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Abstract

Let Gy,...,G,, be independent identically distributed Bernoulli random subgraphs of
the complete graph K, having vertex sets of random sizes Xi,...,X,, € {0,1,2,...} and
random edge densities Q1,...,Q., € [0,1]. Assuming that each G; has a vertex of degree 1
with positive probability, we establish the k-connectivity threshold as n,m — +oo for the
union U2, G; defined on the vertex set of ;.

1 Introduction

Connectivity is a basic graph property. The strength of connectedness was adressed in the
fundamental paper by Menger [I8] as early as 1927. Connectivity strenght of a random
graph, where a given number of edges is inserted uniformly at random, has been studied
in the seminal papers by Erdés and Rényi [I0, [IT]. We recall that a graph is called k
vertex (edge) connected if the removal of any k — 1 vertices (edges) does not disconnect
it. Let ppm, denote the probability that the Erdds-Rényi random graph on n vertices
with m randomly inserted edges is k (vertex) connected. It follows from the results of
[I1] that as m,n — +oo the probability p, ,, , undergoes a fast growth in the range m =
5 (Inn+ (k—1)Inlnn + ¢,). For ¢, — oo the probability pp mx — 0.5+ 0.5; for ¢, — ¢
the probability p, m r — exp{—e~°/(k — 1)!}. In the literature this phenomenon is referred
to as k-connectivity threshold. It is important to mention that for ¢, — —oo the minimal
degree of the Erdés-Rényi random graph is at most k — 1 with probability tending to 1 [I1]
(this in turn implies py, .,k = 0(1)). In the subsequent literature the k-connectivity property
has been studied for various random graph models: regular graphs [8], [22], geometric graphs
[19], inhomogeneous binomial graphs [9], [21], random intersection graphs [25], [7], see also
[12], [17], [15] and references therein.

In the present paper we establish the k-connectivity threshod for superpositions of Bernoulli
random graphs. We now introduce the random graph model in detail. Let (X, @), (X1,Q1),. . .,
(X, Qm), .. be a sequence of independent and identically distributed bivariate random
variables taking values in {0,1,2...} x [0,1]. Given n and m, let G; = V1,&1),...,Gm =
(Vim, Em) be independent Bernoulli random subgraphs of the complete graph &C,, having ran-
dom vertex sets V; C V and random edge sets &. Here V = {1,...,n} =: [n] denotes the
vertex set of K. Each G; = (V;,&;) is obtained by firstly sampling (X;,@;) and secondly
by selecting a subset of vertices V; C V of size |V;| = min{X;,n} uniformly at random



from the class of subsets of V of size min{X;,n} and retaining edges between selected ver-
tices independently at random with probability @;. In particular, GG; is a random graph
on min{X;,n} vertices, where every pair of vertices is linked by an edge independently at
random with probability ;. Note that given i random variables X; and @; do not need to
be independent. We study the union graph Gy, .,y = (V,€) with the vertex set V = [n] and
the edge set & = Ujc[m)&i-

Our motivation for studying the random graph G, ) is based on two observations.
Firstly, G[p,m) is @ natural generalisation of the Erdds-Rényi graph G[n, m], the random graph
on n vertices with m randomly inserted edges [10]. Indeed, similarly to G[n,m] our graph
Gn,m) is obtained by inserting m bunches of edges &1,...,&,, (instead of m single edges),
which, in addition, may overlap. Secondly, G, ., represents a null model of the community
affiliation graph of [23] [24] that has attracted considerable attention in the literature. Com-
munity affiliation graph is a union of independent Bernoulli random graphs (communities),
where the overlaps of the vertex sets of contributing communities are arranged by design.
Therefore, G, ,,) represents a random network of overlapping communities G, ..., Gp. We
also mention related random graph models of overlapping community networks [I6] and [20].

In the parametric regime m = ©(n) as n,m — +oo the random graph Gy, ) admits
an asymptotic degree distribution and non-vanishing global clustering coefficient [5]. The
clustering property of G, ) indicates the abundance of small dense subgraphs. Asymptotic
distributions of respective subgraph counts are studied in [4]. The effect of clustering on the
component structure and percolation was studied in [5]. Letting m/n — 4o0o at the rate
m = ©(nlnn) one can make Gi, ) connected with a high probability. The connectivity
threshold (under various conditions on the distribution of (X, Q)) was studied in [T}, 2], [6],
[13].

Before formulating our result, we introduce some notation. Given integer = > 0 and
number ¢ € [0,1] we denote by G(z,q) the Bernoulli random graph with the vertex set
[] = {1,...,2} and with the edge probability ¢ (any pair of vertices is declared adjacent
independently at random with probability ¢). G(0, ¢) refers to the empty graph having no
vertices. We denote

h(z,q) =1—(1—¢q)= D+

the probability that vertex 1 is not isolated in G(z,q). We write for short (x) = max{x,0}
and assign value 1 to the expression 0°. Note that h(1,q) = h(0,q) = 0 for any ¢ € [0, 1].
We denote by I4 the indicator function of an event (set) A. We denote by A the event
complement to A. Furthermore, we denote

a=E(Qlix>y), " =EXhX,Q), 7 =E((X):Q(-Q)*?),
m m
A=A =1 k—1)In— — —k™. 1
n,m,k nn+( )nn n’% ()
Theorem 1. Let k > 2 be an integer. Let n — +o0o0. Assume that m = m(n) = O(nlnn).
Assume that o > 0 and 7* > 0 and

E(Xh(X,Q)In(1+ X)) < oo, (2)
E (X min{l, XQ}In(1 + X)) < oo, (3)
E(X'Q'") < oo, 2<j<k. (4)
Then
P{G|,m is vertex k—connected} — 1 for A} , — —oo, (5)
P{Gnm is edge k—connected} — 0 for A} . — +o0. (6)

We remark that since the vertex k-connectivity implies edge k-connectivity, the dichotomy
, @ extends to either sort of k-connectivity (edge and vertex connectivity).

We comment on the conditions of Theorem [[l Condition a > 0 excludes the trivial case
where G, ) is empty. Indeed, a = 0 implies P{G/y,,;) has no edges} = 1. Furthermore,



condition 7* > 0 excludes the case, where each community G; is either empty or is a clique
of (random) size of at least 3. It allso implies that G; has a vertex of degree 1 with positive
probability. The condition 7* > 0 plays important role in the proof of @, where we show
that G, ) has a vertex of degree at most k£ — 1 with high probability. In particular, under
the assumption that 7* > 0 the k-connectivity threshold for community affiliation graph with
randomly assigned community memberships follows a pattern similar to that of the Erd&s-
Rényi random graph described in the seminal paper [I0]: an obstacle to k-connectivity is a
vertex of degree at most k — 1. The case where 7* = 0 (i.e., the case of clique communities
of sizes > 3) needs a different approach and will be considered elsewhere. Conditions (3]),
(4) are technical and can probably be relaxed.

We note that for E(X?Q) < co and a > 0 the parameter £* (that enters A% ) is well
defined and it is bounded away from zero. Indeed, we show in Fact 3 (Section 2 below) that

E((X)2Q) > k* > . (7)

We also discuss condition m = O(nlnn). We impose this condition to exclude sequences
m = m(n) satisfying ),  , — —oc and such that m(n) = o(n) because for such sequences
may fail. For example, for bounded X and for m = o(n) the number of isolated vertices
is at least n — >0 Vil > n—>1", X, =n—Op(m) = Op(n). An example of such a
sequence is m = m(n) = Ln%ln_1 nl.

Finally, we note that the validity of (5)) extends to the case where nlnn = o(m). Similarly,
the validity of @ extends to the case m = o(nlnn). To see this we combine Theoremwith
the coupling argument: given two sequences m_ = m_(n) and m4 = m4(n) such that m_ <
m there is a natural coupling of G| ,,,_) and GJy, ., such that P{G},, ;n_] C Gy} =1
(we obtain G, ,_y from GYy, 4 ) by removing my — m_ layers). Clearly, k-connectivity of
Gn,m_) implies k-connectivity of G|, ,, . Similarly, if G|, ) fails to be k-connected then
so does G m_]-

2 Proof of Theorem 1

The proof of Theorem |1| consists of two parts. We prove @ in Lemma (1| and in Lemma
For convenience we first formulate Lemmas [IJand 2] Then we prove Theorem [I] Proofs of
Lemmas [I] and [2] are postponed until after the proof of Theorem [I] We begin with notation
and auxiliary facts.

Notation. We write, for short, G = G[,,,). Given S C V = [n], we denote by G5 the
subgraph of G induced by the vertex set V' \ S. For integer k > 2, introduce event

By = {EIS cV:|S9< kfl,G(*S) has a component on r vertices for some 2 < r < n ;|S| }

We denote by d(v) (respectively d;(v)) the degree of v € V in G (respectively G;). We put
di(v) =0 for v ¢ V;. Let

Ny =Y Tiaw)=y)
vEVY

be the number of vertices of degree ¢ in G. We write X = min{X,n} and X; = min{X;,n},
for 1 <i < m, and denote n; = E(X7Q’~1), j =2,3,...,

k= =E(X0(X,Q), =7 =E((X)2Q01-Q)7%?),
p=E(XhX,Qn(1+X)), x4 =E(Xmin{l,XQ}n(1+X)), ®)

m m
Aok = 1 kEk—1)In — — —k. 9
sk =1nn+ ( )nn kK 9)

We note that quantities x and 7 depend on n and tend to x* and 7* as n — oc.



For a sequence of random variables {(,,n > 1} we write ¢, = op(1) if P{|¢,| > €} = o(1)
as n — +oo for any € > 0. We write ¢, = Op(1) if lime_, 4+ sup,, P{|(,| > C} = 0.
Fact 1. Assume that g < co. Then 0 < k* — k < m Moreover, for m = ©(nlnn)

we have 0 < Ak — Ay g = =o0(l) as n — 4o0.

Proof of Fact 1. Denote p, = E (Xh(X,Q)In(1 4+ X)I{x>,}). We have

KZ* -k = E (Xh(X, Q)I{X>n}) —E (nh(n, Q)I{X>n})
< E( h(X, Q)I{X>n}) < hl(iuiin)

Note that the right side of the first identity is non-negative because x — h(z,q) is nonde-

creasing. Hence 0 < k* — k. Furthermore, the inequality p, < p implies k* — k < ln(l%n)
Moreover, p < oo implies p, = o(1). Hence
m m Hn m 1
A - A = —(k—Kv)<<——=—"r =0 ——+———] =0(1). O
mm.k .k n (K" — k) < n In(l+n) © ( n In(l + n)) o(1)

Fact 2. We have |7 — 7| < E ((X)2QI{x>n}). Consequently, np < oo implies |7 —7*| =
o(1) as n — +oo.
Proof of Fact 2. We obtain |1 — 7*| < E ( QQI{X>n}) from the inequalities

=7 = E((X)2Q01 - Q) Iixsny) —E ((n):2Q(1 — Q)" *Iixsny)
< E((X)2001-Q)* Iixsny) <E((X)2QIix>n})
77" = E(n)2001 - Q)" Iixsny) — E((X)2Q(1 - Q)F PIixsny)
< E((n)2Q(1 = Q)" *Lixsny) < E((X)2QIx5ny)- O

Fact 3. Assume that E((X)2Q) < co. Then (7)) holds.
Proof of Fact 3. For integer x > 2 and 0 < ¢ < 1 we have

Now inequalities ¢(z — 1) > h(x,q) > ¢ for > 2 imply (x)2q > zh(x,q) > xq > q.
Consequently, we have

E((X)2QI x>2)) > E(XM(X,Q)l{x>21) > E(Ql{x>2)-

Invoking identities E((X)2Q) = E((X)2Ql{x>2y) and E(Xh(X,Q))= E(XA(X, Q)]I{X>2})
(the latter one follows from the identities (1, q) = h(0,g) = 0) we obtain (7))

Lemma 1. Let k > 2 be an integer. Let n,m — +o0o. Assume that m = m(n) = O(nlnn).
Assume that o > 0, 7% > 0, 72 < 00, and ' < co. For k > 3 we assume, in addition, that
N3 < 00. Then for Ay m.x — +00 we have P{Ny_1 > 1} — 1. Moreover, for Ay m 1 — —00
we have Ny = op(1) fort=0,1,...,k — 1.

Lemma 2. Let k > 2 be an integer. Let n — +o00. Assume that m = m(n) — oo and
m = ©(nlnn). Assume that @ > 0, p < oo and and n; < oo, for 2 < j < k. Assume that
Armk — —00 and A =o(lnlnn). Then

P{B;} = o(1). (10)

Proofs of Lemmas [1] and [2| are postponed until after the proof of Theorem

nmk‘

Proof of Theorem[] In view of Fact 1 we have A, . — +00 < )\:‘%m’k — +o00.
Let us show @ By Lemma |1} with probability tending to 1 there exists a vertex of
degree k — 1. Hence by removing k — 1 edges one can make G|y, ,) disconnected.



Let us show We claim that it suffices to show () in the case where |\ | =
o(Inlnn). To see why this is true consider two sequences m” = m’(n) and m"” = m/ (n) such
that m’,m"” = ©(nlnn), Ay ., — —oo, A\, — —oc and [Ny m k| = o(Inlnn). Put
my =m’' Am” and my = m’Vm”. Analysis of the function m — Ay m.i. defined in (1)) shows
that (for sufficiently large n) we have mi; < mo & |A; | | < |A; | Furthermore, the

coupling argument (see discussion after Theorem [1|) implies
P{Gy,m,] is vertex k—connected} < P{G[;, m,] is vertex k—connected}.

Consequently, the asymptotic connectivity of G, m,) implies that of G, .. Hence it
suffices to show in the case where [} ;| = o(Inlnn).

For Ay . — —oo Lemma [l| shows that with probability tending to 1 there is no vertex
of degree less than k. Furthermore, for Anmx — —oc satisfying [Ay ;| = o(Inlnn), Lemma
shows that (with probability tending to 1) removal of any (non-empty) set S C V = [n]

of vertices of size at most k — 1 does not create a component of size r € [2, n;|s‘} (in a

subgraph of GY,, ,,) induced by the vertex set V\ S). An immediate consequence of these two
lemmas is that G|, ., is vertex k-connected with probability tending to 1. O

2.1 Proof of Lemma [2]

Before the proof of Lemma [2] we introduce some notation and establish auxiliary results
stated Lemmas [3] [4] below.

Let A, C [n] be a subset sampled uniformly at random from the class of subsets of size
x. Let ¢ € [0,1]. Let G, = (A4, &) be Bernoulli random graph with the vertex set A, and
with egde probability ¢q. That is, given A,, every pair {u,v} C A, is declared adjacent at
random with probability ¢ independently of the other pairs. Here £, denotes the collection
of pairs {u, v} of adjacent vertices. For i,j € N we denote the set (i, ]y = {i+1,i4+2,...,5}.
For integers » > 1 and s > 0 introduce event

B s = {V{u,v} € &, we have either {u,v} N (s,s+ 7]y =0 or {u,v}N(s+7rn]y= (Z)}.

B, s means that none of the edges of G, connect subsets (s,s+r]y and (s+r,n]y of V = [n].
We denote

qT,S(xa Q) = QT,S,H(I? Q) = P{Br,s}
and put ¢, s(x,q) =1 for x = 0, 1. Furthermore, we denote
qAr,s = ths(j(v Q)
It is easy to see that that
qAr,s = P{X S 1} + E(qr,s(Xa Q)H{XEQ})
Lemma 3. For s>0,1<r<(n—2)/2,2<z<n and 0 < q<1 we have

rln—s—r) +(5+1)2

(11)

qrs(x,q) <1— 2q(

n—s)(n—s—1) n
(@,q) <1—(1—e 7% — Ry) hw )—i—ﬂh(gﬁ ) (12)
qr,s\T,q) > 1,s ,q n(n — S) ,q)-
Here RLS = ﬁ
Proof of Lemma[3 For s = 0 inequalities
r(n—r)
oz, q) <1—2¢g "1 13
aro(z,q) Ly (13)

ol <1- (1= = T Y o (14)



have been shown in Lemma 1 of [I]. Here we show (11)), for s > 1.
Introduce hypergeometric random variable H = |A; N [s]| (= the number of elements of
A, that belong to [s] = [1,...,s]). In the proof we use inequalities (see, e.g. Lemma 6 in [3])

P{H >t} < (x)(s):/((n)et),  t=1,2,... (15)

and the identity (which follows by the total probability formula)

TA\s

P{B,.} =Y P{B.,|H =i}P{H =1i}. (16)

i=0
Proof of . For = — ¢ > 2 inequality implies

rln—s—r)

P{BT,S‘H:i} é 1_2(](77/—5)(71—8—1).

(17)

Here the right side upper bounds the probability that the subgraph of G, induced by the
vertex set A, N (s, n]y has no edge connecting sets (s, s+ r|y and (s + 7, n]y. Combining this

inequality with , we obtain

P{B,.}< > P{BH=i}P{H=i}+P{H>z-1}

0<i<x—2

<P{H <z-2) (1 g n—s=7) ) 1 Dam1@am (18)

(n—s)(n—s—1) (n)g_1(z— 1)1
We note that the last term vanishes for s < x — 1. For s > x — 1 the last term

(8)a—1(2)2r—1 . ($)g—12 < < s(s+1).

(N)e—1(x =1 (n)ps n n

ST

Invoking this bound in and using P{H < 2 — 2} <1 we obtain .
Proof of . We write in the form,

TA\s

P{B,.} =1+ (P{B..|H =i} — 1)P{H =i} (19)

=0

and proceed similarly as in . For x —1¢ > 2 we apply to upper bound the probabilities
P{B,.|H =i} <1 (1 _emas(emd) _ RLs) h(z —i,q).

Note that this inequality holds for  — ¢ < 1 as well, because we have P{B, s|H = i} <1
and h(1,q) = h(0,q) = 0. Next, denoting & = (1 — e~ 7= @ I)h(z — i,q) and using 0 <
h(z —i,q) < h(z,q) we obtain

P{BT‘,S‘H = 7/} S 1-— 51 + Rl,sh(xa q) (20)

Furthermore, invoking in we obtain

TA\Ss

P{BT,S} < 1- ZflP{H = Z} + Rl,sh($7q) < 1- fOP{H = O} + Rl,sh(x7 q) (21)
=0

In the last inequality we used &; > 0. Next, we lower bound P{H = 0} using ,

P{H=0}=1-P{H>1}>1- ",
n



Invoking this inequality in we obtain :

ST
P{Br,s} § 1- 50 + 50; + Rl,sh(aja Q)
2

TSI
<1- ——h Ry sh(z,q).
= £0+ ’I’L(TL—S) ($7q)+ 1,s ({E q)
In the last step we applied inequality 1 —e™ < a to a = -z and estimated
__r_ rT
b= (1—e ") h(z,q) < — sh(w,q).

O

Lemma 4. Let s > 1 be an integer. Assume that p < co. For any 0 < B < 1 there exists
n. > 0 depending on s, B and the probability distribution of (X, Q) such that for n > n, we
have for each 2 < r < nf

r

r
e s <1 — * 2 1)————. 22
qT,S— 77,—8’{ +( +/J/(S+ ))(n—s)lnn ( )

Proof. Proof of (22). Fix 0 < f < 1. We write (12)) in the form

2
TT sTT
<1- Ry, — e 2
o) <1 (25— Ru = Bar) o) + =), (29

where Ry ,(r,z) = e s — 1+ -2, Then we plug (X,Q) in (in the place of (z,¢q)) and
take expected values of both sides. We evaluate the expection of each term (on the right of
(23) separately.

We start with E ( L Xh(f(, Q)) We have

n—s

E< ! Xh(X,Q)) L — <n*ln(“ ) (24)

n—s n—s n—s 1+n)

In the last step we invoked inequality &, > k* — ulr{l(l +n) of Fact 1.
Next, we note that h(z,¢) <1 implies E(R; sh(X,Q)) < Ri1s. For r < n? we obtain

T?’L’B r

E(R1sh(X,Q)) < Ry <

“(n—nf—5)2 " nlnn’

(25)

where the last inequality holds for sufficiently large n.
Furthermore, we claim that there exists ng > 0 (depending on s, 8 and the distribution
of (X,Q)) such that for each r < n? we have

r

E(Ry (r, X)W(X,Q)) <

(26)

nlnn’

This inequality is shown in formula (26) of [I] for s = 0. The same proof yields for
arbitrary, but fixed s.
Finally, we upper bound the expected value of the last term on the right of . We split

I:=E(X’n(X,Q)) = BE(X*hW(X,Q)L{x<n)) + B(X?AW(X,Q)L{xsn)) = I1 + L.

Combining identity h(z,q) = 0, for x € {0, 1}, with inequality

2 = oIl +2)—o— < zln(l+ )
2" =aln( +$)ln(l+x)7xn( +x)ln(1—|—n)7
which holds for 2 < 2 < n, we upper bound
n
I = BE(X?h(X, Q)lp2<x<n}) < mE(X(ln(l + X))h(X, Q)lj2<x<n})-



Next, using the fact that  — h(x, ¢) is nondecreasing and nln(1+n) < zln(l+z) for z > n
we upper bound

n
We conclude that I =11 + Iy < mu. Hence
srX?2 ~ ST
El|——h(X < 27
(n(n—s) ( ’Q)>_(n—s)lnn (27)

Combining with , , , we obtain .

Now we are ready to prove Lemma [2]

Proof of Lemma[d We first derive a convenient asymptotic formula for m/n. Using |\, x| =
o(Inlnn) and m = O(nlnn) we obtain by iterating that

o= <1nn+ (k—1)In (;@ (nn+ (k-1 = An_’myk>> - )\nym’k)
— Y (4 (k=) Ininn— (k- 1)Ink* — %, +o (200 (28)
= \lnn nlnn nk nmok I .

Next we observe that for any integer ¢ and all sufficiently large n there exists a constant
C} (independent on 7, n and m) such that for each 0 < h < ¢ we have

qA;;:LS—h S qz‘r’zs—t S e—r(lnn+(k—1)lnlnn—)xfm,hk-i-ct)7 2 S r S nﬂ. (29)

The first inequality is obvious as ¢, s < 1. Let us show the second inequality. For ¢t = 0 and
2 < r < nP we obtain from 1D using 1 4+ a < e® that

q/\:js S e_m(;K’ _(2+'U‘(s+1))(n73) lnn).

Then we invoke and write the argument of the exponent in the form
—r(Inn+ (k—1)Inlnn — Xy .+ O(1)). (30)
In this way we obtain for t = 0. Now we show for arbitrary but fixed t. We have

~m—t __ ~m(l—tm ™! —r(lnn+(k—1)Inlnn—X\}, ., . +C 1—tm™*!
Ars = QT,S( ) <e ( ( ) smsk 0)( )

A calculation shows that the argument of the exponent satisfies (30). Hence holds.

Let us prove (10). We use the fact (shown in [I]) that for A, 1 — —oo the probability
that G, ) is connected tends to 1. In view of the inequality Ay ;n,1 < Anm,x our condition
An,m,k — —oc implies that G, ) is connected with probability 1 — o(1). In particular, to
prove it suffices to show that P{B}} = o(1), where B; = By, N {G[n,m is connected}.

Assume that B, occurs. Then there exists a pair of subsets (S, A,) such that S C V is
of size s :=|S| € [k —1], A, C V\ S is of size r := |A,| € [2,(n — $)/2], and A, induces a
connected component in G [;TSH]. Moreover, if we choose a pair with the smallest possible set
S then each v € S is linked to some vertex u = u(v) € A, in G -

Let ps, denote the probability that [s+ 7]\ [s] induces a component in G[:L[jll] and every
i € [s] is linked to some vertex from [s + 7]\ [s] in G|y ) (recall that vertex set of G[;L[jll] is

[n] \ [s] and vertex set of G|y ) is [1]). Let pf, denote the probability that G[;L[jll] has no
edges connecting [s + 7]\ [s] and [n] \ [s + r]. Note that ps, < pj .



We have, by the union bound and symmetry
y n n—s
P{B}< Y (S> > < . )p <81+ S,
1<s<k—1 2<r<(n—s)/2
where

i 2 0.2 (e sm 2 0), 2 00

2<r<nh nf<r<(n—s)/2

We choose 3 = max{l — 5%, %} Recall that k* > a, see . To prove the lemma we show
that S; = o(1), for i =1, 2.

Proof of S1 = o(1). Given s and r we evaluate the probability p,,. Denote S = [s],
U=I[s+r]\[s]. Let F = (SUU,EF) be a bipartite graph with the bipartition S U U such
that each ¢ € S has degree one. Here £ denotes the edge set of F. Note that [Ep| = s.

Fix an integer 1 < h < s. Let Ep = (5(1),...75('”) be an ordered partition of the
set Ep (every set £ is nonempty, EM N EW = @ for i # j, and UMD = &p). Let
t = (t1,...,tn) € [m]" be a vector with integer valued coordinates satisfying t; < --- < t3.
Given a pair (£p,1), let F(Ep,1) denote the event that £ c &, for each 1 < i < h. The
event means that the edges of F' are covered by the edges of Gy, ,... Gy, so that for every 4
the edge set £ belongs to the edge set &, of Gy, (we say that £(*) receives label t;). Let
H; = [m]\ {t1,...,tn} and let Z(S, U, H;) be the event that none of the graphs G;, j € H;
has an edge connecting some v € U and w € V \ (SUU).

Let F, denote the set of bipartite graphs with the bipartition S U U where each i € S
has degree one. Note that |Fs| = r°. We have, by the union bound and independence of
Gl, ey Gm7 that

par < D D P{F(ERDIP{I(S,U, Hp)}. (31)
FeFs (Er 1)
Here the second sum runs over all possible pairs (é 7, 1)

Let us estimate the double sum on the right. We first estimate the probablity P{Z(S, U, H;)}

in (31). By the independence of Gy,..., G, we obtain from that
P{I(S, U, Hg)} — q:ns—h < (jm_(k_l) < e—r(ln n+(k—1)In lnn—)\;mk-&-c) —. p/r_ (32)

T,

Here we write C' instead of Cy_1 (see (29)). Combining and we have

Per <Dp Y Sk, where  Spi= > P{F(fr,1)}. (33)

FelFg (gng)

Now we estimate the sum Sg. In doing so we use the inequality shown below

P{F(Ep,1)} <nln=h=s, where n = max{n;,2 < j < k}. (34)
For 1 < h < s and a vector (ey,...,e,) with integer valued coordinates satisfying e; +--- +
en = s and e; > 1 Vi, there are el'gi'eh' ordered partitions £ = (EM,... €M) of & in h
non empty parts of sizes [EM)| =eq,...,|EM| = e,. Therefore we have
“(m d s! nh L (m\ "
° S
<3 () X i e ()
h=1 e1+--+ep=s h=1

Here (') counts various labelings £ = (t1,...,t,). Thesum », . .. _ . | runs over the
set of vectors (e, ..., ep) having integer valued coordinates e; > 1 satisfying e; +---+e = s.

In the second inequality we used

!

S' S S
Z ﬁg(l-l—"'-l—l) =h°.

erl---ep!
er+--+ep=s 1 h



Invoking inequalities (') < )h and 1 = Hﬂ"*(l) < -2 (the last inequality holds for
sufficiently large n and m, see (28)

n
) we obtain
1 </ 2en\” ik 2ens\” In°n
spgns];@*) Pt < (—E )

In the last step we used the fact that 26" > 1 see @, and inequality > 7 _; h*™" < &%
Invoking this bound in

2 5 1n®
por <1l ( 6’78) wn (35)

K* ns

Finally, using ( ) < n® and ( ) < (:) < (%)T, and invoking we have

Si< Y n )] (%)Tps,r

1<s<k-1 2<r<nh

<Y (M)t % (2:18)Hnns

2<r<nh 1<s<k-—1
ne
SC” 2 (7) p7 k llnk: 1
r
2<r<nf

Here we upper bounded ), -, . (M)S Inn® < C"1In"~!n, where C" does not depend on

¥

r,n,m. Invoking expression of pl. we obtain

Si<0r 3 ethaom o)

2<r<nh

since )\n m,k —* —00 as n — +00.

Proof of . Given a bipartite graph F' = (S UU,&p) and (ordered) partition £p =
(5(1), .., €M) et V) be the set of vertices incident to the edges from EW . We denote
e; = [EW| and v; = [V@|. For any labeling £ = (ty,...,t,) that assigns labels ¢1,...,t, to
the sets ED, ... £ we have, by the independence of G1,...,Gm,

P{F(Er,1 }—HE( (JS)“Q )

We note that the fraction (E(TZ)Z‘ is a decreasing function of v; and it is maximized by

% since we always have v; > e; 4+ 1. Indeed, given |£()| = ¢; the smallest possible set

of vertices V() corresponds to the configuration of edges of £() that creates a tree subgraph
of F'. Hence v; > e; + 1. It follows that

h
P{F(Er.1) H <Xt ““Qn). (36)

el-&-l

We evaluate the product in . Since e; < s for each 1 < ¢ < h, we upper bound each
factor on the right of as follows

(Xti)@i"rl e Xff“ e; Ne;+1 n
E((”)Ci“rl w)<E peitl “hi Sneﬂrlgneiﬂ' (37)

Hence the product in is upper bounded by nn="=* (recall that e; + --- + e, = 5). We
obtain .

10



Proof of So = o(1). Given s and r we evaluate the probability p; . for r satisfying
nP <r < (n—s)/2. We upper bound qT’S()N(, @) in the expectation below using ,

G = P{X < 1)+ B (0:0(X, Q) 5 )

<1—2ar n—s—r (s+1)2
(n—s)(n—s—1) n
<1 ar +(s—|—1)2’
n—s—1 n

In the last step we used 22=== > 1 for r < (n — s)/2. Furthermore, using 1+ a < e we

estimate
ar ___ (s+1)o

g = @y < o (FETTER) < parpataay, (3)

Next, we upper bound the binomial coefficient for n® < r < n/2

n n—r
(”) < 7”(”7 — (25 )+rin(25E) < 2r+(1-p)rinn, (39)

r n—r)nr -

The last inequality is shown in the proof of Proposition 1 of [I]. We omit its proof here.
Finally, combining , and using (2) < n® =e*™" we obtain

<n) <n)p* < e2r+(1—/3)rlnn—ar%+(s+1)2%+slnn

s)\r/)"%" —
_ 6—7»(%—(1—ﬂ)+0(7-*1))1nn+0(r).

In the last step we used . We note that the contribution of sInn+(s+1)2 7" is accounted
in the term O(r~!) in the brackets. Hence

Sy < Z Z e_r(%_(1_5)+0(7’71))1nn+0(7").

1<s<k—1nf<r<(n—s)/2

Our choice of 3 > 1 — 5% yields % — (1 — ) > 5%. Hence S = o(1). O

2.2 Proof of Lemma [

We begin with an outline of the proof. We say that u,v € V are linked by community
G; = (V;, &) if u,v € V; and &; contains the edge connecting u and v (denoted {u,v} € &;).
The idea of the proof is based on the observation that (in the range of m,n considered) given
a vertex of degree k — 1 it is likely that all of its neighbours are linked to this vertex by
different communities. Motivated by this observation, for v € V, we introduce events

D) ={SWw) =k -1, d;(v) € {0,1}Vi € [m]}, where S(v)= Z d; (v).

i€[m]

We say that the vertex v has property D if the event D(v) occurs. Note that a vertex with
property D has degree (in G) at most k — 1. Let

Niy = Ipg
veY

denote the number of vertices having property D.

We prove Lemma [I] in two steps. We firstly approximate Ny_1 = (1 4+ op(1))N,_, as
n — +oo and show that EN|_; — 400 for A,k — +00, see Lemma [5 below. Then we
establish the concentration N, _; = (1 + op(1))EN],_,, see Lemma @ The proof of Lemma
[ is given at the very end of the section.

11



In the proof below we use the following simple observations. We have
P{di(1) =0} = P{1¢Vi}+P{l eV di(v1)=0}

Xl (1 _ Ql))z'l—l -1

X
- -2y g2t
n n

3=

We similarly show that
-
P{di(1) =1} = e

We observe that these identities imply x > 7.

Lemma 5. Let k > 2 be an integer. Let n — +oo. Assume that m = O(nlnn). Assume
that 7 > 0 and 12 < 0co. For k > 3 we assume, in addition, that n3 < co. Then

EN' . =(1 1 (G LN W 40
k-1 — (1+0(1)) k-1 € ) (40)
E|Nj_1— Nj_;| = o (e} m*) + o(1). (41)

Proof of Lemma @ Note that random variables d(v), v € V are identically distributed
and the probabilities P{D(v)}, v € V, are all equal. Hence

EN,g_l = ’I’LP{D(l)} and E|Nk_1 - N];_ll < TLE|I{d(1):k,1} - ID(1)|~ (42)

We obtain from the first identity of and the asymptotic formula

my k—1 (T*)kfl m 1 (T*)kfl N

P{D(1)} = (1+0(1)) (%) =R = (14 o(1)) = - 43

W= (o) () e ® = 0o, o, (43)
Similarly, we derive from the second inequality of and inequalities
m? mk

E [Lia)=k-13 = Lisy=k-13| = O (n6> +0 <nk+16 B > ; (44)

mAF2
B|Ls0)=r-1) ~ In)| = O ((n) e > : (45)
We note that since 7* > 0 bound combined with the first relation of implies
my k—1 (T*)k—l m
P H=k—-1}=(1 1 — —t——e n", 4
SO =k-13=0+o) () Gy (46)

In the remaining part of the proof we show , , . Before the proof we introduce
some notation. For K C [m] we denote Sk =), di(1) and introduce events

Ag = {di(l) >1, Vie K}, Lg = {SK =k—- 1}ﬂAK N {S[m]\K = 0}.

Proof of . Event D(1) is the union of mutually disjoint events

p= |J <k

K:|K|=k—1

We have, by symmetry and independence and identical distribution of d (1), ..., d,,(1), that

m
POWE = (" )PS0k =~ LA Sy = 0)

(/{T 1) (P{dy(v1) = 1})* 1 (P{dy(v1) = O™ "

- ()BT “
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Invoking in approximations (") = %(1 +0(1)), 7 = 7"+ o(1), see Fact 2, and the
identity, where we use In(1 — z) = —z + O(2?) for = = o(1),
(1 B E)mkarl — p(m=kt)In(1-%) _ ~2s+O(+1%) (48)

n

-1

we obtain the first relation of . The second one follows from the identity “r— e~ wmhr =
_>\n m,k
e~ Anmik

Proof of (45). We represent {S(1) = k — 1} by unions of mutually disjoint events

{S(1) =k -1} = U Lx =D(1)UR(),

KcC[m]: 1<|K|=k—1

where
k—2
v-U U e
h=1 K C[m],|K|=h
Hence
0 <Iisy=r-13 — Ina) < Irq). (49)
Using symmetry and the independence of dy(1),...,d, (1) we evaluate the expectation
Elrq) = P{R(1) Z ( )P {Stny =k = 1, Ay } P {Spmp ) = 0}
k=2 /00N S kAR jo\ m—h
< = - .
- Z(h) (n) (1 n) (50)

h=1

Here [h] stands for the set {1,...,h}. In the last inequality we invoked identity

P{Smpm=0}= ]] P{d )=o) = (1_ E)m"‘

n
ie[m]\[h

and used inequalities

P {Sp =k —1,Ap} <P{Ay} = [] Pldi(1) 2 1} = (E>h'

i€[h] "

L

Using (1 - £ < e w(m=h) = (1 4 o(1))e™ " and the fact that n = o(m) we upper

bound the quantity in by O (( )k 2 _*”‘) Now |I| follows from , .

Proof of (44 . Let B denote the event that vertex 1 is adjacent to some u € V in two
communities simultaneously,

)mfh

B={{l,u} €&NE; forsome weV\{l} andsome i< j}.
We observe that on the complement event B we have d(1) = S(1). Hence
d(1) = (I +I)d(1) = Ipd(1) + IzS(1) = S(1) — Ry, Ry :=1g(S(1) —d(1)).
Furhermore, since R; = 0 implies d(1) = S(1) we have
[Lay=r-1y = Lgsy=r—13| < Tgae=k-13T(r, 21y + Lpsy=r-1)Liri 21y

Taking the expected values of both sides we obtain

B[Lay=k-1y = Igs=r-1y|

<P{d1)=k-1,R >1}+P{S(1)=k—1, Ry > 1} =:p1 + po.

13



To prove we show that

m?* mk J .
pi0<n >+O< e > i=1,2. (51)

We only prove for i = 1. For i = 2 the proof is much the same.
Let N(1) denote the set of neighbours of vertex 1 in G. For d(1) = k — 1 we have
IN(1)] =k —1. Let N*(1) = (uj,...,uj_,) be a random permutation of elements of N(1).

Then N(1) = {uf, - up_1}. Let v = 3,1 L{1,uzyee,} be the number of communities
G, where 1 and u are adjacent. For r =1,2,...,k — 1 introduce events
,HT:{’VT§2}7 Hr,2:{'y7‘:2}7 Hpee =H QH{WJ—lvje[ {7“}}

Using the fact that events (\*Z] H, and |J*Z] H, are complement to each other, we write

k—1 k—1
p1 = P{d(l)kl,Rlzl,ﬂHT}JrP{d(l)kl,Rlzl,U’HT}
r=1 r=1
= I+ I5.

Now assume that event {R; > 1} N (ﬂf;ll HT) occurs. Then either there is a single .

attaining value 2 (while remaining ;, with j # r, attain value 1) or there are (at least) two
v’s, say s and -, attaining value 2. Note that the second alternative only makes sense for
k > 3. Consequently,

I

IN

k—1
P{d(l):k—l,UHr*}—kP d)=k—1, |J He2NHi2

r=1 {s,t}C[k—1]
= I3+ 1y,
where I, = 0 for k = 2. Let us upper bound Is, I3, I;. We have, by the union bound and

symmetry,

I2 S ZP{d(l):kflaﬂr}:(kil)Iéa Ié:P{d(l):kflaleZ?)},
I = X_:P{d(l):k:—l,?-[r*}:(k—l)]g, I=P{d1) =k — 1,1},

k-1
I, < > P{d()_k—l,Hs,mHt,g}:< ) )Ijl,

{s,t}C[k—1]
Iy == P{dQ1)=k—1,Hi2NHao}.

To show we upper bound probabilities I, I and Ij. The bound follows from
respective bounds (53), and shown below.

Let us estimate 5. The event {d(1) = k — 1,71 > 3} implies that for some v € V \ {1}
and some {j1, j2,j3} C [m] we have {1,u} € £, NE&;, N E;,. We have, by the union bound,

I < (n-1) <Tg>P{{1,u} €& NE,NEL) (52)
n-n(3) (E <(<§>)§ Q>>3 =0 @5) =0 (Zf) | (53)

Let us estimate I5. Recall that dy(1) and da(1) denote the degrees of vertex 1 in G; and
G4 respectively. Given v € V \ {1}, integers s,t > 0, and {4,j} C [m], introduce events

14



C={7n=12<r<k-1},
Bis(v) = {ui=v {Lo}e&n&, (Lo} ¢& vhe )\ {ij}}nc,
Bi(v) = {d(1) =k —1,Bis(v),di(1) = 1 +s,dp(1) = 1+ £} NC.

Fix u € V \ {1}. We have, by symmetry,

o= > ) P{d1)=k-1,B,@)} (54)

veV\{1} {i,j}C[m]

(n—1) (’;) P{d(1) =k —1,B2(u)}.

Let us evaluate the probability on the right

P{d(1) =k —1,B12(u)} = > P{B ()} (55)

(s,t): 0<s+t<k—2

Consider the graph G~{12} with vertex set V and edge set UJLsE;. Assume that event By, (u)

occurs. Then the degree of vertex 1 in G—{12} (denoted d=11:2}(1)) equals k — 2 — s — t.

Moreover, we have d~{12(1) = 3™ . d;(1) (since v, = 1 for 2 < r < k —1). Hence

P{B,(w)} < PR{lLu}e&iné,y dil)=k—2—s—t
j=3

= P{{l,u}E& ﬁgg}P idj(l)Zk‘—Q—S—t . (56)

Jj=3

Here we used the independence of the random sets &1, ..., Ey. The first probability of

~ 2
P{{l,u} S 51 N 82} = (E <((X))2 Q)) = O(’I’L74). (57)
n)2

For kK —2 — s —t > 1 the second probability of is evaluated in the same way as the
probability P{S(1) = k — 1} in . Now we have §'(1) := >_7" 5 d;(1) instead of S(1) =
Z;nzl d;(1) and we have h = k—2—s—t instead of k—1. For h =1,...,k —2 the argument
of the proof of applies to P{S’(1) = h} and we have

m h(T*)h — Iy

P{S'(1) = A} = (1 +0(1)) (E) e,

Furthermore, for h = 0 we have

P(5'(1) = 0} = (P{ds(1) = 0))" 2 = (1- %)™ = (1 4 o(1))e~ ",

n

m h

nh

Next, using the fact that maxo<p<r—2 = % we obtain the bound

k-2
P{S’(l):h}:@((’:) e> h=0,1,... k-2

Hence the second probability of is O ((%)k_Q e_%"). Combining this bound with
we obtain P{B,(u)} = O (%e_%"). Now implies the bound

mk=2 .
P{d(l) =k— 1,612(’&)} =0 (We_n’“) .

15



Finally, implies the bound

mk _m

Let us estimate Ij. Assume that event {d(1) = k — 1} N H12 N Ha o occurs. Then for
some {u,v} C V\ {1} one of the following alternatives holds:

Ajy: for some i1 # iz we have {1,u},{1,v} € &, N&;y;

Ag: for some iy # ig # i3 we have {1,u},{1,v} € &, and {1,u} € &;,, and {1,v} € &;

As: for some iy # ig # i3 # i4 we have {1,u} € &, N&;, and {1,v} € &, NE,,.
Given {u,v}, we estimate the probabilities P{A;}, 1 < i < 3, using the union bound and
symmetry,

Pia) < ()LL) Lok € EPUL UL (L0} € 6)

Pl = e <E<(<f))§ Q2>> <E<(<f>>f Q)) ’
m\ [m — 2 (X)2 !
Py < (5)(", ><E<(n)2Q>> |

Furthermore, taking into account that there are (n — 1)y ways to choose vertices u # v, we
have

I

IN

(n— 1)2(P{A1} +P{A} + P{Ag})
m?2  m® m? m*
= O<n4+ns+na):0<n6>- (59)
The latter bound combined with and yields . O

Lemma 6. Let k > 2 be an integer. Let n — +oo. Assume that m = O(nlnn). Assume
that o > 0, 7™ > 0, 2 < o0, ' < oo. Assume that Ay i — +o0o. Then Nj_, =
(1+o0p(1))EN]_,.

In the proof of Lemma [6] we use the following fact.
Fact 3. Let n — +o00. For m = ©(nlnn) condition p' < oo implies

E((X): (1-0-@% ")) =on?/m), (60)

Proof of Fact 3. Inequalities 1 — (1 — ¢)* < 1 and 1 — (1 — ¢)* < gz imply inequality
(1 = (1 -¢)* <min{l,gx}. From the latter inequality we obtain

E ((5()2 (1 —(1- Q)X*I)) < B(X2min{1, XQ}) =: I.
We will show that I = o(n/Inn). We split
I = E (X2 mm{l,XQ}I{X<ﬁ}> +E (X2 mln{l,XQ}I{Xzﬁ}) = Il +I2

Using z/In(1 + z) < v/n/In(1 + /n) for x < y/n and z/In(1 +z) <n/In(l +n) for x <n
we upper bound

vn . vnoo
< _ < Vv
I1 S 1n(1+\/ﬁ)E(Xmln{l,XQ}ln(l+X)I{X<\/E}) S ln(1+\/ﬁ)ﬂ7
n ~ ~ ~ n
< - ' "™ p
e (X min{1, XQ}n(1 + K)o iy ) < TUE=aks
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where
I, =E (X min{1, XQ} In(1 + X)I(x> m)) -

Our condition u’ < oo implies I} = o(1) as n — +oo. Hence

A n
= ln(l—i—\/ﬁ)'u * In(1+n)

I, = o(n/Inn). O

Proof of Lemma|6. To show the concentration of N;;,1 around the mean value EN,’%1 we
upper bound the variance of Nj,_;. To this aim we evaluate the covariances Cov(Ipw), Ipw))-
Given vertex v € V and set K C [m] of size |K| = k — 1 denote the event

Dr(v) ={d;(v) =1Vie K and d;(v) =0Vj € [m]\ K}.

Note that for K # K’ events Dk (v), Dg/(v) are mutually disjoint. Hence

ID('U) = Z IDK('U) .
KC[m],|K|=k—1

For h = 0,1,...,k — 1 we denote K(h) = {h+1,...,h+k —1}. Observe that K(0) and
K (h) share |K(0) N K(h)] =k —1— h common elements. We have, by symmetry,

m
E(IpwlIpw) = (kl)E | > Ip, (u) (61)
KC[m], |K|=k—1

k—1

m k—1 m—k+1
= <k _ 1) Z (k — 1= h) < h )E(IDK(O)(U)IDK(;L)(H))'

h=0

Let us evaluate E(IDK(O)(U)IDK(}L)(U)) = P{Dg0)(v) "Dk ) (u)}. To this aim we write event
D (0y(v) N D ny(u) in the form

Xk ©)nk (h) N Vim)\(& )UK () N ZK0)\K (k) VWK (h)\K(0)>

where for any A C [m] we denote events

Xy = {dl(v) = dl(u) =1V e A}, Va = {dl(v) = di(u) =0Vie A},
Za={di(v) =L, di(u) =0Vie A},  Wa = {di(v) = 0,d;(u) = 1 Vi € A}.
By the independence and identical distribution of Gy, ..., G,,, we have
P{Dk)(v) NDrmy(u)}  =P{Xxo)nxm)} X P{Vm)\(x0)ur®)}
xP{Zxon\xm} X POWrmnx o}
=gy gy g (62)

Here we denote

q1 = P{di(v) = di(u) = 1}, g2 = P{di(v) = di(u) = 0},
q3 = P{dl(’l)) = 1,d1(u) = 0}
We show below that

K Ag

1 .
@ <-E (X%Ql) ) g3 < ;
n (n)2

where As satisfies 0 < Ay < E ((Xl)g (1 —(1- Ql)xl_l)).
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Using we upper bound the product in (62)). Firstly, combining 1+ a < e, and
(60) we estimate

K B \T m m
o< (6—2;+W) — o 2% (1 +0 <A2(Z)L2>) =1 _’_0(1))6—2&7.

This bound extends to q;"_t for small ¢. In particular, for 0 <t < 2k — 2, we have

G = (@) T < (o) e 0 w)
=(1+0(1)(1+0(n1))e 2%
= (1 o(1))e . (64)

Now from , and we obtain

— _ Copm [T 2k—2
P{DK(O)<’U)QDK(]€,1)(’U,)} = q2 2k+2q§k 2 S (1+0(1)))€ 2 n (g) 5

P{Dx)(v) N Drmy(u)} = O(n'FM)e 2, h=0,1,...,k—2.

Invoking these bounds in and using Tg—: =0 (%) for 0 < h < k — 2 we have that

m m—k+1\ _5.m 2k—2
E(IpwIpw) < (1+0(1)) (k_1>( o >e 2 % (Z)

n
= (L+0(1)) (P{D)})*. (65)
In the last step we used 7 = (14 o(1))7* and ([43). It follows from that
VarN;_; = E(N;_;)’— (EN;_y)*
= nP{D@)} + (n)2E(Ipw)Ipw)) — (nP{D(v)})?

nP{D(v)} + o(1) (nP{D(v)})*
= EN,, +o(EN;_,)*.

IN

In the case where EN] , — 400 we obtain VarN, ;, = o(EN,_,)? as n — +oco. Now
Chebyshev’s inequality shows for any ¢ > 0

VarN, o(1)
/ / / k-1
P{|N;_y —EN;_,[>cEN;_,} < (EEN_)2 &2 o(1).
Hence N|_, = (1+ OP(I))EN,’WI.

It remains to show Let P X denote the conditional probability given X;. Let us
estimate ¢;. Identities dl(v =1, di(u) = 1 imply {u,v} C V;. In particular, we have
a1 <P{{u,v} cV1} = (n); 'E(X ) Furthermore, we have

)=

G = EPX{d1<v 1( ) 1,{u,v} C Vl}
= EPx{di(v) = di(v) = 1[{u,v} c Vi}Px{{u,v} c W1})

- ((Q1(1—Q1) F=2 4 (1= Qi) (% —2)Q1(1—Q1)X1_3)2) ) :

Here the first term Q1 (1— Q1)2(X1=2) refers to the event {u,v} € €. The second term refers
to the complement event {u,v} & &;.

Next for ¢ € [0,1] and z = 2,3,... we apply inequalities (z — 2)g(1 — ¢)*3 < 1 and
1 — g <1 and derive the inequality

g(1—)* "D + (1 - q)((z — 2)g(1 — )" %)* < g+ (x — 2)g = (z — 1)g.
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Invoking this inequality in the formula for ¢; above we obtain
@ < (n);'E ((Xl - 1)(5(1)2@1) <n'E (Xfch) .

Let us evaluate go. We split

Q2 =@q21 1G22+ 4923+ q24, (66)
where
@1 = P{{u,v}nV =0}, ¢2,2 = P{{u,v} C V1,d;(v) = di(u) = 0},
@3 = P{veVi,ué¢ Vi, di(v) =0}, @24 =P{v ¢ Vi,u € Vi, di(u) =0},
and calculate the probabilities
@1 = 1-P{{ueVi}u{ven}} =1-PlueV} —-P{veV}+P{{u,v} C V1}
o 2143)2'1 N E(Xl)Q,
(n)2
@22 = EPx{{u,v} CVi,di(v) =di(u) =0}
= EPx{di(v) =di(v) = 0[{u,v} C V1}Px{{u,v} C V1}) (67)
- X )
- Ela- 2X1—3( 1)2 , 68
(( Qusis (69
@23 =qa4 = EPx{vgViuecVdi(u)=0}

= E(Px{d1(u) =0lv € V1,u € V1}Px{v ZVi,u € V1})

- sfomar (- 2) )

= B (XH0-Q)F ) - B (R - Q)% ).

()2
Ag

Invoking these expressions for ¢2 1, ¢2,2, ¢2,3, ¢2,4 in we obtain g = 1 — 2% + O where

n

2y =E((X) (1-20- Q)%+ (1- 20 ?))
<E ((5(1)2 (1 - (1- Ql)Xﬁl)) :
Let us evaluate g3. We split g3 = ¢3,1 + ¢3,2, Where
31 =P{di(v) =1,u ¢ W1}, g2 = P{di(v) = 1,u € V1,d1(u) = 0},
and calculate the probabilities

@31 = EPx{di(v)=1LugVi,veV}
= E(PX{dl(U) = 1|u g Vi,v € Vl}Px{u ¢ Vi,v € Vl})

= E <Q1(1 QXX - 1) (1 - ?) nj?l)

= E <Q1(1 — QX - 1) <X1 _ (X1>z>>

no (n)

and

= EPx{di(v) =1,di(u) =0, {u,v} C W1}
E (Px{di(v) = 1,d1(u) = 0{u,v} C Vi}Px{{u,v} C V1})

E (Ql(l o Q1)2X174(X1 . 2) (X1)2> )

q3,2

(n)2
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‘We

obtain

e (Sa0 -0 ) e () -F-e (5]

where 0 < 6 < 1 stands for the difference of two probabilities

0 = Q(1-QN (X —1) - Q1 —Q)* (X, - 2)
= Px{di(v) =1} = Px{di(v) =~1,d1(u) =0}
< Px{di(v) =1} =Q:(1— Q1) 3(X; —1). O

Now we are ready to prove Lemmal[T]
Proof of Lemma|1l For X\, r — +0o Lemmas [5{ and |§| imply EN;_; — 400 and

Ni—1 =0 +0p(1))Ni_y = (1 +0p(1))EN,_,

Hence P{Nj_; > 1} —» 1.

Assume now that A, = —00. Then A, ,+ - —ocofort=1,...,k. Forh=1,...,k—1

relations , of Lemma imply that

‘We

EN, =o(1),  E|N, — Nj| =o(1).

have |EN;,| < E|N;, — N, |+ |EN;| = o(1) and hence Nj, = op(1).
For h = 0 the bound N}, = op(1) follows from the fact that A, 1 — —oo implies that

G'n,m) is connected with high probability, see [1]. [
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