 € R, and
show that now Vr(G) scales in a non-trivial manner, leading to sparse ERGMs with a tuneable
fraction of vertices in triangles. We do this via a second-order non-linear large deviation analysis of
Vr(G) in the sparse Erd6s—Rényi random graph, which is novel. We further prove a large deviation
principle for the number of edges, showing that the model indeed is sparse. We propose several
related ERGMs based on the number of vertices in triangles, and show how to consistently estimate
the parameters in such models. We reiterate that there have been numerous studies to come up
with sparse ERGMs [7, 9, 10, 11, 18] with a large number of triangles but as far as we know this
is the first instance where an ERGM is rigorously shown to simultaneously satisfy the following
three desirable properties: 1. a typical outcome is sparse, that is, the number of edges is linear in
number of vertices with high probability, 2. the number of triangles in a typical outcome is linear
number of triangles (and a linear number of vertices are part of a triangle), 3. consistent estimation
of the parameter(s) is possible and the estimators are based on the sufficient statistic(s). Another
advantage is that the estimators are explicit, thus the estimation is fast and one does not need to
resort to simulations which is often time-consuming.

Organisation. This paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we estimate the second-order of
the large-deviation probabilities of the rare event that a sparse Erdés—Rényi random graph has a
linear number of vertices in triangles, study the structure of the graph conditionally on this rare
event, and provide proofs for our main results. In Section 3, we use these results, as well as the
key insights developed in their proofs, to study exponential random graphs based on the number
of vertices in triangles. We show that, for appropriate parameter choices, such models are sparse,
i.e., lead to sparse exponential random graphs. In Section 4, we show how our main results can
be used to consistently estimate the exponential random graph parameters. We close in Section 5
with a discussion and a list of open problems.

2. LARGE NUMBER OF VERTICES IN TRIANGLES

Let G = (V(G), E(G)) be a graph with vertex set V(G) and edge set E(G). Let Vr(G) be the
number of vertices that are part of a triangle in G. Throughout this paper, we write G,, for the
Erdés—Rényi random graph G(n,p,,), where p, = A/n. In this section, we study the probability
that Vr(Gy,) is of order n, as well as the structure of the graph conditionally on this event.

Our first main result is an upper tail estimate for the sparse binomial random graph:

Theorem 2.1 (Large deviations for number of vertices in triangles). Let G,, be the Erdds—Rényi
random graph with p, = A/n and X € (0,00). Then
nn—1)x---xmn-qg+1) , (o(n19/20).

P(Vr(Grn) > q) = (31)9/3(¢/3)! !

(2.1)
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In particular, for a € (0,1),
log P(Vr(Gp) > an)

2.2
= —n(1 —a)log(1 — a) — (3an)log(ian) — an(3 + 1 log6) + anlog A + o(n'%/?). (2:2)

Theorem 2.1 extends [3, Theorem 1.8] from first- to second-order large deviations. The second-
order term will be important to settle a number of open problems, including the computation of
the number of edges in the graph conditionally on the graph having many vertices in triangles, as
well as to prove that most of the triangles are actually disjoint.

Our second main result says that if G, is conditioned to have of the order n vertices in a
triangle, then almost all the triangles are vertex disjoint. To state the result, we let DT, (G,) be
the maximum number of vertex-disjoint triangles in the graph G,,:

Theorem 2.2 (Most triangles are disjoint conditionally on Vp(G,) = an). For any e > 0,
P(DT,(Gy) < 3(a—e)n|Vr(Gy) = an) < exp (—3enlogn + Cn), (2.3)
where C' is a constant that is independent of €.

Our third main result is the following concentration property on the number of edges in the
graph:

Theorem 2.3 (Concentration of edges conditionally on V3 (Gy,) = an). Conditionally on Vp(G,,) =
an, the number of edges in G,, is concentrated around (a + \/2)n.

Organisation of the proof of Theorems 2.1-2.3. The proof of Theorems 2.1-2.3 is organised
as follows. The upper bound of Theorem 2.1 is proved in Section 2.1, the lower bound in Section 2.2.
In Section 2.3 we use the technique in the proof of Theorem 2.1 to show that, conditionally on the
graph having many vertices in triangles, most of the triangles are disjoint, as stated in Theorem
2.2. In Section 2.4 the graph is shown to be sparse, as stated in Theorem 2.3.

2.1. Upper bound in Theorem 2.1. A central definition in the proof is that of a g-basic graph
and its configuration:

Definition 2.4 (g-basic graphs).
(a) A subgraph G C K, is called g-basic if V;;(G) = ¢ and V;(G\e) < ¢ for all edges e € G.
Here, G'\e denotes the graph with the edge e removed.
(b) We can partition a g-basic graph (non-uniquely) into sets (V1, Vs, Va1, Va2) in such a way
that the following conditions are met:
(1) Vi consists of disjoint triangles, while V'\V} has no disjoint triangles;
(2) V4 consists of the ends of disjoint edges, where the ends of the edges are connected to
a vertex in Vi, and V'\(V1 U V3) has no such edges;
(31) V31 consists of vertices that are connected to both ends of an edge between two triangles
in V1, or a so far unused edge between V7 and Vs;
(32) Va2 =V\(V1U V2 U V3).
(c) We say that a g-basic graph G has an ({1, 09,031, ¢32) configuration if there is a graph
partition (V4, Vs, V31, V32) as described in part (b) with |V;| = ¢; for i = 1,2,31,32. (Note
that g = 01 + 0o + l31 + 632.) |

In words, V35 consists of vertices that are connected to: (i) both ends of an edge of a triangle in
Vi; or (ii) an edge between a vertex in V5 and a vertex in Vj that is used to create the triangle
containing the edge in Va; or (iii) an edge between a vertex in V5 and a vertex in V; that is used to
construct Vsi.
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It is clear that the number of edges in a g-basic graph with an (¢1,¢2, {31, ¢32) configuration is
equal to #1 + %Eg + 3¢31 + 2¢35. The number of ¢-basic subgraphs of the complete graph K,, with
an (01,03, 031,¢32) configuration is at most

nn—1)x---x(n—qg+1) o 652/2 » <€%/2+61€2> o <fl + 0 +£31>

(3)a/3 (01 /3)! (2)f2/2 (0 /2)1 031 ~ 1 l31 (39 ’
where 3 = (31 + l32. Indeed, the factor n!/(n — q)! equals the number of ways we can choose ¢
vertices out of n. However, permutations of the 3 vertices per triangle, as well as the collection
of 3 vertices in the ¢1/3 triangles, leaves the g-basic graph unchanged, so we have to divide by
(3473 (¢1/3)!. Similarly, permutations of the pairs of vertices in the f5 edges in V5, and the fo
edges, leave the g-basic graph unchanged, so we have to divide by (2!)%/2 (¢3/2)!. In the same
vein, we have to divide by #3!. This gives us the number of ways to partition the vertex set into
(Va, Vo, V31, V39). Per edge in Va, we have ¢; choices for the common neighbour of its endpoints,

(2.4)

. . . 02 /2 ] eqese . . . .
which gives rise to 612/ possibilities. Per vertex in V31, we have to choose a pair of vertices in V7,

. . . . 2
or in V4 and V5, which gives rise to (ﬁl/ 2;(1(2)

possibilities. Per vertex in V33, we need to choose
an edge in a triangle in V7, of which there are /1, or an edge between a vertex in V5 and a vertex
in V; that is used to create the triangle containing the edge in V5, of which there are ¢5, or an
edge between V5 and V that is used to construct V3q, of which there are £37. This gives rise to
(£1+£z§+£31) possibilities.
We estimate %5% + 010y < ¢? <n? and {1 + lo + €31 < g < n, to get that (2.4) is bounded above
by
nn—1)x---x(n—q+1)
(3)0/3 (01 /3)! (21)2/2 (£5/2)! 43!
We estimate
P(VE(Gn) > kn) = > P(V(Gr) = kn)
q>kn
< Z P(Gn,pn contains a g-basic subgraph)
q>kn

< Z Z P(Gn,pn contains a g-basic ({1, s, {31, ¥32) Subgraph)
q>kn £1+L2+L31+L32=q

< Z Z phF3t/23ta+2e Lo hasic (£, 0o, 031, £35) subgraph}
q>kn £1+L2+L31+L32=q

= Z p? Z pl2/2H 2+t wlg basic (€y, o, €31, £37) subgraphs}.
q>kn  L1+Ll2+Es1+032=¢

X exp ((£2/2) log n + 2431 log n + #39 log ’I’L) . (25)

(2.6)

Substituting (2.5) into (2.6), we get

—1)x---x(n—q+1)
P(Vi(G,) > k) < 5 )\52/24-2(314-@32 n(n . 9.7
(Vr(Gn) 2 kn) < "y bla 1t sy (3N)0/3(41/3)1(2!)e2/2(89 /2)105! 27)
We are left with maximising
Nl2/2+2E31+32

(2.8)

(31013 (01 /3)! (21)62/2 (69 /2) 43V
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subject to ¢1 + f3 + f31 + ¢392 = q. Using Stirling’s approximation n! = nlogn — n + O(logn), we
get that (2.8) equals

exp ((62/2-+-2€31—k€32)log!A!——(61/3)log(€1/3)—%(61/3)(1——log£ﬂ) 29)
— (l2/2)log(l2/2) 4+ (£2/2)(1 — log 2!) — ¢3log b5 + £3 + O(log(¢1 V la V 53))) . ‘

We can trivially upper bound (2.9) by
exp ((€2/2 +265) (log A) 1. — (€1/3)1og(01/3) + (¢1/3)(1 — log 3!)

(2.10)
— (@2/2) log(€2/2) + (62/2)(1 — log 2') — l3logls + £ + O(log(€1 V oy V 63)),

where x4 = max{z, 0}.
In order to investigate this bound further, we state a technical lemma:

Lemma 2.5 (Variational problem). For large enough q, the minimum value of

flx1, 9, 23) = %xl log x1 + %:172 log xo + x3log x3 + c1x1 + coxo + c3x3, (2.11)

9/10

subject to x1 + xo + T3 = q, is attained when x1 > q—q and xo, x5 < ¢°/10. In particular, there

exists a C' > 0 such that
min  f(z1,22,23) > Sqlogq+ c1g — C¢*/ M log . (2.12)

T1+T2+T3=q

Proof. We use the Lagrange multiplier method. Define

A = f(xy,29,23) + pu(q — 1 — 2 — x3). (2.13)
The partial derivatives of A with respect to x1,x9, x3 are
oA 1
0z, = glogz1 + 35 +c1—p,
oA 1
8—962=§1Og$2+§+62—% (214)
oA
— =logxzs+1+c3— pu.
8953

Setting these equal to zero, we get the following relation for the Lagrange multiplier p:
exp(3u —3cp — 1) [1 +exp(—p + 3c1 — 2¢2) + exp(—2p + 3¢1 — 2¢3)| = q. (2.15)

The solution is bounded above by puy and bounded below by uy, for large enough ¢, where py; and
w1, are solutions of the equations

exp(3uy — 3c1 — 1) =q, exp(3ur, —3c1 —1) =q— q/19. (2.16)
O

By Lemma 2.5, with 1 = €1, 29 = {3, 23 = {31+ 32,1 = (1 —1log3!)/3, for large enough ¢, (2.10)
is bounded above by

exp <—%q10g(%Q) + (1 —log3Ng + Cq” " log q) : (2.17)

This completes the proof of the upper bound in Theorem 2.1. O
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2.2. Lower bound in Theorem 2.1. In this section, we prove the lower bound in Theorem 2.1.
We abbreviate s,, = an, and assume that 3|an. Then we have the following lower bound:

nn—1)x - x (n—s,+1)
(31 /3(s5,/3)!
x P(123,456, ..., 8,—28,—15, form triangles and the rest of the graph is triangle free).
(2.18)
Indeed, the prefactor counts the number of ways to choose s, triples. The event that these triples

form triangles and the event that the rest of the graph is triangle free are independent, and each
has the same probability as when the triples are 123, 456, etc. Next, we rewrite

P(VT(Gn,pn) > an) >

P(123,456, ..., 8y,-28n,—18, form triangles and the rest of the graph is triangle free) (2.19)
= p;"P(the rest of the graph is triangle free | 123,456, ..., s,_25,_15, form triangles).

Define B, to be the set of edges that are used to form the triangles R,, = {123,456, ..., 5,-25,-1Sn}-
Clearly, |B,| = s,. Conditionally on all the edges in B,, being present, the number of triangles in
the graph G, excluding R,, can be written as

Wn = Z QA Q- (2.20)
{(4,4,k): 1<i<j<k<n}\Rn
Hence
P(the rest of the graph is triangle free | 123,456, ..., s,—25,—15, form triangles)
=P(W,, =0) > P(Poi(E[W,]) = 0) — dpv(W,, Poi(E[W,])). (2.21)

We compute E[W,] in two parts: one part in which a triangle contains an edge in one of the
triangles, which contributes at most s,np? to the expectation, and the other part where the rest

of the graph contributes at most %n?’pi to the expectation. This gives
E[W,] < spnp? + inpl = a+ £X* + o(1), (2.22)
since p, = A/n and s, = an, and hence
P(Poi(E[W,]) = 0) > e BWnl = e=0=2%/6(1 4 o(1)). (2.23)

To estimate the last term in (2.21), we rely on a coupling between sums of weakly-dependent
Bernoulli variables and Poisson random variables. Consider a sum of Bernoulli random variables

W =) Xa  Xa~Ber(pa), @€, w=> pa, (2.24)
acl a€el
where Z is a set of indices. Let N, C Z be the set of indices such that X, is independent of

{X5: B & NyU{a}}. We assume that o ¢ N, for all &« € Z. The following theorem provides a
bound on the total variation distance between W and Poi(w):

Theorem 2.6 (Chen-Stein coupling to Poisson). For the random variable W defined in (2.24),
oW Poi(w) < min{1, 1/} 3 (1 + 3 (pums + E(X X)) (2.25)
o€l BeN
Proof. See [16, Theorem 4.7]. O

Now we can complete the proof of the lower bound in Theorem 2.1. We apply Theorem 2.6 with
Z={(i,j5,k): 1 <i<j<k<n}\R,. The terms in the sum in (2.20) are of two types:
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> If one of the edges ij, jk, ki is from B,, then that edge is present and therefore that term
has a Ber(p2) distribution.
> If none of the edges ij, jk, ki is from B, then that term has a Ber(p?) distribution.

Note that two of the edges ij, jk, ki cannot be from B,,. Two triangles are dependent only when
they share precisely one edge (they cannot share two edges). Therefore a term in W,, depends on
at most 3n other terms. This gives that the cross expectation between two dependent terms is at
most p+ (which happens when the shared edge is from B,). The bound in Theorem 2.6 is

min{1,1/w} > p2 +min{1,1/w} Y > (paps +E(XaXp)). (2.26)
a€T acl BeEN,
In the case of W, NV, is the set of triangles that share an edge with « that is not in B, since if
this were not the case, then X, and Xg would be independent. Furthermore, > .+ p? < n3pt. To
estimate the second term, we distinguish between four cases, arising from « using an edge in B,, or
not, and (3 being such that it shares an edge with «:

> Case I: If a term in W, contains an edge from B,, then the number of other triangles
that share the same edge from B, is n, and the cross expectation is p. Therefore this case
contributes s,n?(pj, + p}) to the second term.

> Case II: If a term in W,, contains an edge from B,, then the number of other triangles
that share some edge (that is not from B,) is at most 2n, and the cross expectation is p?.
Therefore this case contributes s,n*(p} + pi) to the second term as well.

> Case III: If a term in W,, does not contain an edge from B,, then the number of other
triangles that share some edge but does not contain an edge from B,, is at most 3n, and the
cross expectation is p>. Therefore this case contributes at most 3n*(pS + p?) to the second
term.

> Case I'V: Consider a triangle that contains an edge from B,,. Then any other triangle that
contains a different edge from B, can depend on the first triangle only if both edges are
from one triangle in R,, and the cross expectation is p3. Therefore this case contributes at
most s, x 2 x n(pi +p3) to the second term.

It follows that

doy (Wi, POi(E[W,])) < min{1, 1/E[W,]} n3 (p3 + 3n (b2 + p2)) . (2.27)
Hence
Aoy (Wh, Poi(E[W,])) = o(1). (2.28)
We conclude that the probability in (2.21) is bounded from below by
e X/0(1 4 0(1)) = (W, Poi (E[IW,])) = e~ X/%(1 + o(1)), (2:29)

which remains strictly positive as n — oco. This proves that

nn—1)x---x(n—s,+1) Sn
(31)5/3(5,/3)! Pn & (2.30)

for some ¢ > 0, as required. O

P(Vr(G,) > an) >

2.3. Most triangles are disjoint: proof of Theorem 2.2. In this section, we use the technique
developed for the proof of the upper bound in Theorem 2.1 to prove Theorem 2.2. For this we wish

to evaluate
B P(DT,(G,)) < %(a —e)n, Vr(Gp) > an)

P(DT,(Gy) < 3(a—e)n|Vr(G,) = an) = BV (O > an) — . (2.31)
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Note that for the denominator we can use the estimate in Theorem 2.1. Obtaining an estimate for
the numerator is more subtle, and for that we again use our earlier decomposition argument. The
crucial observation is the following: the event {DT,(G,) < 3(a — &)n, Vr(G,) > an} implies that
G, admits an (€1, 0,31, ¢32) decomposition with ¢; < (a — &)n. We obtain the following upper

bound for any € > 0:

P(DT,(Gn) < 3(a—e)n, Vr(G,) > an) (2.32)
= Z P(DT,(Gp) < 3(a —e)n, Vi(Gy) = an)
g=an
< Z ]P’(Gn contains a g-basic subgraph with ¢; < (a — E)Tl)
g=an
< Z Z ]P’(Gn contains a g-basic {1, {9, 31, {32 subgraph with ¢; < (a — E)n)

g=>an l1+La+L31+€32=q
This is bounded from above by

Z Z pel+3g2/2+3é31+2€32#{q—basic (01,402,031, l32) subgraph with ¢; < (a —e)n}
q>an b1+La+-L31+32=q

= Z p Z p42/2+2€31+€32#{q—basic (01,402,031, l39) subgraph with ¢; < (a —e)n}.
gzan  L1+La+L31+L32=q

(2.33)
Next, we use (2.5) to obtain
P(DT,(Gy) < 3(a—e)n, Vr(Gy) > an)
—1)x---x(n—q+1) (2.34)
< nt q max )\52/2+2531+532 n(n )
N q; P O1+la+E31+32=q,¢1<(a—¢)n (3!)61/3(51/3)!(2!)52/2(52/2)!63!

Note that an identical calculation as for Lemma 2.5 yields that

max A2/ 242051 +3 nn—1)x-x(n-qg+1)
C1+Eo+H31 +33=q,01 < % (a—e)n (3173 (81/3)1(2N) 272 (L2 /2) 5! (2.35)
<exp(—3(a—e)nlogn — (¢ — a+e)nlogn+ O(n)) .
Therefore, inserting (2.35) into (2.34), we get
P(DT,(Gy) < 3(a—e)n, Vp(Gy) > an)
< exp (—%(a —e)nlogn — (g —a+e)nlogn+ O(n)).

Finally, insert the estimates from Theorem 2.1 and (2.36) into (2.31), to get the claim. The
argument even shows that P(DT,(G,) < %(a — &)n, Vr(Gy) > an) decays like e =198 for some
d =d(a,e) > 0 for every a,e > 0. O

(2.36)

2.4. The graph is sparse: Proof of Theorem 2.3. We will use the technique of generating
functions to show that the graph is sparse. We need the following standard lemma:

Lemma 2.7 (Concentration in terms of moment generating functions). Let X,, be a random variable
such that ]
lim —logE [e""] = ¢(t), tEeR, (2.37)

n—oo N
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for some ¢: R — R that is twice differentiable at 0 and satisfies ¢(0) = 0 and sup,cg4) [¢" ()| <
Cs < oo for some 6 > 0. Then % — ¢'(0) in probability as n — co.

Proof. We use the Markov inequality. Fix any € > 0. Then, for all £ > 0,

P (% > ¢'(0) + s) =P (t% >t/ (0) + t6>

=P (exp(tX,) > exp(tng'(0) + te)) (2.38)
< exp(—tng¢'(0) — tne) E [etX”] .
By (2.37),
hgl—?o%p % log P <% > ¢'(0) + E> < —t¢'(0) — te + &(1). (2.39)
Expanding ¢, we get, for ¢t € [0, ]
lim sup 1 log P <& > ¢'(0) + E> < —te + Cst?. (2.40)
n—oo M n

Now we can choose t small enough to complete the proof of the upper bound. The lower bound
works in the same way. O

The following lemma gives us control over the number of edges in G,, given Vp(G,,):

Lemma 2.8 (Conditional edge moment generating function). For every a € (0,1] and t € R,

nh_}ngo - logE[ te(Gn) | Vip(G) = an] = $A(e' — 1) + at. (2.41)
Proof. For fixed t € R, compute
R [ete(G")]l{vT(Gn):an}} = Y OO p,) ), (2.42)
G: Vr(G)=an
We can rewrite this relation as
E[ L @uman] = (6a®)E) D0 pa® D@ = pa(t) B9, (2.43)
G: Vr(G)=an
where
S) =1 = put by plt) = P (2.44)
n n mns mn 1 — pn + etpn . .
Hence "
E[e“C) 11 rmany] = (@) Py, o (Vo(G) = an). (2.45)
Using (2.45), we get
E [exp(te(Gn)) L vy (Gn)=an} ) ) (Vr(Gr) = an)
I [ote(Gn) Vir(G,) = an] = T(Gn)=an}] _ ot (% ) Pn .
VG =] = T e =) OO TR @) = an)
(2.46)
At this point we use the estimate from (2.17), to get
an—(an)¢ an+(an)®/
(pn(t)> " Py (Vi(Gn) = an) _ (Pn(t)> HomE (2.47)
Pn - IED(VT(CJn) = an) N Pn ‘

Combining (2.46)—(2.47), we get the claim. O
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Proof of Theorem 2.3. We use Lemma 2.7 with X,, = e(G),) conditionally on V7(G,) = an. In this

case ¢(t) = %)\(et — 1) 4 at, which satisfies the assumptions in Lemma 2.7. O

From Lemma 2.7, we can also conclude that the number of edges, conditionally on Vp(G,,) = an,
satisfied a large deviation principle:

Corollary 2.9 (LDP for the number of edges). Conditionally on Vr(G,) = an, the number of
edges e(Gy,) satisfies a large deviation principle with rate n and with good rate function
T —a
I\(z) = (z — a)] Q——)— —a)+1. 2.48
) = (@ = a)log (S75) — @ =) + (2.45)
The rate function x +— I (x) is the large deviation rate function of na + e(G,,), where now G, is
an unconditional Erdés—Rényi random graph. This suggests that the conditioning on Vp(G),) = an
simply adds %an vertex-disjoint triangles, and the remainder of the graph still has that every edge
is present independently with probability p, = A/n.

Proof. The claim follows directly from the Gértner—Ellis Theorem (see [0, Theorem 2.3.6]). O

3. EXPONENTIAL RANDOM GRAPH MODELS

In this section we consider exponential random graph models based on the number of vertices in
triangles. In Section 3.1, we discuss our main results, which are of two types. In the first, we bias
by nlogn times the number of vertices in triangles (a setting which we call “linear tilting”). In the
second, we bias by nlogn times a function of the number of vertices in triangles (a setting which we
call “functional tilting”). We investigate the asymptotics of the partition function, as well as the
number of vertices in triangles and the number of edges, arising in the exponential random graph.
In Section 3.2, we prove our main results for the linear tilting; in Section 3.3 for the functional
tilting.

3.1. Results for exponential random graphs.

Linear tilting. Consider the exponential random graph model Pg defined by
% - _1 eﬁlognVT(Gn)7 (3.1)
dP Z,(B)

where P is the measure of the Erdés—Rényi random graph with p, = A\/n. This model was investi-

P P
gated in [3], where it was proved that Vi(Gy)/n — 0 for 8 < + and Vp(G,)/n 21 for 8 > 1.
We investigate the critical window of this phase transition, for which we take

0
logn’

5:%+ (3.2)

It turns out that for this choice of parameter, the number of vertices in triangles concentrates on

a non-trivial value a* € (0,1) that depends on 6:

Theorem 3.1 (Vertex-in-triangles exponential random graphs). Consider the exponential random

graph in (3.1), with § = % + bgn. Then, for all 8 € R,
1
lim —log Z, = Aa, 8, ), 3.3
Jim —log w>(%g]m ) (3.3)

with
Ala,0,\) =0a— (1 —a)log(l —a) — (%a) log(%a) - %a - %alog6 + alog \. (3.4)
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Furthermore,

Ve(Gu) s, o (3.5)

n
where a* is the unique maximizer of the variational problem in (3.3), and

E
E(Gn) BLN A +a*.
n 2

Functional tilting. In this section, we extend Theorem 3.1 to exponential random graphs based
on the number of vertices in triangles. Pick a function g: [0,1] — R. Consider the exponential
random graph model Py defined by

(3.6)

My _ 1 nlogng(Ve(Gu)/n), (3.7)
P Zn(9)
where P is as before. We show that, under some mild assumptions on g, we can asymptotically
evaluate the normalizing constant Z,(g), as well as the number of vertices in triangles and the
number of edges:

Theorem 3.2 (Functional exponential random graphs). Let g: [0,1] — R be a function such that

all mazima of a — g(a) — +a are attained in (0,1). Let a* € (0,1) be any of the mazimizers. Then

3
li log Z(g) = g(a*) — a*. :
S e %% (9) = g(a”) — 3a (3.8)
Further, if the mazimum of g(a) — +a is uniquely attained at some a* € (0,1), then
V(G
Ve (Gn) o, a*, (3.9)
n
while B \
EGn) ro ey X (3.10)
n 2

Here is a concrete example of a function g for which Theorem 3.2 applies.

Corollary 3.3 (Example of functional tilting). Let g(x) = fz% for some o € (0,1), B > 0, and
3af > 1. Then

Tim_ log Zu(g) = B(3a8) %7 — §(3ap) 7T (3.11)

Proof. Let G(z) = g(a:)—%a:. Note that G (z) = Baxa_l—% and G (z) = Ba(a—1)z*~2. Therefore
G attains its maximum in (0,1) (since 3a > 1). Therefore the claim follows from Theorem 3.2. [J

Remark 3.4 (LDP for the number of edges). In Theorems 3.1 and 3.2, we can extend the asymp-
totics of the number of edges to a large deviation principle, as in Corollary 2.9. The proof of this
extension follows directly from the Gértner—Ellis Theorem (see [0, Theorem 2.3.6]), and is therefore
identical to the proof of Corollary 2.9. <

In the remainder of the section, we give the proofs of Theorems 3.1 and 3.2. The proofs are
organised in the same way. First, we investigate the asymptotics of the partition function in terms
of a variational problem. Afterwards, we conclude that the number of vertices in triangles divided
by n converges to the maximizer of this variational problem. Finally, we compute the moment
generating function for the number of edges to conclude the proof.
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3.2. Linear tilting. The asymptotics for partition function is identified in the following lemma:
Lemma 3.5 (Partition function for the linear tilting). For every 6 € R,

log Zy (% + %) =7 max Ala, 8, ) + o(n'*/?0), (3.12)

Proof. By Theorem 2.1,

log P(Vr(G,,) = an)

= —n(1 —a)log(l — a) — anlogn — fanlog(3a) — Zan — fanlog6 + anlog A + o(n'9/29).

(3.13)
We write .

B (6 - 3B (Gl =)
q=0

For p, = A\/n, using the estimate in (3.13), we obtain

E <eg log”VT(G”)> =n sup
0<a<1

X exp <ﬂanlogn —n(1—a)log(l —a) — sanlog(3an) — an(3 + 3 log 6 — log \) + 0(n19/2o)) .

(3.14)

Substitute § = % + bgn, to get
E <eﬂlognVT(Gn)> = nexp <n OlélgglA(a, 0,\) + 0(7119/20)) ' (3.15)
O

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Fix an € > 0. We wish to upper bound Pg(Vr(Gy) & [(a* —e)n, (a* +¢)n)).
This can be written as

]P’g(VT(Gn)Q[(a*—s)n,(a*—ka)n]):Zl(ﬁ) S PG =q).  (3.16)
) gl —Dmtar +em)

Define

§d=A(a*,0,)\) — A(a,0, ). (3.17)

max
ag[(a*—e),(a*+¢)]
It is easy to check that § > 0, since A(-, 8, \) is strictly concave and therefore has a unique maximum.
Now we set 3 = %—I—logn and use (3.13), to obtain that 108 > 4(ax_cyn (a* +e)n] eflogma P(Vr(G,) = q)

is bounded above by n(%é + MaXg[(a*—e),(a*+¢)) M@, 0, X)) for large enough n. Then use (3.12) to
get log Zn(é + &) >n (—%5 + A(a*, 6, )\)) Combining these estimates, we get

log P (Vr(Gy) € [(a* — &)n, (a* +e)n]) < —3nd. (3.18)

1, ¢
(3+10gn)

Let us next compute the following moment generating function for the number of edges under
the measure P defined in (3.1). For t € R,

Es [ete(Gn)} _ 1 g <ete(Gn)+BlognVT(Gn)) _ (%(t))(g)E

~ Zn(B) Zu(B)

where E,, ;) is the expectation w.r.t. the Erdés-Rényi random graph with p = p,(t).

9 (eﬁlognVT(Gn))> 7 (3.19)



TAME SPARSE EXPONENTIAL RANDOM GRAPHS 13
Now using (3.12), we get

(5) _ 19/20 te(Gn)
(pn())\2) exp " max, A(a,0,np,(t)) norggglA(a,H,/\) +o(n ) ) <Eg [e ]

3.20
< (¢n(t))(7zl) exp (n ax, A(a,0,np,(t)) — n Joax A(a,0,)) + 0(n19/20)>. 20
Finally, simplifying (3.20), we obtain
nh_}ngo % logEg [ete(G”)] =N - 1)+ (max Aa,0 +1t,\) — (nax A(a,0,N).
Differentiating the right-hand side of the last display with respect to ¢t at ¢t = 0, we find A/2 + a*.
(The first term is easy while the second term is handled in Lemma 3.6 below.) Therefore % e,
% + a* by Lemma 2.7. d

Lemma 3.6. Let Apax(t) = maxo<q<i Aa,0 +t,\). Then
OApax(t)
ot |t:0 =a

*

Proof. Recall that
A(a,0,)) = 6a — (1 —a)log(l — a) — (3a) log(3a) — 2a — 2alog6 + alog .

It is easy to see that A is concave in a and thus has a unique maximum. Define a*(t)

argmaxo<<i1 A(a,0+t, A). Also note that a*(¢) must be the unique solution of the equation g—/; 0.

More precisely,

0+t +log(1 — a*(t)) — % log(3a*(t)) — 1 log6 + log A = 0. (3.21)
Clearly a*(0) = a*, and
Amax(t) = Jnax A(a, 0 +t,X\) = A(a*(t),0 +t,N). (3.22)

We can implicitly differentiate a*(¢) with respect to ¢ and use (3.21), to obtain
da*(t)  3a*(t)(1 —a*)

.2
ot 1+ 2a* (3.23)
We are now ready to evaluate E)A%T(t). Using (3.22), we get
OAmax(t)  OA(a,0 +t, /\)’ " da*(t) N OA(a,0 +t, )\)’
o da a=at(t) ™ Tt 90 a=a ()
3a*(t)(1 — a*(t
= (0 +t+log(1 — a*(t)) — 3 log(3a*(t)) — 1 log6 + log )\) § I2a*(t)( ) + a*(t).
(3.24)
Therefore (3.24) yields 8A"é§"(t) ‘t:o = a*(0) = a*. O

3.3. Functional tilting. The following lemma identifies the asymptotics of the partition sum:

Lemma 3.7 (Partition function for the functional tilting). Let g: [0,1] — R be a function such

that all maxima of a — g(a) — %a are attained in (0,1). Let a* € (0,1) be any of the maximizers.

Then
lim
n—oo nlogn

log Z,,(9) = g(a*) — %a*, (3.25)

and Vp(Gp)/n =9 a*.
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Proof. Using (2.17), we get

E (e”logng(wv = Zenlog"g(%) exp (— 2qlogn + O(n))
q=0 (3.26)

< nexp (n logn sup (g(a) — +a) + O(n))
a€l0,1]

By assumption, the supremum is attained at a* € (0,1). Therefore we obtain the following lower
bound as well:

(Gn)
E (e”log”Q(VTnG )> > exp (n logn (g(a*) — 2a*) + O(n)) (3.27)
Also, the main contribution comes from Vr(G,) € [(a* — ¢)n, (a* + €)n]. Combining (3.26)—(3.27),
we get the claim. O

The limit of the number of edges is slightly more involved. The next lemma identifies its moment
generating function, as in Lemma 2.8:

Lemma 3.8 (Edge moment generating function for functional tilting). Let g: [0,1] — R be any

function such that a — g(a) — %a is uniquely mazimized at a* € (0,1). Let E, be the expectation

with respect to Py defined in (3.7). Then, for any t € R,

. 1 e *
nh—>Holo - log Eg [et (G”)} =X —1) +a’t. (3.28)
Proof. We wish to compute
1
te(Gn) — VT(GTL)
E, [e } 70 E (exp (te(Gp) + nlogn g(-L: ))) . (3.29)
This relation can be rewritten as
n 1
Eg [ete(G”)} = (qﬁn(t))(?) 7@ Ep.t) <exp (n logng(@))) . (3.30)
Write .
By, () <exp (n logng(%))) = Z e"logng(%) Pp,.)(Vr(Grn) = q). (3.31)
q=0

Using the estimate in (2.2), we obtain that the sum is bounded above by

n sup exp <n logn (g(a) — %a) —n(l—a)log(l —a) — (%an) log(%a)

== (3.32)
- %an — %an log 6 + anlog (e'\) + 0(n19/20)>,

In order to study this function, we need the following technical lemma:

Lemma 3.9. Let fi: [0,1] = R and fo: [0,1] — R be two functions such that f1 uniquely attains
its maximum at a* € [0,1] and f1, fo are continuous on [0,1]. Let (an)nen, (bn)nen be sequences
of non-negative real numbers such that by/a, — 0 as n — oo. Then, for every fired ¢ > 0,
anf1(a) + bnfa(a) < apfi(a*) + by fa(a*) + by, for sufficiently large n and all a € (0,1).
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Proof. Fix a 6 > 0. First consider the situation when |a — a*| > §. Let the minimum value of
fi(a*) — fi(a) on the compact set {|a —a*| > d} N[0,1] be D > 0 (D must be positive because fi
has a unique maximum), and the minimum value of fa2(a*) — fa(a) on [0, 1] must be M. Then

an f1(a*) + bpfa(a*) — anfi(a) — by fo(a) = an (fl(a*) — fila) + Z—H(f2(a*) - f2(a))> -
" 3.33
> an, (D + 2—"M> >0

for large enough n. If |a — a*| < ¢, then we use fi(a) < fi(a*) and continuity of fs, and choose ¢
small enough. O

Since a +— g(a) — %a is uniquely maximized at a*, we can use Lemma 3.9 with a,, = nlogn and

b, = n to obtain the following upper bound, valid for large enough n:

nexp <n logn (g(a*) — 2a* +¢) —n(1 — a*)log(1 — a*) — (3a*n)log(3a*n)

(3.34)
— 2a*n — 1a*nlog6 + a*nlog (e'\) + o(n)>.
Obtaining a lower bound is easy, namely,
nlogn (M) 1 (a*) *
Ep.) |e AT > ehtiogngla ]P)pn(t)(VT(GTL) =a’n). (3.35)

We use the estimates in Theorem 2.1 to obtain the following lower bound for the exponential in
(3.34):

exp <n logn (g(a*) — 2a*) — n(1 — a*)log(1 — a*) — (3a*)nlog(3a*)

(3.36)
— 2a*n— 1a*nlog6 + a*nlog A + o(n)).
Therefore we obtain the sandwich
1 n n t atn —en 1 n
L ouen® () e < 1B, ) (exp (nlogm oY) )
n Pn Zn(g)
. (3.37)
S e
DPn
from which the claim follows. O

4. CONSISTENT PARAMETER ESTIMATION IN EXPONENTIAL RANDOM GRAPHS

In practice, we can only observe a large network without knowing its full architecture. From the
modeling perspective it is important to be able to estimate unknown parameter(s) from observa-
tions. In this section, we show that it is possible to consistently estimate the parameters in the
exponential random graph in (3.1), with 5 = % + %. Note that the distribution of the graph is
characterized by two parameters: # and A. The estimation procedure is a by product of Theorem
3.1, and is stated in the following theorem:

Theorem 4.1. Let G, be an observation from the exponential random graph in (3.1), with f =
I+ O Define A, = 2£Cn) _ 2Vr(Gn) ;g

logn * n n

~

0, = {x: arg max, Aa,z,\) = Vp(Gp)/n}.

~ ]Pﬂ ~ PB
Then A\, — X and 0,, — 0 as n — oo.
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Proof. The proof follows from (3.5)—(3.6) and the continuous mapping theorem. O

Remark 4.2. It is not hard to come up with models where consistent estimation is possible via

Theorem 3.2. As a proof of concept, let us consider the example in Corollary 3.3. In this case,

assume that « is known, and 8 and A are unknown parameters with the restriction 3a5 > 1. In the
1

notation of Theorem 3.2, a* = (ﬁ) 1% Therefore a natural proposal for estimators of 5 and A

is the solution of the equations

1 ==
( 1A>1_QZM7 ( 1A>1—a+&:%, (4.1)
308, n 3a6, 2 n

Using (3.9)—(3.10) and the continuous mapping theorem, we have B, — Band A\, — A as n — o0
under the measure described in Corollary 3.3.

5. DISCUSSION AND OPEN PROBLEMS

In this section, we discuss our main results and list some open problems.

Discussion main results. It is crucial that our main technical theorem, Theorem 2.1, identifies
the second-order asymptotics of the log of the large deviation probability that Vp(G),) > an. The
first-order asymptotics, of order nlogn, was already identified in [3]. The fact that we can also
identify the second-order asymptotics of order n allows us to prove a large deviation principle for
the number of edges in the graph (in Theorem 2.3), as well as prove that most triangles are actually
vertex disjoint (in Theorem 2.2), which would not have been possible with the first-order result
only. This is a reflection of the fact that the key large deviation rate is n, not nlogn, as one might
have conjectured after [3].

The above results in turn allowed us to suggest a range of sparse exponential random graph
models, which is important because it is hard to identify sparse exponential random graph models
with many triangles. Finally, our results allowed us to prove that the parameters of the model can
be consistently estimated, a property that is relevant in practice.

Open problems. Several natural and interesting extensions are possible. The large deviation
principle for the number of edges in the graph in Theorem 2.3 suggests that also a central limit
theorem should also hold. This is further exemplified by the nice limiting generating function for
the number of edges in Lemma 2.8. Unfortunately, while being suggestive, it seems hard to turn
this observation into a mathematical proof. Indeed, typically some correlation-type inequality is
needed for such proofs, which we do not have at our disposal here.

Furthermore, the combination of Theorem 2.2 (describing that most triangles are disjoint) and
Theorem 2.3 (describing the convergence of the number of edges) suggests that we might be able
to identify the local limit of the model as well. Indeed, we conjecture that the local limit is exactly
the same as that of the model where %an disjoint triangles are randomly dropped inside an Erd&s—
Rényi random graph. Unfortunately, it seems difficult to prove such a result. Since the degree
distribution is uniformly integrable, the model is tight in the space of rooted graphs in the local
topology, but we do not see how to prove that the limit indicated above really is the local limit.

The type of models we investigated may be extended as well. We focussed on the number of
vertices in triangles, but it would be natural to consider the number of edges in triangles instead.
Since this number can vary much more (the number is at most n(n — 1)/2 rather than n, as for the
number of vertices in triangles), it appears to be a significantly more difficult problem. Finally, of
course, we could extend the number of parameters in our model, and investigate the behaviour of the
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associated exponential random graph. In what generality can the parameters still be consistently
estimated?
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