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THE STRUCTURE OF A RANDOM GRAPH
AT THE POINT OF THE PHASE TRANSITION

TOMASZ LUCZAK, BORIS PITTEL, AND JOHN C. WIERMAN

ABSTRACT. Consider the random graph models G(n, #edges = M) and
G(n, Prob(edge) = p) with M = M(n) = (1 + An~/3)n/2 and p = p(n)
= (144n~'3)/n. For [ > —1 define an /-component of a random graph as a
component which has exactly / more edges than vertices. Call an /-component
with / > 1 a complex component. For both models, we show that when A
is constant, the expected number of complex components is bounded, almost
surely (a.s.) each of these components (if any exist) has size of order n2/3,
and the maximum value of / is bounded in probability. We prove that a.s.
the largest suspended tree in each complex component has size of order n2/3,
and deletion of all suspended trees results in a “smoothed” graph of size of
order n!/3  with the maximum vertex degree 3. The total number of branch-
ing vertices, i.e., of degree 3, is bounded in probability. Thus, each complex
component is almost surely topologically equivalent to a 3-regular multigraph
of a uniformly bounded size. Lengths of the shortest cycle and of the shortest
path between two branching vertices of a smoothed graph are each of order
nl/3 . We find a relatively simple integral formula for the limit distribution
of the numbers of complex components, which implies, in particular, that all
values of the “complexity spectrum” have positive limiting probabilities. We
also answer questions raised by Erdés and Rényi back in 1960. It is proven
that there exists p(A), the limiting planarity probability, with 0 < p(4) < 1,
p(—o0) =1, p(co) = 0. In particular, G(n, M) (G(n, p), resp.) is almost
surely nonplanar iff (M — n/2)n=23 5 0o ((np — 1)n~1/3) = o0, resp.).

1. INTRODUCTION

Since the seminal work by Erdos and Rényi (1960), there has been consider-
able interest in the evolution of random graphs. A principal object of study is
the random graph model G(n, M), constructed on n labeled vertices with a
set of M edges chosen randomly, equally likely among all possible

((’z'))
M
sets of edges. The number of edges, M, typically varies as a function of »,
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with M(n) — oo as n — oo. A property is said to hold almost surely if the
probability that the property is true converges to one as N — ooc.

We may view G(n, M) as the (M + 1)th stage of the random graph process
G = (G(n, M)) M=0,..,(2) > which is a Markov chain whose states are graphs on

n vertices. G(n, 0) is the empty graph, and for each M =1,2,..., (}), the
graph G(n, M) is obtained from G(n, M — 1) by adding a new edge, where
all possible choices for the new edge are equiprobable.

In a well-known alternative model, the random graph is constructed on n
labeled vertices with each of the () possible edges present independently
with probability p, 0 < p < 1. The G(n, M) and G(n, p) models are ex-
pected to have a similar asymptotic behavior provided that M is near p(g) .
G(n,p=1-e"") may be viewed as a tth state of another random graph pro-
cess G* = (Gn(7)):>0 which is a continuous time Markov process, such that
Gn(0) is the empty graph, and the birth times of the (}) edges are indepen-
dent, exponentially (with parameter 1) distributed random variables (see, e.g.,
Stepanov (1970b)).

Most important results on the evolution of random graphs determine a thresh-
old function f(n) for M(n) (p(n), respectively) such that the almost sure be-
havior of the random graph changes dramatically when we switch from M (n) <
f(n) to M(n)> f(n) (from p(n) < f(n) to p(n) > f(n), respectively).

A spectacular phenomenon in the evolution of random graphs is the “phase
transition” or “double-jump threshold” which occurs at M =n/2 and p=1/n
respectively. If M(n) =cn/2 (and p = c¢/n) where ¢ < 1 then almost surely
G(n, M) (G(n, p) respectively) has no components which contain more than
one cycle, and the size of the largest component is of order logn. When ¢ > 1,
this size jumps to the order of magnitude » (Erdos and Rényi (1960), Stepanov
(1970a), (1970b)). However, when ¢ = 1 + dn~'3(logn)'/2, it is of order
n?/3(logn)!/2 (Bollobas (1984a)).

We consider the case when ¢ = 1 + An—!/3 where A is a constant, identi-
fied by the work of Bollobas (1984b). At this threshold, one expects the first
appearance of component which are neither trees nor unicyclic. We define an /-
component of a graph G as a component of G which has exactly / more edges
than vertices. Since a component must be connected, we must have [/ > —1.
The cases / = —1 and / = 0 correspond to tree components and unicyclic com-
ponents, respectively. Since trees and unicyclic components are fairly abundant
at this stage of the evolution, we focus on the presence of /-components with
[ > 1, which we call complex components. Let X(n;[) be the total number of
[-components, and call {X(n;[)};>, the complexity spectrum of the random
graph.

In this paper, we find an unexpectedly simple formula for the limiting dis-
tribution of the complexity spectrum. It involves the limiting probability /(x)
that the random graph with M(n) = (1 + xn=3)n/2 (p(n) = (1 + xn='3)/n
resp.) does not have complex components. (The integral formula for A(.) was
obtained in Flajolet, Knuth, and Pittel (1989).) This formula implies, in partic-
ular, that the complexity spectrum assumes every possible value with positive
limiting probability for each A.

The limiting distribution is obtained in §2, using a rough almost sure de-
scription of the complex components established by means of Cayley’s formula
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for the number of labeled trees, plus asymptotic estimates of Wright (1980) and
bounds of Bollobas (1984a) for the number of connected graphs with k labeled
vertices and k+/ edges. We show in §2 that E(},., X(n;[)) is bounded, that
max{/ > 1: X(n; [) > 0} is bounded in probability, and that almost surely (a.s.)
each one of the complex components (if any exist) has size of order n?/3. Us-
ing this information, in §3 we show that a.s. the largest suspended tree in each
complex component has size of order n2/3, and deletion of all suspended trees
results in a smoothed graph of size of order n!/3, with maximum vertex degree
3. Furthermore, the total number of branching vertices (of degree 3) in the
smoothed complex components is bounded in probability. Thus, almost surely
every complex component is topologically equivalent to a 3-regular multigraph
of a bounded size. Almost surely the lengths of the shortest cycle and of the
shortest path between any two branching vertices in a smoothed complex com-
ponent are each of order n!/3.

An additional motivation for this work was to clarify results about the
planarity threshold of random graphs. Erdos and Rényi (1960) claimed that
G(n, n/2) contains a cycle with three diagonals with positive limiting proba-
bility. Since approximately 1/15 of all such cycles contain a topological copy
of K3 3, their claim implies that G(n, n/2) is nonplanar with positive lim-
iting probability. However, Luczak and Wierman (1989) found a flaw in the
proof of Erdos and Rényi, and showed that almost surely there are no cycles
with diagonals in G(n, n/2). The planarity of random graphs was also con-
sidered by Stepanov (1987), who proved that when A < 0, the probability that
G(n,p = (1 + An~1/3)/n) is nonplanar is larger than some positive constant
asymptotically. Notice that 1 — A(4), the limiting probability that the random
graph has a complex component, is an obvious upper bound for the nonpla-
narity probability. (1 — A(0) = 1 — 4/2/3 = 0.18). In this paper, we show
existence of p(A) = lim,_ Prob(G(4) is planar), such that p(4) € (0, 1) and
p(—o0) = 1, p(0) = 0. (Here and below G(A) stands for both of the ran-
dom graph models.) Consequently, lim,_,., Prob(G(n, M) is nonplanar) = 1
iff (M —n/2)n"23 - oo, and lim,_ Prob(G(n, p) is nonplanar)= 1 iff
(np — Hn'3 = 0.

A parallel study of the two models is indispensable since it allows us to
establish some of the necessary estimates for the (arguably) more important
and difficult model G(n, M) by proving first their versions for G(n, p).

Note that some aspects of the near critical behavior of G(n, p) were earlier
studied by Stepanov (1987) (see also Kolchin (1986)). In particular, Stepanov
proved that, when An!'/2* — —o00, a.s. the maximum vertex degree of each com-
plex component is 3. If A < 0 then, for every fixed m , a.s. there is no complex
component with at most m branching vertices in its smooth part whose maxi-
mum vertex degree is at least 4. Our results show that both statements hold when
A is simply O(1), unconditionally with respect to m . Furthermore, Stepanov
suspected that closer to A = 0 the random graph would a.s. contain more com-
plex components, so that max{/ > 1 : X(/; n) > 0} would be unbounded in
probability and that the most complex components would have branching ver-
tices of degree at least 4. We know now that neither of these conjectures is
true.

For more comprehensive discussions of the evolution of random graphs, we
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refer the reader to the review papers by Grimmett (1980) and Karonski (1982),
the introductory volume by Palmer (1985), and the research monograph by
Bollobas (1985).

2. THE NUMBER AND SIZE OF /-COMPONENTS

For integers / > —1,and n > k > 1, define the random variable X(n; k, /)
as the number of /-components of size k in the graph G(A). (Recall that
G(A) is the shorthand for the two models of the random graph G(n,p =
(1+4An~13)/n) and G(n, M = (1 + An~'3)n/2), and A1 is fixed.) Note that
X(n;k,)=01if I>(3) —k.

Clearly,

n
X(n; D)= X(n;k,1I),
k=1
and .
Y(n;l):= ZkX(n; k,l),
k=1
are respectively the total number and the total size of /-components.
The exact expression for the expectation of X(n; k, [) is

n—k m\ —1
21)  EulX(nsk,D)]= (Z)C(k, k+1) (M(fk)_z) (5124))
for G(n, M), and
(2.2) E[X(n; k,1)]= (Z) C(k, k + I)pk+ g(3)—lk+D+kin—k)

for G(n, p) (9 =1-p). In these expressions, C(k, k+/) denotes the number
of connected graphs with k labeled vertices and k +/ edges. A well-known
formula due to Cayley states that C(k, k — 1) = k¥=2 and Rényi (1959) es-
tablished that

_1 : k—j—1 m\1/2 k=172
(2.3) C(k,k)—ijg;[k]jk J ~(§) k

where [k]; =k(k—1)---(k—j+1).
As for [ > 1, Wright (1980) proved that for 1 </ = o(k'/3) as k — oo,
(2.4) Clk, k + 1) = pkk+32-172(1 4 O(1¥12k~1/2)) |

Note that C(k, k — 1) and C(k, k) also obey (2.4), with y_; =1 and y, =
(m/8)!/2. Bollobas (1984a) was able to show that the principal factor in (2.4)
limits the growth of C(k, k + ) for larger values of /. Namely, he proved
existence of absolute constants ¢;, ¢; > 0 such that

(2.5) Clk, k+1) < (e HHFHOEDR 1< <k,

and

(2.6) C(k, k+1) < (ck)**, 1<i< <k) —k.
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The key estimate is (2.5), while (2.6) directly follows from C(k, k+1) < (k’i,) ,
where N = (’2‘) .

We shall estimate the expectation of X(n; k; /) sharply for k = o(n3/4),
and more crudely for the remaining k’s. In the latter case, we first bound
E,[X(n; k;1)] and then Ey[X(n; k; [)] by means of a general inequality (An-
gluin and Valiant (1979), Pittel (1982), Bollobas (1985)):

n

(2.7) Em[Z)< ((2) + 1) Ey(Z], p = M/(g) (Z=2Z(G)>0) .
This bound is instrumental on several other occasions, as well.

Note. If M = O(n), the quadratic factor can be replaced by constn!/2.
We shall frequently use the “exponential approximation”

(2.8) [b)a/b® =[1 + O(ab™') + O(a*b~3)) exp(—a®/2b — a3/6b?)

for a = o(b%*), and the uniform bound

(2.9) [6)a/b° = O(exp(—a?/2b — a®/6b% — ca*/b%)), c>0.

Lemma 2.1. For both models of G(A), if | > —1 is fixed then

E[X(n; k; D]=[1+An"3 +0(n=%3) + O(k/n) + O(k*/n3)]
-n~HC(k, k + e */k!)exp(—F(xy)),

provided that k = o(n**), and for all k

(2.11) E[X(n;k,D]=0n*!(Ck, k+ e /k!) exp(F (x;) — ck*/n3)).

Here x; = k/n?/® and

(2.12) F(x) = (x> = 3x21+ 3x4%)/6.

Proof. (a) Using the exponential approximation (2.8),

(2.10)

_ _3\ 1k k2 k3
<Z) =[14O(kn™") + O(k*n 3)]%!- exp <_ﬂ - W)

if k = o(n%*), and from the uniform bound (2.9), forall 1 <k <n,

n nk k2 k¥ k4
(2.13) (k) —O(Hexp (—E—W—C‘r—li>) .

The exponential approximation also yields

G (8)
= [‘ +0 (%ﬂ [%m exP (‘(n (—Afc)—(nk—_kl)j 1))}

48 o ()]

since

o(§)-<(5)-o(5) -
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and similarly for the other error term. The product of the exponential factors
is 1+ O(kn~!), since

M? (M -k —1)?
n(n—1) (n—k)(n-k-1)
1 1 . .
=M (n(n— ) (n—k)(n—Fk- 1)) +O0(kn™") = O(kn™").

Thus, by rearrangement,
(2.14)

(M(?;)J) (%2)_1 =[1+ O(kn™H][Mkw (n_z_k)M—k—I <;>_M |

By the exponential approximation, then eliminating / in the exponential, we
may replace [M];,; in (2.14) by

(2.15) [1 *o (1%_1) +0 ((";31)“)] M exp (_ (k;‘;)z B (,lei)3)

-1 a,-3\] apk+ k> Kk
= [1+ 0tkn™") + O(k*n=3)| M+ exp (522 - 55 ) -

We also compute
(26 = () [ -]
2 2 - n n2—nk-n+k
oM
=(1— ) [1+O(kn~),

(3@ (-5 o

Combining these approximations, we find that

(6) (%) (B) =1 0enh+ cuen-sy

nt A_fﬁk+l<1_ﬁ)2“"") {k2(1 1)__’23(L+L)}
T\ n e\ z\ntM) s \mtmE)f

A straightforward calculation shows that

Mn/(;) =14+in"3+0(n™).

Using the definition of M throughout, a two-term Taylor expression for
log(1 + An~'/3) and a three-term expansion for log(1 — k/n)2™=k) then com-
bining exponents simplifies the above expression to

(2.16)

S| &

4 -l ,-k
L4+ An~13 4+ 023 + 0 (k> +0 <%)] "—?‘j— exp(=F (x)).

n

(A conscientious referee has checked our calculations and noticed, correctly,
that besides the error terms O(k/n) and O(k*/n3) there appears an error term
O(k3/n/3) . There is, in fact, yet another error term, O(k%/n%/3). Both of
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these terms were dropped because k2/n/3 and k3/n’/3 are each of the order
O(k/n)+O(k*/n3) uniformly over all k > 1.) So, the formula (2.10) is proved
for G(n, M).
(b) The case of G(n, p) is much simpler. First of all,
pk+1 — n—k—l(l +/1n‘1/3)k+1
=[1+An~"B 4 0(n=3)n~ (1 + An~ 13,
Also
( )—(k+1)+k(n—k) =[1+ O(k/n)]qkn—k 2

So, using the two-term expansion for log(1 + An~1/3), and the one-term expan-
sion for log(1 — p), we have [see (2.2)]

(2.17)
<k)pk+1q(k) (k-+)+k(n—k) [1+Aln ‘/3+0(n‘2/3)+0(k) +0(k4>]

- (n~e7* /k!) exp(—F (xr)).
(c) Using the uniform bound (2.9), we get similarly
—1,—k

kel ()= (k4D +k(n—k) _ o (M€ ck*
(k)p+qz)(+)+(” )_0( T exp( F(xk)__n_s‘))'
This and (2.7) imply the bound (2.11). O

Using this lemma, we now establish the asymptotic formula for the expec-
tation of Y(n;> 1) = 35, Y k1 kX (n; k, 1), which is the total size of all
complex components.

Lemma 2.2. For both models,

(2.18) E[Y(n; -1)]=n—-n*B[f_1(4) + O(n~1/3)],
(2.19) E[Y(n; 0)] = n?3[fo(1) + O(n~'13)].
So, since Y(n; -1)+Y(n;0)+Y(n;>1)=n,

(2.20) E[Y(n; > 1)] = n?3[f51(4) + O(n~1/3)],

where f>1(A) = f_1(A) — fo(A). Here
fad) = @0 [ " x 3211 — exp(~F(x))]dx + 4,
0

fo(d) =471 /000 exp(—F(x))dx.

In addition, if kg = w(n)n?? and w(n) — oo arbitrarily slowly,

(2.21) E [Z X(n;k,—l)] =o(1).

k>ko
Note. (1) In particular,

00 3 1/3
ooy =1 [ e - ST
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(Erdos and Rényi (1960), Bollobds (1985, Theorem V.23)) and
f1(0) = (2m) 2 [T x-St - e o) i,
0

S0, integrating by parts,
f-1(0) = 27)7'/26%/°T(5/6)/3.
(2) The relation (2.21) was proved by Bollobas (1985) for G(n, p) and ar-
bitrary p = p(n).

Proof. We prove only (2.18), which is a genuinely new result even for A = 0.
We write

E[Y(n; —1)]—ZkE[X(n k,-Dl=Y +>,

k<n® k>ne

where a € (2/3, 3/4). By Lemma 2.1 (2.11),

> = O(n exp(—cnte 3)2

k>ne k>1
a3y,

exp( -F (xk)))

= O(n®exp(—cn
since F(x)=[(x-4)3+43]/6 >0, forall x>0, and

kk—le—k
(2.22) > —— =1
k>1 )
Using (2.10),

= (1 = An-1/3 23 ktlek
Y == B0 Y ———exp(=F (%)) + R

k<n2 k<ne

where

k k+3,-k
R,,=0(Ekke' -F<xk>+n-22k ¢ —F<xk>).

k>1 k>1
By Stirling’s formula,

) %e—nm -0 (Z k—l/ze-F(xk))

k>1 k>1

cofsn e

k>1

O(n'/3 /oox“/ze‘F(x) dx) = 0(n”3) )
0

Similarly,

- o0
-2 —F(x) _ 13 5/2,—F — O(nl/3
n2y" e ("k)—0<n/ /0 x5 (")dx)_O(n/),
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so that R, = O(n'/3). Also,

since x; > n®"%3 — oo for k > n*, a > 2/3, and F(x) > x3/7 for x
sufficiently large. Collecting the estimates, we get

E[Y(n; -1)]=(1-An"'3 4+ O(n~2/3))

k—1,-k
(2.23) ¥y k k!e e F) 4 o(n'/3).
k>1
Next,
kk—le—k _ kk—1e—k 3
Z e F(Xk)=1_z iz (1 — e FOu)y,
k>1 k>1

by (2.22). Since the kth term in the last series is
(2m)~12k732(1 — e FON[1 + Ok~ )],

a simple argument shows that its sum equals
{o o]
(2.24) n~'B2m)~12 / x7¥(1 - e FW) dx + O(n~*3).
0

Combining (2.23) and (2.24) yields (2.18). O

Corollary 1. The size of the largest component of G(4) is O,(n*3), i.e., for every
w(n) = oo, a.s. all the components are smaller than w(n)n*3.

Note. According to Bollobas (1985), for A of order (logn)!/2, the largest com-
ponent has size O,(n%3(logn)'/?).

Define .%, = max{/ > 1: X(n; [) > 0}, which is the maximum excess of the
number of edges over the number of vertices, taken among all the components,
in each of the two versions of the random graph G(4).

Theorem 1. &%, is bounded in probability, i.e., £, = Op(1) as n — .

Notice that the total number of simple cycles in an /-component cannot
exceed 3/. (For / > 1, an /-component with ¢ cycles can be obtained by
inserting an additional edge into an (/ — 1)-component with ¢’ cycles, and this
insertion may create (quite crudely) at most 2¢’ new cycles; thus ¢ < 3¢’, and
the bound 3/ follows.) So, we immediately get the following result.

Corollary 2. The maximum number of cycles of a component is bounded in prob-
ability.

Proof of Theorem 1. In view of Corollary 1, it suffices to show that E(n), the
expected number of /-components of size k satisfying conditions

(2.25) [>l:=wn), k<k:=w@n? (o) :=aw@)?),

tends to 0, provided that w(n) — oo, and w(n) = O(n*3-9%), § > 0.




730 TOMASZ LUCZAK, BORIS PITTEL, AND J. C. WIERMAN

I. Consider first G(n, p). By definition,

(2.26) E,(n) = Z (Z)C(k’ k+l)pk+1q(’§)—(k+l)+k(n—k).
k<ko
bsi< ()

Here (see (2.9))
(2.27) (Z) = O((n* /kYe~K /2y,

and, denoting ¢ = An~1/3,
p** = ((1 +¢)/m)**! < plet/nk,
and
q(’;)—(k+1)+k(n—k) =0(g7'(1 - p)kn—kz/Z)

= O(q™"exp((k?/2 — kn)(1 + &)/n))

= 0(q " exp(—(1 + &)k + (1 + &)k?/2n)).
Notice that, by the definitions of ky and & = An~!/3,

k*le|/n < kglel/n = |Alw(n)? = |A|o(n)'/2.

So, from (2.26) we obtain

(2.28) E,(n) = O |eltleom'” Ey(n; k, 0|,
P 14

k<ko
Lb<I<(5)—k

where

Clk,k+De* (p\
=)
Now, break the sum in (2.28) into >, and ), according to whether k </ or
k > [. By the bound (2.6), and the inequality k!> (k/e)*,

ko _k 1
et ( 5 e ()

I>max(k, lp)

k
be(.2. )

I>max(k, lp)

ko . Czkp max(k , lp)
d.d e
k=

2 max(k N lo) 2 Io
(32 -0 u () )
q q

O((2c3w(n)/4/n'13)2M) = O((2c3n=%/%)@™),

Ep(n;kal)=

|
(2.29) o (
|
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because w(n) = O(n*3-%). (We may, and do, assume that ¢, > 1.)
Next, by the key bound (2.5), and Stirling’s formula for k!,

Ty (i( 1) s (’é)l)

2 k=ly lo

(5 g0

In the innermost sum, the ratio of the (/ + 1)th term and the /th term equals

[+ 1))U+0/2 k3 _
(CI/((CI/I))I)/Z k3/2§ < (%) k3/21; 0 (11/2 = O(w(n)~'3).

Therefore,

22 p\ " 2cl2
“o\(f5) ) o))

Collecting the estimates (2.28), (2.29), and (2.30) we obtain

2]/ “
Ey(n) = O | e (2 2n=9/4 4 w(nl)‘/s) =o(1).

Note. Thus, the order of the expected total number of components satisfying
the conditions (2.25) is determined by those components for which, in addition
k>1.

II. Turn now to G(n, M). In this case,

Evm=| 3 (Z)C(k,k+l) (M(?;)_l)(gz;))-l.

<k
bsi<(3)-k

Define
r —M/( ) =14n"13, M =A+0n?3).

Using (2.7) and (2.28), (2.29), we obtain that the total contribution of the terms
with k </ is

1/2

O(n2e¥ 10 (22 p=d/4y0ln)) = o(1),

So, it remains to estimate the sum of the terms with k > /. By (2.14)-(2.16),
(2.31)

() () =0 (GF) (-0 e (557).
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Here

M\ _ (1) i3
(232) (-n—z) < We‘ (8 = Ain /),

and, since k3/n? < w(n)3/* (see (2.25)),

(1 ) g)z(M-k—I) exp [2(M -k-1) (—% - zk—:z)]

IA

2Mk  2(k+Dk  MkK?
2.33 = - - 3/4
(2.33) exp [ T 2t O(w(n) )]
Lk 3 2(k + Dk k? 34
=e exp[ sk+———————n ———2n+0(w(n) )| -
Besides,

(k+1)%2M = (k + 1)?/n+ O(w(n)'/?),

so, collecting the estimates (2.27), (2.31)-(2.33), we show that, for k >/, the
generic term is at most

Clk, k+ ek (1 :8)1exp (—; + O(w(n)w))}

k!

=0 ecw(n)’/‘C(k,kH)e"‘ 1+e\
B k! n >

°|
(2.34)

¢ > 0 being an absolute constant. Therefore, as in part I(a), the sum of all
these terms is bounded by

0[e™” 2¢} () /B)*M] = 0(1), n—>o0. O
Lemma 2.3. For fixed | > 1,

: = N ® 312-1,-F(x)
(2.35) }LngoE[X(n,l)] (2n)1/2/0 X e dx,
and
(2.36) E {Z X(n; k, 1)} = O(w(n)~3?),
k<k|

if ky = [n*3/w(n)] and w(n) — oo arbitrarily slowly.
Proof. The first relation follows from (2.10), Lemma 2.1, and approximating
the resulting sum by the integral. The second part is similar, via a bound

w(n)™!
ZX(n;k,I) =0</ x3’/2“1e‘F(")dx) )
0

k<k|

E

(The integrand is monotone increasing for all sufficiently small x >0.) O

In combination, Lemma 2.2 (2.20), Theorem 1, and Lemma 2.3 (2.36) mean
that a.s. the total size of all complex components is at most n%3w(n), while
the smallest complex component has size at least n?/3/w(n), if w(n) — oo
arbitrarily slowly.
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Corollary 3. % (n), the total number of complex components, is bounded in prob-
ability.

However, we can prove a stronger result.

Theorem 2. Let

g(x) = (2n)~!/? z yx3L
I>1

Then (for both versions of G(A))
(2.37) lim E[Z (n)] = I(A),

where

oo 3 _ 2 2
13) = / g(x)e~F¥ dx < oo, (F(x) X o3 6’1 + 3x4 ) :
0

Proof. Fix d > 1 and write
& (n) = €i(n) + B2(n) + G(n),

where %(n), %(n), and %(n) are the number of complex components of size
at most d~1n?/3  between d~'n?/3 and dn?3, and at least dn?/3, respectively.
(a) By Lemma 2.2 (2.20),

(2.38) E[&(m)] < (dn*)T'E[Y(n; 2 1)] = O(d™").

(b) Let us bound E[%(n)]. Consider G(n, p) first. Similarly to (2.28) (but
with k?|e|/n < d~%|A| = O(1) uniformly for d > 1, this time), we have

E#m]=0| Y El(nkD
4<k<d~'n*?
1<I(5) -k

Y., thesum of E,(n; k,[l) with k <, is bounded (crudely) by
(2.39)
d-1n23 —k I 'd—1n2/3 2 i
e )4 csk
> (Z(”"’k” (%) ) =0\ 2 (Z (%) )]
k=4 I>k | k=4 \I>k

-

=0 Z(c%d'ln“”)k“
k>4

Y5, the sum of E,(n; k, /) with k >/, is bounded (according to (2.5)) by

a2, 3 (P)I a2 <P>1 —1,2/31\(31/2
e pai-z (BY o 5 ()2 (B (g-1,23y00
Z (l) q ;(1) q

1<I<k<d—n23

= o(n=3).

< Y (ad=) = 0=,

>1

provided d > 1 is such that 2¢;d~3 < 1, which we may, and do assume. Thus,
(2.40) E[#(n)] = 0d™?).
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Turn to Ep[% (n)]. The overall contribution of the components with k </
is bounded by O(n'/2n=5/3) = O(n="/%) (see (2.39) and the note following
(2.7)). The bound (2.34) implies that for k < d~'n?/3 (d > 1) the expected
number of components with k vertices and / edges is of the order

o (C(k, kk!+ e~k (1 :s)l) .

So the total expected number of all those components with k >/ is at most

Clk,k+De* (1+¢)
of ¥ Slutate (12
1<I<k<d-1n2/3

o 5 e (i
1<I<k<d-'n23

= 0=,

so that
(2.41) Enl%i(n)] = 0(d™?).

(c) Now consider E[%(n)]. Define %*(n) as the total number of com-
ponents with sizes between d—'n?%/3 and dn??3 such that / < d*, and let
A% (n) = % (n) — & (n) . While proving Theorem 1, we actually demonstrated
that the expected number of components of size < dn?/3 such that / > d* is
Ole4* (2¢!/%1d112)4*] provided that d is sufficiently large (see (2.25), (2.29)
and (2.30)). Hence,

(2.42) E[A%(n)] = Ol (2¢{/d'1)T"].

As for &*(n), by Lemma 2.1, Wright’s formula (2.4) and Stirling’s formula
for factorials,

E[& ()] =[1+0(n"'?)]

. Z (2;’;1/2 (n-z Z k31/2—1e—F(xk)) .

1<I<d* d—1n23<k<dn?/3

Consequently

d
. * _ Y1 31/2—1 ,—F(x)
(2.43) Jlim E[&)(n)] 1<§I<d‘ @’ /d X e dx .

The relations (2.38)-(2.43) lead directly to

d
T BEml =0+ 3 ol [ ite g,

1<I<d* a-!
d
. _ 2 31/2—1,—-F(x
lim E[(n)]=0d™")+ —2/ x32=1=FX) gy |
Nn—00 1<I<d (27‘[)1/ d-!

for all 4 sufficiently large. Letting d 1 oo completes the proof of (2.37).
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Let us show that the integral [;* g(x)e=F*)dx converges. According to
Wright (1980),

V2r3l(l - 1)!6

where J; 1 6 = .159155... (Voblyi (1987) identified & as (2z)~!. Bender,
Canfield, and McKay (1989) found a three term asymptotic expansion for J;
using a method suggested by Meertens. We are aware of at least two other
independent proofs of § = (2n)~!, one by the first author and another by
Knuth (private communication).)

Thus, using Stirling formula for the gamma function we can estimate y; from
above by

v = 6,(3m)' 2 (e/12))/*(1 + O(I™"))
<é(3m) 2 (e/12D)12(1 + O(7Y)).
Consequently, there exists a constant a > 0 such that for all x >0

(2.45)

(2.46)
Zy1x31/2—l < f_cz (%)1/2 32
<1 I>1

a e m a 3
<2+ Y (3] ¥ S S+ xRS - 1),
m>1

since m! < (m/2)" and 16 < 48/e. It remains to notice that F(x) =
(x3 —3x2A + 3xA2)/6 > x3/7 for all sufficiently large x. O

Notes. (1) Extending the above argument, we can prove the existence of a fi-
nite lim,_ ., E[Z(n)¥] for each k > 1, but the explicit formulae are more
complicated, cf. Theorems 3 and 5.

(2) Only minor changes of the above argument are necessary to show that

E[Y(n;21)]= n2/3/ xg(x)e"F® dx + O(n');
0

here Y(n; > 1) is the total size of all complex components. But we have
already estimated this expected value, see Lemma 2.2 (2.20). Comparing the
two estimates we obtain a remarkable integral identity

0 0

where
go(x) = (2m)~'2Y "yt
1>0
(recall that 7o = (m/8)!/2). What happens if we let A — 0o ?
Let ¢ > 0 be fixed. The series Y po,(c&/k)¥/? converges for all & > 0.

Furthermore, (c&/k)*/? achieves its maximum at k = k = ¢£/e. For & — oo,
we have k — oo and if k —k = o(Ez/s) then

k(2 _ )2
(%) =(1+o(l))exp (% - %) .
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The overall contribution of these leading terms to the sum is therefore asymp-
totic (as & — o0) to

on () [ on (i) =200 () ()"

This expression provides a sharp asymptotic formula for Y52 (c£/k)¥/? since
the remaining terms contribute negligibly little to its value. (The reader has
probably identified the above computations as an application of Laplace’s
method for asymptotic estimation of sums and integrals.) So, according to
the definition of go(x) and (2.45),

(2.47) go(x) = (1+0(1)8(m/2) 2eX 1 8x12 x| 0.

Getting back to the integral identity (x) break the integral on the left-hand
side into I;(A) and I,(4), over x € [0, A1/2] and x € [A!/2, x0) respectively.
Clearly (see 2.46)),

L) =0 ( /
0
x3  x3—3x21+3x22

B(A) = (1+0(1))6 (g)'/2 /l:xyzexp [2—4 - : } dx

=(1+40(1)) (g)llz /Azx:‘/zexp [—m—;—%] dx,

so, applying Laplace’s method to the last integral obtains
1/2 00 2
L(2) = (1 +0(1))8 (g) (24)32 / exp (—%) dz

=(1+4+0(1))4nid.
Therefore, as A — oo,

11/2

exp(—-%xiz)dx) =0(172).

Next,

/oo xgo(x)e FX dx = (1 + o(1))47mAd .
0

Integrating by parts the integral on the right-hand side of the integral identity
(), we get (omitting some simple intermediate estimates)

(27)-12 /°° X~ — e~F®)) dx
0
= (2m)~'/? / " - 2)2xm 20 F @) g
0

= (14 o(1))(2a) 222 [ 5212
0
= (1+0(1))An~"20(1/2) = (1 + o(1))A.

Comparing the estimates of both integrals, and using the integral identity (*),
we obtain 47d = 2, so that 6 = (2z)~!. (!) Thus, we have obtained an entirely
new proof of Voblyi’s result, a proof that is based on the structural properties
of the random graph at the critical stage.
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(3) The estimate (2.46) and the dominated convergence theorem imply that
lim;_,_I(4) = 0. Intuitively, we should have expected this, since for
n=23(M —n/2) — —oo the graph G(n, M) a.s. does not have complex compo-
nents (Kolchin (1986)). We also know that for n=2/3(M —n/2) — oo the graph
G(n, M) as. has exactly one complex component (Bollobds (1985), Luczak
(1989)). So, we should be able to prove that lim;_,, ., I(A) = 1. It is easy!
Analogously to the estimate in the preceding argument,

I(A) = /Ooo g(x)e FX dx
=a+ons (3) @ [~ e (-2 az

—00

=(1+0(1))2rn6 =1+0(1),

as A — oo, since 2nd = 1.

We conjecture that (1) is monotone increasing. If this is so, then, for each
A, the limiting expected number of complex components is less than I(c0) = 1.

Theorems 1 and 2 make it plausible that there must exist a limiting distri-
bution of the complexity spectrum X(n) = {X(n;[)};>;. This is indeed the
case.

Let h,(x) stand for the probability that the random graph G(x) (i.e.,
Gn,M = (1 4+x73)n/2) or G(n,p = (1 + xn~'3)/n)) does not have a
complex component.

Flajolet, Knuth, and Pittel (1989) proved existence of A(x) = lim,_, A,(x),
given by

1 1/2 ,(22—x)(z+x)?
(2.48) h(X) = (271:)—1/21/-;2 / e( X)(z+x) dZ,

where . is a certain contour in the half-plane Re(z) > 0.
It is possible to obtain a series-type formula for A(x), namely

1/2 . .
_ e (2 1 xapy (1‘1) (2' l)
h(x)=e (37:) ;j!( 23 )cos i r 3/ t3)-

The derivation is based on an identity for the graph G(n, p):

() = ng" 2 (pg 32 [x" | exp (% W (x) + Wo<x>) :

(cf. Flajolet, Knuth, and Pittel (1989)). Here W_,(x), Wy(x) are the exponen-
tial generating functions for the (unrooted) trees and the unicyclic graphs, that
is

W_i(x) = T(x) - T*(x)/2,

and

2
O

(T(x) = ¥;5, 7'%//j!) (Moon (1970), Wright (1977)). To estimate the coef-
ficient [x"]exp(-) we use the Cauchy integral formula for a contour x = e~!+/0 |
—-m < 6 < m. (Recall that T(e~!) = 1.) The dominant part of the integral
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corresponds to the values 6§ = O(n=%/3+%)  § € (0, 2/3), since (see Britikov
(1988), for instance)

W_i(e™1*1) = 1/2 + if — (4/3v2)e™/49%2 + 0(6%) (6 > 0).

Rotating the segment [0, n=%/3*9] in the complex plane 6 counterclockwise
at the angle n/6, changing the variable of integration in order to linearize the
leading exponent in the integrand, and then Taylor-expanding the remaining
exponent factor, we arrive at the above series for A(x).

The function Ah(x) is strictly decreasing, A(—o0) = 1, h(o0) = 0 and
h(0) = (2/3)1/2. It comes in handy in the next theorem concerning the lim-
iting distribution of the complexity spectrum.

Theorem 3. Let r = {r;};>, be a sequence of nonnegative integers with only
finitely many nonzero terms, a finitary sequence in short. Then, for both models
of the random graph G(A), there exists p(r) =lim,_,., P(X(n) =r), where

p(0) = h(),
and, for r #0,
(2.49)
1 T(31/2)/2m)' 2) | [® _pix _
’0 = mrshr (,Hl 3112/ Q) ) [ e -

(L:=Y,In). Furthermore, 3, p(r) = 1; so, in terms of the finite-dimensional
distributions, X(n) converges to a random finitary sequence X = {X(l)} such
that P(X =r)=p(r).

Notes. (1) p(r) >0 for all r. Thus, the limiting distribution of the complexity
spectrum is supported by the whole set R of finitary sequences of nonnegative
integers !

(2) Consider a Banach space /; of all finitary sequences r = {r;} of integers
with the norm ||7|| = 3,5, |r;]. From the proof of Theorem 2, and Theorem
3, it follows that X € /; almost certainly, and that X(n) converges weakly
to X in /;. In particular, &(n) = > ;5 X(n;[) = > ;5 X(I). (In fact,
E[Z(n)] — E[Y >, X(1)], too; so, by Theorem 2, -

> p(nY n=10).)
r I>1
Proof of Theorem 3. For each [ > 1, let k;,, (1 < m <r) stand for possible

sizes of all /-components. Set k = {km: 1 <m<r,l>1},and k =
31, mKim - In the case of G(n, p), we have

P(X(n;)=r,1>1)
B n! 1 Clkim s kim + 1)ttt (40) =i +)
_§(n—k)! (Eﬁ) (11—,['1 Kim: pra

e gD Xt mysr i i =Ry oy

Here, moving backward, H,_,(p) is the probability that the graph G(n—k, p)
does not have complex components; the next factor is the probability that there
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are no edges joining the designated subsets of vertices either to each other or to
the remaining n — k vertices;

C(kim > kim + l)pk"""'lq(k'z'")—(klmH)
is the probability that the set of k;,, vertices induces a connected subgraph with

ki + 1 edges; the remaining factors account for the total number of partitions
with the parameter k. Notice at once that

1 1,, 1
3 2 Kmkew =3k =53 k.
t,my#l", m) t,m)

So, rearranging factors,

(2.50) P(X(n; 1) =n;1>1)=Y P(K),
k

1>1

d n! k _k2 1

2.51)
. (H M]‘;]"’I'n"'_l)pkm”q(_%””/z_l)) H,_4(p).
m!

I,m

The summands P(k), which satisfy the conditions 1 < I < d*, d—'n?? <
kim < dn®3, account for almost all the value of the probability in question,
except for a remainder of order O(d~'). (See the proof of Theorem 2.) Let us

-

determine a sharp asymptotic formula for a leading generic term P(k). First,

| 3 2
(252) o d R = ntekexp [—kln"“ SR By O(n"/3)]

(x¢ = k/n"%3). The double-product factor in (2.51) is asymptotic, via
Wright’s formula (1980), to
pylekim3/2=172
[1+0(n—|/3)]H11mTpk,m+l

I.m Im:

3//2-1 -1/3 kim+1
_ —1/3y10k TT YKim 1+4n
[1+0(n"3)e 1]1 G ( -

-l

= [1 + O(n—l/3)]n—kek (H n (;17:)1;,;2 ) (1 +,1n—1/3)k
I,m

3//2-1

_ _ ViXy,
=[1+O(n~3)n~*ek exp(kAn='3 - 22xy, /2) 1H (2—2)1—/7Axk,m
,m

(Xk,,, := kim/n*3, Axy, = n=2/3). Furthermore, since

p=1+an"")n=[1+@A-x)(n-k)7'P+0n=)]/(n~k),
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we have
(2.53) Hpi(p) = Ay (A= X3 + O(n™')) = h(A = x1) + 0(1)  (n— 00).
Collecting (2.50)—(2.53) yields

P(X(n;l)=r;121)=[1+0(n""?)] 3 (H l')

d~ '3 <k, <dn*® \I21 r
1<m<n
(2.54) -1
X3 — 3x2A + 3x;A2
(H (2;1')"1/2 Axklm) exp [“( £ k6 d )l (h(A—xi) + o(1))

+0(d™),
So, letting #» — co and then d — o,
nlirroloP(X(n;l) =r;l>1)

31/2 1
ViXy, —F(x
(255) / / (1>1 1 ) ( (2")1/2 )e F( )h(A—X)H dx,,,,,

0<Xjm<00 L,m
Xi=) Xim.
I,m

In view of the identity

/ / (qu) (}i[lx;'”) dx,---dx,

0<x, <00

(2.56) iensy
[, T(e+1) g 3 (apt)-1
= p(x)x &= N dx,
T (Tu(eu+1)) /

the relation (2.55) immediately leads to (2.49).
In the case of G(n, M), the analogous formula for P(k) is

~ n! (M(—?ck)-L) 1
R TR (@) i

Hc(klmaklr'n*'l)% k(M—k—L).
im (am)!

Here L = Y ,Ir;, and # () is the probability that G(v, u) does not have
complex components. As in the part (a) of the proof of Lemma 2.1, for the

dominating E’s,

(e

L) =[1+0(n~'3)n"Le ke Fix)

le

SR

‘)
)

(n—k)! ((

]
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Also,
(M -k —-L)=h(A-Xx)+o0(1).

Using Wright’s formula for C(k;,,, ki, +1) and Stirling’s formula for k;,,!, we
obtain (2.49).
To finish the proof, it-remains to notice that

> p(r) = lim P(E(n) < o0) =1,

since E(Z(n)) = O(1). (%(n) is the total number of complex components.) 0O

Note. The identity (2.56) can be established as follows. Its right-hand side
equals [;° w(x)¢(x)dx , where

v v—-1
d(x) = / (,E[l x,‘f“) (dx;---dx,_y) (x,, =x- Z:lxﬂ)

and x, ..., X,_; are subject to restrictions x; >0,...,x,_; >0, ZZ;,‘ Xy <
x (thatis x, > 0, too). Clearly,

(2.57) $(x) = x 2 Wy (1)
Applying this to w(x) = e~*, we have then

/ exp —Zx,, Hx,‘f“ dx;---dx,
0<x,<00 u=1 u=1

1<p<v
(2.58) — ¢(1)/°° e—xe,L,(am)—n dx
0
=¢()T (E(a,, + 1)) .
p=1

But the integral (2.58) also equals
f[ (/ooe"‘“x,‘,"‘ dx,,) = ﬁf‘(aﬂ +1),
p=1 M0 p=1

hence

[T T(au + 1)

N (e + 1))

The relations (2.57), (2.59) imply (2.56).

(2.59) o(1) =

Note. Introduce C, the total number of cycles. Since the total number of com-
plex components and the maximal number of cycles in a component are both
bounded in probability, C,—C; = Op(1), where C; is the total number of uni-
cyclic components. This can be used to show that (C, — 6~!logn)/1/6-!logn
is asymptotically standard Gaussian, regardless of the actual value of A. We
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suggest the reader check, however, that E(C,) ~ 6 'logn for A = 0, and
E(Cy) ~47'logn for A =0, and E(C,) ~ c(A)n~Sexp(A®n!/3/2) for A>0.

3. THE INNER STRUCTURE OF COMPLEX COMPONENTS

Let G be a connected graph with &k labeled vertices and k +/ edges, where
[ > 1. Let C(G) denote the maximal subgraph of G with minimal vertex
degree at least two. C(G) is well defined since the union of such subgraphs
also satisfies the condition. (To get G from C(G), one has to grow a number
of disjoint trees each sprouting from its own vertex of C(G).) A basic path
of G is a maximal path in C(G) in which all vertices except the endpoints
have degree two in C(G). Let S(G) be the multigraph obtained from C(G)
by replacing each basic path with a single edge which joins its endpoints. (The
edge induced by a basic path is a loop if the path starts and ends at a vertex of
degree at least three in C(G).) We shall call S(G) the support of G.

Using the previous results, we can obtain a rather complete rough description
of the likely complex components in the random graph.

Theorem 4. Let w(n) — oo as n — oo. Then a.s.:

(I) Supports of all complex components of G(A) are 3-regular multigraphs,
each with at most w(n) vertices, and at most w(n) edges and loops.
(II) Each basic path of every complex component of G(A) has at least
n'3jw(n) vertices, and at most n'3w(n) vertices; thus all cycles in the
complex components have lengths of order n'/3 .
(IIT) For each complex component G, the largest tree sprouting from a vertex
of C(G) has size at least n*'3/w(n), and at most n*3w(n).

Proof. (I) Let G be an /-component, / > 1, with a support S = (V, E).
Denote |V| = a, |E| = b. Notice that b —a = /. Indeed, S(G) can be
obtained from G by consecutive deletions of all vertices of degree 1 (together
with the correspondent edges), followed by shrinking every basic path in the
resulting graph C(G) to an edge. For each of these operations, the difference
between the number of edges and the number of vertices remains unchanged.
Furthermore, the degree of each vertex in .S is at least 3, since we have assumed
that a loop at a vertex contributes two to this vertex degree. Thus, 2b > 3a and
consequently a <2/, b < 3/. But by Theorem 1, %, = maxg(|E(G)|—|V(G)|)
is bounded in probability, hence a.s.

(3.1) max [E(G)| < w(n),  max|V(G)| < o(n),

if w(n) — oo arbitrarily slowly.

It remains to show that a.s. all the supports are 3-regular. For this, we recall
that a.s. each complex component has size between n?/3/w(n) and n*3w(n).
So (see (3.1)), it will suffice to prove the following statement.

Lemma 3.1. Let d > 1 and positive integers a, b such that 2b > 3a be
given. Let S be a multigraph with vertex set {1, ..., a} andedges u,, ..., up.
Then E,, the expected number of complex components of G(A) with support
isomorphic to S and with size between d—'n%3 and dn??3, tends to 0 as

n— oo.
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Proof. Let (iy,...,Ip,) and k be nonnegative integers which satisfy the con-
ditions

b
(3.2) d'n?P<k<dn®®, i=a+) i <k.

=1

Define E(n; i k) as the expected number of complex components G of size
k , subject to the conditions:

(1) the support S(G) is isomorphic to S, and

(2) if a basic path in C(G) stripped of its intermediate vertices (an edge
(loop) of S(G), that is) is the image of an edge (loop) u; of the multigraph S,
then the total number of those vertices is i, (1 <t<b).

A little reflection shows (cf. Stepanov (1987), for instance) that the total num-
ber of the subgraphs G of the complete graph K, , which meet the conditions
(1) and (2), is at most

n k b N i [nleikkitt
1 ' k—i—-1 _ k
(k)(a,i.,...,i,,,k—i)“' (E"') ik k=1 "

Here the factor ikk='~! counts the total number of forests of i trees on k
vertices vy, ..., Ux such that the jth tree contains v; (1 < j < i). (“At
most” is because in the underlying counting scheme a subgraph in question
arises, in general, more than once.)

Consequently, for G(n, p),

(3.3) E(n;i,k)<Edn;i, k)= DI ibma () erb-aysktni

(k= i)
We notice that E,(n; i, k) depends only on i and k. Since the number of
nonnegative solutions of Y2 i, =i—a (i fixed) equals (""4*2~1), we obtain
(3.4) E(n;i, k):=Y E(n;i,k)<E.(n;i,k),
i

where

Eu(n;i, k)= E.(n;I,k)
(3.5) d

= [nlgikk=i=1 p+b=ag()-(k+b-a)+kin=k) (l - Ztl; - 1)/(k s

(E(n; i, k) is the expected number of complex components G in question
such that the sizes of G and C(G) are k and i respectively.) Using the
bounds

[n]k - O(nke_kz/zn), (l—a+b— l

b—1/p _ \b—1
St < re-ap,

(3.6) N
(k — i)! > const(k — i + 1)!/2 (7> ,

and one term expansions for log(1+4n~!/3) and log(1 —g), we transform (3.4)
and (3.5) into

1

(3.7) E(n;i, k)=0 [nb—a o L 57 XD (7 k))} :
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with

(3.8) H(i, k)= (k- z)log k —i+blogi.

A bit of calculus is in order. We have
OH _ _1og K -+ é 2H__ 1 b __1
ai =i ai? k—i 12 k-

It follows then that, for each k, H(i, k) achieves its maximum at
i» = i.(k) = (bk)'2 + 0(1),

and
H(i., k) =0(1)+ blogi, = (b/2)logk + O(1).

For i # i, , the bound for 82H/di? implies that
H(i, k) < H(i,, k) — (i — i.)*/2k.

Therefore,
b/2-1 . )
2 E(n;i,k)=0 [k S (k—i+ 1) exp (—__-(’ L) )]
i n ;
kb/2 1 l—l,.,(k))
0 (kb/z 1) = O(n=23p—(-3a13)
nb—a .

(The dominant terms in Y,(k — i)~'/2 exp[—(i — i.(k))?/2k] correspond to i
relatively close to i,(k) and, for those i, (k —i)~'/? is asymptotic to k~1/2.
Besides, the function e~*"/2 is Reimann integrable on (—oco, 00).) So,

E(n)=>" ZE(n i,k)=0(n=®393y 5,0, n- oo,
k
since 2b—3a>1.
The same estimate can be obtained for G(n, M).
(II) Define E’'(n) and E”(n) like E(n) in Lemma 3.1, except that for
E'(n) we consider only those complex components G for which |V(G(C))|>
n'3w(n), and for E”(n)—the complex components for which

min{i,;: 1 <t < b} < n'3/w(n).

We need to show that E’'(n) —» 0, E"”(n) - 0, as n — oo. Consider G(n, p).
(1) Set i’ = n'3w(n). By the definition of E’(n) and the numbers E(n; i, k)
(see the above proof of Lemma 3.1),

E'(n)=>_ Y E(n;i k).

k i'<i<k

So, arguing as in (3.6)-(3.9), and using
i—iuk)> i —i.(k)>n"Bwn)/2,
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we have
E'(n) =0 n=Ct=3013 / T Py,
dw(n)
=0(/ e‘zz/zdz) =o(1), n— oo
da(n)
(6 =2-1d-112).

(2) Set i” = n'/3/w(n) . The number of nonnegative solutions of 35, i, =
i —a such that min{i,: 1 <t < b} <i” is at most

bi" (i - ‘;tg" 2) <b(b—a—1)>72"i"2,

So (cf. the second inequality in (2.6) and (3.9))

E"(n)=0 [zk: %i"; iYWk —i)"2exp (_(i ‘;r}((k))z)]
= O[n—(Zb—3a)/3w(n)—l] — O[w(n)"].

The case of G(n, M) is similar.

(III) It remains to show that a.s. the largest pendant tree in each complex
component has size at least n%/3/w(n). To this end, we apparently would have
to show that the expected number of complex components without such a large
pendant tree tends to 0 as n — oo. However, the previous results allow us
to consider only E"(n) the expected number of “bad” components of size
k € [d~'n?/3, dn?/3], which also satisfy a condition

(3.10) di'n'B <i<dn'®,

whered; > 1 and is otherwise arbitrary.

Introduce % (i, k) a uniform random forest of i trees on k vertices 1, 2,
..., k such that the jth tree contains the vertex j. Consider M (i, k) the size
of the largest tree in # (i, k). It should be clear that

" _ e . ﬁ
E"(n) = ;Z:E(n, i, k)P (M(z, k) < w(n))

where k, i satisfy (3.2), (3.10); see (3.3) for E(n; i, k). So, all we need to
do is to show that P(M(i, k) < n?3/w(n)) — 0 uniformly over i, k in this
range.

As it happens, Pavlov (1977, 1979) studied the behavior of M(i, k) under
various assumptions regarding the relation of i and k. In particular, when i
is of order precisely k!/2, M(i, k) is of order k, thatis M(i, k)/k has a
nondegenerate limiting distribution. But in the case of our i, k, i is of order
k'/2, and k is of order n?/3, Hence

P(M(i, k) < n*3/w(n)) = P (l(i, k) < ﬁk) -0,

as n—oo. 0O
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4. PLANARITY OF G(4)

The last problem we shall study in this paper is the determination of the
asymptotic probability of planarity for G(n, M) and G(n, p).

Introduce CO(k,k+1) (CW(k, k+1), resp.) the total number of planar
(nonplanar, resp.) connected graphs on k labeled vertices, with k + [ edges.
Of course, C(k,k+1)=COk,k+1)+ CWV(k, k + ). Mimicking Wright’s
derivation of the asymptotic formula (2.4) for C(k, k+1), we obtain: for every
[>1,and i=0,1,

CO(k, k+1) = (1+0()y k3212 f o0,

Clearly, yl(o) + y,(l) = y;. Recall that, by Kuratowski’s theorem, a graph is
planar iff it does not contain a topological copy of K3 ;3 or Ks. Since the
number of edges of K3 3 exceeds the number of vertices by 3, we can assert
that ygl) > 0. Likewise, considering Ks, ygl) > 1. (It is worth mentioning at
once that almost surely G(A) does not contain a topological copy of Ks. So,
the only likely obstacle to planarity is presence of a copy of K3 3.) Needless to
say, Bollobas’ inequalities (2.5), (2.6) hold for CW(k, k +1) as well.

Let XO(n; 1), XN(n; 1) denote the total number of planar /-components
and nonplanar /-components, respectively. Repeating almost verbatim the
proof of Theorem 3, we have:

Let r©0 = {71(0)}121 , rt) = {’1(‘)}121 be two finitary sequences and r(® 4 (1) £
0. Then

(3.11) nli.r{.lo PXOm)=r® xDO(n)=rD)=p@r@, rh),
where
. 1 Or(31/2)/2m) 20"
p(r , 1) = 1-'(3L/2) H(}'I ( /()0<|( )
>1 e
(1"T31/2)/ (2m)\ 2y
) H A0y
>1 -

. /oo e—F(x)x3L/2—lh(/-|' _ x)dx,
0

(L:=3%,1 (yl(o) + y,“))) . So, we have established the following.

Theorem 5. Denote by P,(1) the probability that G(A) is planar. There exists
lim, o P,(A) = p(A), given by

(3.12) p(A) = h(2)+ Y pO(r),

where

1 »Or31/2)/2m) 127
pO(r) = TGLT) (,I:I, i b

. /oo e FOIX3LI2=1p(A - x) dx,
0

and L =Y, Irl(o). (Recall that h(1) is the limiting probability that G(A) does
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not have complex components.) Furthermore, we have 0 < p(A) < 1, the lower
bound following from (3.10), and the upper bound from an observation that, for

instance, y{" > 0.

Note that (1) — 1 as 4 - —oo, and therefore lim;_,_,,p(4) =1.

There are also various ways to check that lim;_,_,, p(A) = 0. We present
here a simple and elegant argument proposed by Svante Janson.

If A =A(n) — +oo then, with probability 1—o0(1), the graph G(n, n/2) con-
tains at least five tree components Cj, ..., Cs, each of size at least A~1/3p2/3
(see Erdos and Rényi (1960)). The (conditional) probability that in the graph
G(n, (n+ An?/3)/2), obtained by adding s = An?/3/2 randomly chosen edges
to G(n, n/2), the components C;, C; are not joined by an edge for some

1 <i<j<5 issmaller than
1-2/3 s

() (@877 J(01)
exp(—A/4) - 0.

Thus, almost surely G(n, (n+4An%3)/2) contains a subgraph contractible to K,
and is therefore nonplanar (Wagner’s Theorem). We conclude that lim;_,, p(4)
=0.

Consequently, G(n, M) (G(n,p) resp.) is almost surely nonplanar iff
(M -n/2)n=23 5 00 ((np—1)n~'/3 - 0o, resp.)

Remark. The above argument works just as well for every K,, r > 5. Thus,
for G(n, M) say, the contraction clique number (ccl) is bounded in probability
if (M —n/2)n=%/3 is bounded, and the ccl number goes to oo in probability,
if (M —n/2)n=%3 goesto oo however slowly.
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