arXiv:2409.01513v1 [math.CO] 3 Sep 2024

BIPARTITE GRAPHS ARE (^4_5 − ε)^Δ_{log Δ} -CHOOSABLE

PETER BRADSHAW, BOJAN MOHAR, AND LADISLAV STACHO

Abstract. Alon and Krivelevich conjectured that if G is a bipartite graph of maximum degree Δ, then the choosability (or list chromatic number) of G satisfies ch(G) = O (log Δ). Currently, the best known upper bound for ch(G) is (1 + o(1))^Δ_{log Δ} , which also holds for the much larger class of triangle-free graphs. We prove that for ε = 10^{−3}, every bipartite graph G of sufficiently large maximum degree Δ satisfies ch(G) < (^4_5 − ε)^Δ_{log Δ} . This improved upper bound suggests that list coloring is fundamentally different for bipartite graphs than for triangle-free graphs and hence gives a step toward solving the conjecture of Alon and Krivelevich.

1. Introduction

Given a graph G for which each vertex v ∈ V (G) has an associated list L(v) of colors, an L-coloring of G is a proper coloring that assigns each vertex v a color from L(v). If G has an L-coloring whenever |L(v)| = k for each v ∈ V (G), then G is k-choosable. We write ch(G) for the choosability of G, defined as the least integer k for which G is k-choosable. As χ(G) = k if and only if G has an L-coloring for the assignment L(v) = {1, . . . , k} to each vertex v ∈ V (G), it follows that χ(G) ≤ ch(G) for every graph G.

The choosability of a graph is often much larger than its chromatic number. As an example, Erdős, Rubin, and Taylor proved that the choosability of the complete bipartite graph K_{n,n} satisfies ch(K_{n,n}) = (1 + o(1)) log_2 n. More generally, Saxton and Thomason [16] showed that if G is a graph of minimum degree δ, then ch(G) ≥ (1 + o(1)) log_2 δ. Alon and Krivelevich made the following conjecture in 1998, which states that this lower bound is best possible up to a constant factor when G is bipartite: Conjecture 1.1 ([3]). If G is a bipartite graph of maximum degree Δ, then ch(G) = O(log Δ).

Conjecture 1.1 is still widely open, and currently the best known upper bound for the choosability of a bipartite graph of maximum degree Δ is (1 + o(1))^Δ_{log Δ} . Molloy [12] proved this upper bound for the much larger class of triangle-free graphs, improving previous results of Johansson [11], Jamall [10], and Pettie and Su [15] by a constant factor. Bernshteyn [4] used a simplified method to prove the same upper bound in the more general setting of correspondence colorings. For triangle-free graphs, Molloy’s upper bound is close to the best possible. Indeed, if Δ is fixed and G is a large random Δ-regular graph on n vertices, then asymptotically almost surely (a.a.s.), χ(G) = (^1_2 + o(1))^Δ_{log Δ} [8], where the o(1) term approaches 0 as Δ increases. Furthermore, it is straightforward to show that the average degree of every small subgraph H of such graph G (i.e. |H| < log log n) is a.a.s. less than 5. Since the expected number of triangles in G is less than Δ^3 [5], it follows that removing all triangles from G a.a.s. reduces the chromatic number by at most 5, giving a triangle-free subgraph H of G with maximum degree Δ satisfying ch(H) ≥ χ(H) ≥ (^1_2 + o(1))^Δ_{log Δ} .

For triangle-free graphs, improving the coefficient in the upper bound ch(G) ≤ (1 + o(1))^Δ_{log Δ} seems to be a difficult problem. Davies, de Joannis de Verclos, Kang, and Pirot [6] opine that reducing the 1 + o(1) coefficient below 1 would be a significant advance in current knowledge, and they point out that such an improvement would also improve a classical lower bound of Shearer [17] for the independence number of a triangle-free graph established in 1983. Furthermore, the upper bound ch(G) ≤ (1 + o(1))^Δ_{log Δ} matches shattering threshold for the problem of coloring random Δ-regular graphs [19], also called algorithmic barrier [1], a threshold that arises in many problems for random graphs. For the problem of graph coloring, finding

Peter Bradshaw received support from NSF RTG grant DMS-1937241. Research of Ladislav Stacho was supported by NSERC grant No. R611368.

Bojan Mohar was supported in part by an NSERC Discovery Grant R832714 (Canada), and in part by the ERC Synergy grant KARST (European Union, ERC, KARST, project number 101071836). On leave from: FMF, Department of Mathematics, University of Ljubljana, Ljubljana, Slovenia.

an efficient algorithm to color a random Δ-regular graph with (1−ε)^Δ_{log Δ} colors is a major unsolved problem [1, 19]. Molloy [12] points out that since the triangles in a random Δ-regular graph are few and sparsely distributed, an efficient algorithm that colors a Δ-regular triangle-free graph with (1 − ε)^Δ_{log Δ} colors could also be applied to random Δ-regular graphs and hence break the algorithmic barrier.

Recently, Alon, Cambie, and Kang [2] took a step toward answering Conjecture 1.1 using an approach related to the coupon collector problem. They showed that if G is a bipartite graph of maximum degree Δ for which vertices in one partite set have color lists of size (1 + o(1))^Δ_{log Δ} , then the sizes of the color lists in the other partite set can be drastically reduced. In fact, their method implies that for any unbounded increasing function ω = ω(Δ), if the vertices in one partite set of G have color lists of size ω, then there exists a function o(1) which approaches 0 as Δ increases such that when each vertex in the other partite set has a list of size (1 + o(1))^Δ_{log Δ} , G has a proper list coloring.

In this note, we prove that a bipartite graph G admits a list coloring even when the list sizes in both parts of G are reduced below^Δ_{log Δ} .

Theorem 1.2. If G is a bipartite graph of sufficiently large maximum degree Δ, then ch(G) < 0.797^Δ_{log Δ} .

Our proof uses the Lovász Local Lemma and yields an efficient randomized algorithm via Moser’s entropy compression method [14, 18]. Given the difficulty of obtaining an upper bound of the form (1−ε)^Δ_{log Δ} for the choosability of a triangle-free graph of maximum degree Δ, our result suggests that the list-coloring problem is fundamentally different for bipartite graphs than for triangle-free graphs, and that certain obstacles of the triangle-free setting do not appear in the bipartite setting. Hence, our result gives a step towards Conjecture 1.1. The main ingredient in our proof is the coupon collection argument used by Alon, Cambie, and Kang [2]. In particular, we show that when non-uniform probabilities are used in this coupon collector argument, then a similar argument yields an improved upper bound for the choosability of a bipartite graph.

2. Main result

In our proofs, we omit floors and ceilings, as they have little effect on our arguments. We use the wellknown Lovász Local Lemma [7], stated in the following form [13, Chapter 4]:

Lemma 2.1 (Lovász Local Lemma). Consider a set E of bad events such that for each A ∈ E, • Pr(A) ≤ p < 1, and • A is mutually independent with all but at most D of the other events.

If 4Dp ≤ 1, then with positive probability none of the events in E occurs.

We also use the following well-known corollary of Jensen’s inequality:

Lemma 2.2 ([9, (3.6.1)]). If f : R → R is a convex function and x_1, . . . , x_t ∈ R, then

f(x_1) + · · · + f(x_t) ≥ tf ( x_1 + · · · + x_t t ) . Before proving our main result, we need a lemma about the coupon collector problem, which takes place in the following setting. We let L^′, L_1, . . . , L_Δ, be subsets of N of size exactly k. We often refer to the elements of N as colors. We let 0 < p < 1 be some positive number (possibly dependent on Δ). For each value i (1 ≤ i ≤ Δ), we define a probability distribution P_i : L_i → [0, p). Since P_i is a probability distribution, we require that ∑ c∈L_i Pi(c) = 1, and for each color c ∉ Li, we write Pi(c) = 0. We also define independent

random variables ϕ_1, . . . , ϕ_Δ, so that for each i and c ∈ L_i, ϕ_i = c with probability P_i(c). For each c ∈ L^′, we write ρ(c) =

∑_Δ i=1 P_i(c). Then, we prove the following lemma, which gives us an upper bound on the probability that for every color c ∈ L^′, there exists some random variable ϕ_i, so that ϕ_i = c. If each random variable ϕ_i represents the color of a coupon, then the probability that every color in L^′ equals some random variable ϕ_i represents the probability that a coupon collector successfully collects a coupon in each color of L^′ subject to our probability distributions. The ideas in this lemma are similar to those of Alon, Cambie, and Kang [2, Section 3].

Lemma 2.3. Let 0 < ε ≤ 1 and 0 < a ≤ 1 be fixed, and let Δ be sufficiently large. Let k = ⌈_{aΔ} (1−p)(log Δ−4 log log Δ) ⌉ . Suppose that there exists a set L^∗ ⊆ L^′ of size at least εk such that the average value ρ(c) for c ∈ L^∗ satisfies 1 |L^∗| ∑ c∈L^∗ ρ(c) ≤ aΔ k . Then Pr (L^′ ⊆ {ϕ_1, . . . , ϕ_Δ}) < exp(− log^2 Δ). Proof. First, we show that

(1) Pr (L^′ ⊆ {ϕ_1, . . . , ϕ_Δ}) ≤ exp ( − ∑ c∈L^′ exp ( − 1 1 − p ρ(c) )) . Consider a color c ∈ L^′, and let B_c be the event that ϕ_i = c for some value i (1 ≤ i ≤ Δ), i.e. the event that the coupon collector obtains a coupon of color c. Since the variables ϕ_i are independent, Pr(B_c) = 1 − ∏_Δ

i=1(1 − P_i(c)). Applying the inequality 1 − x ≥ exp(−^x_{1−x} ) > exp(−^x_{1−p} ) for x < p, we see that

Pr(B_c) < 1 − exp ( − 1 1 − p Δ∑ i=1 P_i(c) ) = 1 − exp ( − 1 1 − p ρ(c) ) . Furthermore, Alon, Cambie, and Kang [2, Section 3] show that the individual coupon collection events {B_c : c ∈ L^′} are negatively correlated, so the probability of the event ⋂ c∈L^′ Bc, or equivalently the event

L^′ ⊆ {ϕ_1, . . . , ϕ_Δ}, is less than ∏ c∈L^′ ( 1 − exp ( − 1 1 − p ρ(c) )) ≤ exp ( − ∑ c∈L^′ exp ( − 1 1 − p ρ(c) )) , proving (1).

By possibly taking a subset of L^∗, we assume without loss of generality that |L^∗| = εk. By (1),

(2) Pr (L^′ ⊆ {ϕ_1, . . . , ϕ_Δ}) ≤ exp ( − ∑ c∈L^′ exp ( − 1 1 − p ρ(c) )) ≤ exp ( − ∑ c∈L^∗ exp ( − 1 1 − p ρ(c) )) . Since the function f(x) = e^{−x} is convex, and since^1_{εk} ∑ c∈L^∗ ρ(c) ≤ aΔ k , Lemma 2.2 implies that ∑ c∈L^∗ exp ( − 1 1 − p ρ(c) ) ≥ εk exp ( − aΔ/k (1 − p) ) . Therefore, the argument of the outer exponential in (2) is at most −εk exp ( − aΔ/k (1 − p) ) . Now, if we substitute our value of k, then the argument of the outer exponential function in (2) is at most −Ω (_Δ

log Δ ) exp(4 log log Δ − log Δ) < − log^2 Δ, for large enough Δ, so the lemma holds. □

Before proving Theorem 1.2, we prove the theorem with a weaker coefficient of^4_5 + o(1) as a warmup.

Theorem 2.4. If G is a bipartite graph of maximum degree Δ, then ch(G) ≤ (^4_5 + o(1))^Δ_{log Δ} .

Proof. We fix an arbitrarily small value γ > 0 and assume that the maximum degree Δ of G is sufficiently large with respect to γ. Without loss of generality, we assume that G is Δ-regular. We let each vertex v ∈ V (G) have a list L(v) of k =

⌈_{(4/5+γ)Δ} (1−1/ √ Δ)(log Δ−4 log log Δ) ⌉ colors, represented as integers in increasing order. We show that G has an L-coloring.

We partition V (G) into two partite sets A and B. We will create a probability distribution on each list L(v) for v ∈ A and use these distributions to color the vertices v ∈ A independently. Then, we will use Lemma 2.3 and the Lovász Local Lemma to show that with positive probability, each vertex w ∈ B still has an available color even after all vertices in A have been colored.

For each vertex v ∈ V (G), we write L(v) = (c_1, . . . , c_k) as an increasing integer sequence, and for each color c ∈ L(v), we write I(v, c) = i if and only if c = c_i—that is, if and only if c is in the ith position in L(v). We say that I(v, c) is the index of c in L(v). For each vertex w ∈ B, and neighbor v ∈ N(w), we define ℓ_{v,w} = |L(v) ∩ L(w)|. Then, for each vertex w ∈ B, we define the weight of w as Z(w) = ∑ v∈N(w) ℓ_{v,w}.

Clearly, for each vertex w ∈ B, Z(w) ≤ Δk. For each vertex v ∈ A and c ∈ L(v), we write

P_v (c) = 8/5 k(1 −^3_{5k} ) ( 1 − 3 4 · I(v, c) k ) .

and for c ∈ N \ L(v), we write P_v (c) = 0. For each color c ∈ L(w), we write N_c(w) for the set of neighbors v ∈ N(w) satisfying c ∈ L(v). Observe that ∑ c∈L(v) Pv (c) = 1. For each w ∈ B and c ∈ L(w), we write

ρ_w(c) = ∑ v∈N_c(w) Pv(c). For each v ∈ A, we color v with a single color of L(v) using the probability distribution P_v, so that v receives each color c ∈ L(v) with the probability P_v (c). Then, we use the Lovász Local Lemma to show that with a positive probability, our random coloring of A can be extended to an L-coloring of G. Observe that each color in L(v) is used with a probability of (much) less than 1/ √ Δ. Now, we fix a vertex w ∈ B, and we aim to show that with probability at least 1 − exp(− log^2 Δ), L(w) contains a color which is not used to color any neighbor of w, so that we can extend our L-coloring of A to w. We write z =^{Z(w)}_{Δk} , and we fix a small constant ε > 0. For each color c ∈ L(w) satisfying I(w, c) ≥ (1 − ε)k, it holds for each v ∈ N_c(w) that at most εk colors c^′ ∈ L(v) ∩ L(w) satisfying c^′ > c appear in L(v); hence, I(v, c) ≥ ℓ_{v,w} − εk. Therefore, ∑ v∈N(w)\N_c(w) 4 3 k + ∑ v∈N_c(w) I(v, c) ≥ (z − ε)Δk,

as the term corresponding to v ∈ N(w) contributes at least ℓ_{v,w} − εk to the sum. Therefore, for each color c ∈ L(w) satisfying I(w, c) ≥ (1 − ε)k,

ρ_w(c) = ∑ v∈N_c(w) P_v (c) =

8/5 + o(1) k ∑ v∈N_c(w) ( 1 − 3 4 · I(v, c) k )

= 8/5 + o(1) k ∑ v∈N(w)\N_c(w) ( 1 − 3 4k · 4 3 k ) + ∑ v∈N_c(w) ( 1 − 3 4k · I(v, c) )

= 8/5 + o(1) k Δ − 3 4k ∑ v∈N(w)\N_c(w) 4 3 k + ∑ v∈N_c(w) I(v, c)

≤ 8/5 + o(1) k ( 1 − 3 4 (z − ε) ) Δ. Hence, for the last εk colors c ∈ L(w) (i.e. those of largest index), the average value of ρ_w(c) is at most (_8 5 + o(1) ) ( 1 −^3_4 z +^3_4 ε

)_Δ k . On the other hand, by applying Lemma 2.2 to the convex function h(x) = (_{x+1} 2 ) =^1_2 x(x + 1), ∑ c∈L(w) ∑ v∈N_c(w) I(v, c) ≥ ∑ v∈N(w) ℓ_{v,w}∑

i=1 i = ∑ v∈N(w) ( ℓ_{v,w} + 1 2 ) ≥ Δ ( Z(w)/Δ + 1 2 ) > 1 2 Δ(zk)^2. 4

Therefore, the average value ρ_w(c) over all colors c ∈ L(w) satisfies 1 k ∑ c∈L(w) ρ_w(c) = 1 k ∑ c∈L(w) ∑ v∈N_c(w) P_v (c) =

8/5 + o(1) k^2 ∑ c∈L(w) ∑ v∈N_c(w) ( 1 − 3 4 · I(v, c) k )

< 8/5 + o(1) k^2 ( Z(w) − 3 8 z^2kΔ )

= ( 8 5 + o(1) ) z ( 1 − 3 8 z ) Δ k . Hence, there exists a subset L^∗(w) ⊆ L(w) of size at least εk for which the average value ρ_w(c) for c ∈ L^∗(w) is at most min {( 1 −^3_4 z +^3_4 ε ) , z ( 1 −^3_8 z )} · (_8 5 + o(1)

)_Δ k < (_4 5 + γ

)_Δ k , where the inequality holds whenever ε is sufficiently small and Δ is sufficiently large with respect to γ.

Now, for each vertex w ∈ B, we define a bad event B_w as the event that after A is randomly colored, no color in L(w) is available—that is, that every color in L(w) is used to color some vertex of N(w). By applying Lemma 2.3 with our value of ε, as well as with a =^4_5 + γ, L^′ = L(w), L^∗ = L^∗(w), and {L_1, . . . , L_Δ} = {L(v) : v ∈ N(w)}, we find that Pr(B_w) < exp(− log^2 Δ). Since each bad event occurs with probability less than exp(− log^2 Δ) and is independent with all but fewer than Δ^2 other bad events, it follows from the Lovász Local Lemma (Lemma 2.1) that with a positive probability, no bad event occurs provided that Δ is large enough so that 4Δ^2 exp(− log^2 Δ) ≤ 1. As we avoid all bad events B_w with positive probability, it thus holds with positive probability that we can extend our L-coloring of A to all of G. Therefore, G is L-colorable, and the proof is complete. □

Next, we show that the^4_5 + o(1) coefficient from Theorem 2.4 can be reduced to 0.797 using a coupon collection argument similar to that of Theorem 2.4. While this improvement is minimal, the fact that the 4 5 + o(1) coefficient can be broken with a similar argument suggests that perhaps a more involved application of similar ideas can reduce the coefficient even more.

Before we prove that this lower coefficient can be achieved, we summarize the method used in Theorem 2.4 and observe which parts of the method give room for improvement. In our proof of Theorem 2.4, we consider a vertex w ∈ B, and we hope to show that after randomly coloring all vertices in A, the probability that w has no available color in L(w) is small. In order to show this, we aim to show that for some dense set of colors c ∈ L(w), the values ρ_w(c) are small. We write Z(w) = zΔk for the weight of w, and we roughly describe two cases.

In the first case, if z is large, then the colors c ∈ L(w) appear at the lists L(v) for neighbors v ∈ N(w) with high frequency. Consequently, the colors c of large index I(w, c) also have fairly large indices I(v, c) for many neighbors v ∈ N_c(w). Since the probability of c being used to color v becomes small when I(v, c) is large, this means that colors c ∈ L(w) of large index have small values ρ_w(c). Specifically, we see in the proof of Theorem 2.4 that these colors c of large index I(w, c) approximately satisfy ρ_w(c) ≤^8_5 (1 −^3_4 z)^Δ_k .

In the second case, if z is small, then for each neighbor v ∈ N(w), L(v) on average does not contain many colors from L(w). Therefore, the average value ρ_w(c) for all colors c ∈ L(w) is small. Specifically, we see in the proof of Theorem 2.4 that the average value ρ_w(c) is at most roughly^8_5 z(1 −^3_8 z)^Δ_k .

In both cases, we can find a dense set of colors c ∈ L(w) for which the average value ρ_w(c) is at most (^4_5 + o(1))^Δ_k , with the upper bound being achieved when z is close to^2_3 . Now, let us consider the extremal case when this value (^4_5 +o(1))^Δ_k is achieved in more detail. When we compute the upper bound^8_5 z(1−^3_8 z)^Δ_k for the average value ρ_w(c) over all colors c ∈ L(w), equality roughly holds only when the values |L(v)∩L(w)| are similar for each neighbor v ∈ N(w) and when the indices I(v, c) for c ∈ L(w) and v ∈ N_c(w) are as low as possible. Therefore, in the extremal case, for each neighbor v ∈ N(w), |L(v) ∩ L(w)| ≈^2_3 k, and the colors of L(v) ∩ L(w) roughly occupy the first^2_3 k indices of L(v). However, in this case, we can slightly increase the probabilities P_v (c^′) for colors c^′ ∈ L(v) with indices I(v, c^′) close to k without increasing the probabilities P_v (c) of colors c ∈ L(v) ∩ L(w), as colors c^′ ∈ L(v) with large indices I(v, c^′) do not belong to L(w). This allows us to decrease the probabilities P_v (c) of the colors c ∈ L(v) ∩ L(w), which reduces P_v (c) for colors c ∈ L(v) ∩ L(w) and allows us us to reduce our coefficient below^4_5 . On the other hand, if increasing the probabilities P_v (c^′) for colors c^′ ∈ L(v) of large index causes the probabilities P_v(c) of many colors in c ∈ L(v) ∩ L(w) to increase, then this implies that the colors in L(v) ∩ L(w) for neighbors v ∈ N(w) are not arranged as in the extremal case described above, and the method of Theorem 2.4 should still give a coefficient lower than^4_5 .

Using the approach outlined above, we are ready to prove our improved coefficient.

Theorem 2.5. If G is a bipartite graph of sufficiently large maximum degree Δ, then ch(G) < 0.797^Δ_{log Δ} .

Proof. We assume that the maximum degree Δ of G is sufficiently large. Without loss of generality, we assume that G is Δ-regular. We let each vertex v ∈ V (G) have a list L(v) of k = 10

⌈_1 10 ·^{0.7969Δ} (1−1/ √ Δ)(log Δ−4 log log Δ) ⌉ colors, represented as integers in increasing order. We observe that 10 divides k. We aim to show that G has a proper L-coloring.

We partition V (G) into two partite sets A and B. Again, for each vertex v ∈ V (G), we write L(v) = (c_1, . . . , c_k) as an increasing integer sequence, and for each color c ∈ L(v), we write I(v, c) = i if and only if c = c_i. We again say that I(v, c) is the index of c in L(v). For each vertex w ∈ B and neighbor v ∈ N(v), we define again ℓ_{v,w} = |L(v) ∩ L(w)|. Then, for each w ∈ B, we again define the weight of w as Z(w) = ∑ v∈N(w) ℓ_{v,w}.

We define a function f : [1, k] → R as follows:

f(x) = { 1 −^3_{4k} x if x ≤^9_{10} k, 13 40 if^9_{10} k < x ≤ k.

We write C for the average value of f(i) over i ∈ {1, . . . , k} and observe that C =^{503}_{800} + o(1). For each c ∈ L(v), we write

P_v (c) = 1 Ck f (I(v, c)) . If c ∉ L(v), we write P_v (c) = 0. Observe that ∑ c∈L(v) Pv(c) = 1. For each w ∈ B and c ∈ L(w), we again

write ρ_w(c) = ∑ v∈N_c(w) Pv (c), where Nc(w) is the set of neighbors v ∈ N(w) for which c ∈ L(v). As before,

for each v ∈ A, we color v with a single color of L(v) using the probability distribution P_v, so that v receives each color c ∈ L(v) with probability P_v(c). We aim to show that with positive probability, we can extend our L-coloring of A to an L-coloring of G.

We fix a vertex w ∈ B, and we aim to show that with probability at least 1 − exp(− log^2 Δ), some color of L(w) is not used to color any neighbor of w, so that our L-coloring of A can be extended to w. As before, we write z =^{Z(w)}_{Δk} . We define 0 ≤ y ≤ 1 so that exactly yΔ neighbors v ∈ N(w) satisfy ℓ_{v,w} >^9_{10} k. We write N^′(w) for the set of yΔ neighbors v ∈ N(w) for which ℓ_{v,w} >^9_{10} k, and we write N^{′′}(w) = N(w) \ N^′(w) for the remaining set of (1 − y)Δ neighbors of w. We observe that z ≥ 1 kΔ ∑ v∈N^′(w) ℓ_{v,w} > 9 10 y.

We define α so that ∑ v∈N^′ (w) ( ℓ_{v,w} −^9_{10} k ) = αykΔ, and we also observe that 0 ≤ α ≤^1_{10} . As ∑ v∈N(w) ℓv,w = zkΔ and ∑ v∈N^′(w) ℓv,w = (αy + 9 10 y)kΔ, it follows that

(3) ∑ v∈N^{′′} (w) ℓ_{v,w} = ∑ v∈N(w) ℓ_{v,w} − ∑ v∈N^′(w) ℓ_{v,w} = ( z − y ( α + 9 10 )) kΔ.

Now, we fix a small constant ε > 0, and assume that Δ is sufficiently large with respect to ε. We consider a color c ∈ L(w) for which I(w, c) ≥ (1 − ε)k. As before, for each v ∈ N_c(w), I(v, c) ≥ ℓ_{v,w} − εk. We compute an upper bound on ρ_w(c) as follows, using the fact that f is decreasing and is^3_{4k} -Lipschitz.

ρ_w(c) = 1 Ck ∑ v∈N_c(w) f(I(v, c)) ≤ 1 Ck ∑ v∈N(w) f(ℓ_{v,w} − εk)

≤ 3ε 4Ck Δ + 1 Ck ∑ v∈N(w) f(ℓ_{v,w})

= 3ε 4Ck Δ + 1 Ck ∑ v∈N^{′′} (w) f(ℓ_{v,w}) + ∑ v∈N^′ (w) f(ℓ_{v,w})

= 3ε 4Ck Δ + 1 Ck ∑ v∈N^{′′} (w) ( 1 − 3 4k ℓ_{v,w} ) + ∑ v∈N^′(w) ( 1 − 3 4k ℓ_{v,w} + 3 4k ℓ_{v,w} − 27 40 )

= 3ε 4Ck Δ + 1 Ck ∑ v∈N(w) ( 1 − 3 4k ℓ_{v,w} ) + ∑ v∈N^′(w) ( 3 4k ℓ_{v,w} − 27 40 )

= 3ε 4Ck Δ + 1 Ck Δ ( 1 − 3 4 z ) + 3 4k ∑ v∈N^′(w) ( ℓ_{v,w} − 9 10 k )

= Δ Ck ( 1 − 3 4 z + 3 4 αy + 3 4 ε ) . Hence, the average value of ρ_w(c) for the εk colors c ∈ L(w) with greatest indices I(w, c) is at most Δ Ck ( 1 +^3_4 (−z + αy + ε) ) . On the other hand, the average value ρ_w(c) over all colors c ∈ L(w) satisfies 1 k ∑ c∈L(w) ρ_w(c) = 1 Ck^2 ∑ v∈N(w) ∑ c∈L(v) f(I(v, c)) ≤ 1 Ck^2 ∑ v∈N(w) ℓ_{v,w}∑

i=1 f(i)

= 1 Ck^2 ∑ v∈N^{′′} (w) ℓ_{v,w}∑

i=1 ( 1 − 3 4k i ) + ∑ v∈N^′(w)

9 10 k∑

i=1 (1 − 3 4k i) + ℓ_{v,w}∑

i=^9_{10} k+1 13 40

< 1 Ck^2 ∑ v∈N^{′′} (w) ℓ_{v,w}∑

i=1 ( 1 − 3 4k i ) + 1 Ck^2 ∑ v∈N^′ (w) ( 9 10 k − 3 4k · 1 2 ( 9 10 k )_2 + 13 40 ( ℓ_{v,w} − 9 10 ))

= 1 Ck^2 ∑ v∈N^{′′} (w) ( ℓ_{v,w} − 3 4k ( ℓ_{v,w} + 1 2 )) + yΔ Ck ( 477 800 + 13 40 α ) . (4)

By (3), the average value ℓ_{v,w} for v ∈ N^{′′}(w) is ℓ :=^{k(z−( 910 +α)y)}_{1−y} . With this notation, we have ∑ v∈N^{′′}(w) ℓv,w = (1 − y)Δℓ. Furthermore, by applying Lemma 2.2 to the convex function h(x) = (_{x+1} 2 ) = 1 2 x(x + 1), ∑ v∈N^{′′} (w) ( ℓ_{v,w} + 1 2 ) ≥ (1 − y)Δ ( ℓ + 1 2 ) > (1 − y)Δ · 1 2 ℓ^2.

Therefore, (4) implies that 1 k ∑ c∈L(w) ρ_w(c) < (1 − y)Δ Ck^2 ( ℓ − 3 4k · 1 2 ℓ^2 ) + yΔ Ck ( 477 800 + 13 40 α )

= Δ Ck [( z − ( 9 10 + α ) y ) ( 1 − 3 8 · z − (_9 10 + α ) y 1 − y ) + y ( 477 800 + 13 40 α )] .

Hence, writing g(α, y, z) = z −

(_9 10 + α ) y, there exists a dense subset L^∗(w) ⊆ L(w) of size at least εk for which the average value ρ_w(c) for c ∈ L^∗(w) is at most Δ Ck min { 1 + 3 4 (−z + αy + ε), g(α, y, z) ( 1 − 3 8 · g(α, y, z) 1 − y ) + y ( 477 800 + 13 40 α )} . We would like to show that this quantity is less than^{0.7969Δ}_k when ε is sufficiently small and Δ is sufficiently large. To establish this upper bound, we first observe that if z −αy > 0.66535, then^Δ_{Ck} (1+^3_4 (−z +αy +ε)) < (0.7968 +^3_4 ε + o(1))^Δ_k , which is smaller than^{0.7969Δ}_k when ε is sufficiently small and Δ is sufficiently large. Hence, we may assume that z − αy ≤ 0.66535. Since y ≤ 1 and α ≤ 0.1, this implies in particular that z < 0.8. Furthermore, since z > 0.9y, we may therefore assume that y < 0.9. We would like to show that under these constraints, Δ Ck ( g(α, y, z) ( 1 − 3 8 · g(α, y, z) 1 − y ) + y ( 477 800 + 13 40 α )) < 0.7969Δ k , which will prove our upper bound. To this end, we execute the following commands in Maple:

h := (a, y, z) -> 800/503*(z - (0.9 + a)*y)*
(1 + (-1)*0.375*(z - (0.9 + a)*y)/(1 - y)) + 800/503*y*(477/800 + 13/40*a):

with(Optimization):

Maximize(h(a, y, z), {0 <= a, a <= 0.1, 0 <= y, y <= 0.9, 0 <= z, z <= 0.8,
-a*y + z <= 0.66535});

This gives us the following output:

[0.796309237086130106, [a = 0.100000000000000, y = 0.202933582180192,
z = 0.685643358218019]]

As a result, we find that under our constraints on α, y, and z, our expression is less than (0.7964 + o(1))^Δ_k , which is less than our desired upper bound when Δ is sufficiently large. Hence, there exists a dense subset L^∗(w) ⊆ L(w) of at least εk colors for which the average value ρ_w(c) for c ∈ L^∗(w) is less than^{0.7969Δ}_k .

As before, for each vertex w ∈ B, we define a bad event B_w to be the event that all colors of L(w) are used by the neighbors of w. By applying Lemma 2.3 with our value ε, as well as with a = 0.7969, L = L(w), L^∗ = L^∗(w), and {L_1, . . . , L_k} = {L(v) : v ∈ N(w)}, we find that Pr(B_w) < exp(− log^2 Δ). As before, we apply the Lovász Local Lemma (Lemma 2.1) when Δ is sufficiently large to find that with positive probability, no bad event occurs. Hence, with positive probability, our random L-coloring of A extends to an L-coloring of G, completing the proof. □

The coefficient of 0.797 in Theorem 1.2 is not the best possible, and small improvements can be made through slight adjustments to the function f. However, making significant additional improvements to the coefficient using this method seems difficult without additional ideas.

3. Acknowledgement We are grateful to Abhishek Dhawan for helpful discussions about an earlier draft of this paper.

References

[1] D. Achlioptas and A. Coja-Oghlan. Algorithmic barriers from phase transitions. In 2008 49th Annual IEEE Symposium on Foundations of Computer Science, pages 793–802, 2008.

[2] N. Alon, S. Cambie, and R. J. Kang. Asymmetric list sizes in bipartite graphs. Ann. Comb., 25(4):913–933, 2021. [3] N. Alon and M. Krivelevich. The choice number of random bipartite graphs. Ann. Comb., 2(4):291–297, 1998. [4] A. Bernshteyn. The Johansson-Molloy theorem for DP-coloring. Random Structures Algorithms, 54(4):653–664, 2019. [5] B. Bollobás. A probabilistic proof of an asymptotic formula for the number of labelled regular graphs. European J. Combin., 1(4):311–316, 1980.

[6] E. Davies, R. de Joannis de Verclos, R. J. Kang, and F. Pirot. Coloring triangle-free graphs with local list sizes. Random Structures Algorithms, 57(3):730–744, 2020.

[7] P. Erdős and L. Lovász. Problems and results on 3-chromatic hypergraphs and some related questions. In Infinite and finite sets (Colloq., Keszthely, 1973; dedicated to P. Erdős on his 60th birthday), Vol. II, pages 609–627. Colloq. Math. Soc. János Bolyai, Vol. 10. 1975.

[8] A. M. Frieze and T. Ł uczak. On the independence and chromatic numbers of random regular graphs. J. Combin. Theory Ser. B, 54(1):123–132, 1992.

[9] G. H. Hardy, J. E. Littlewood, and G. Pólya. Inequalities. Cambridge Mathematical Library. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1988. Reprint of the 1952 edition.

[10] M. S. Jamall. A brooks’ theorem for triangle-free graphs, 2011. [11] A. Johansson. Asymptotic choice number for triangle free graphs. 1996.

[12] M. Molloy. The list chromatic number of graphs with small clique number. J. Combin. Theory Ser. B, 134:264–284, 2019. [13] M. Molloy and B. Reed. Graph colouring and the probabilistic method, volume 23 of Algorithms and Combinatorics.

Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2002.

[14] R. A. Moser. A constructive proof of the Lovász local lemma. In STOC’09—Proceedings of the 2009 ACM International Symposium on Theory of Computing, pages 343–350. ACM, New York, 2009.

[15] S. Pettie and H.-H. Su. Distributed coloring algorithms for triangle-free graphs. Inform. and Comput., 243:263–280, 2015. [16] D. Saxton and A. Thomason. Hypergraph containers. Invent. Math., 201(3):925–992, 2015. [17] J. B. Shearer. A note on the independence number of triangle-free graphs. Discrete Math., 46(1):83–87, 1983. [18] T. Tao. Moser’s entropy compression argument, 2009. https://terrytao.wordpress.com/2009/08/05/mosers-entropy-compression-argument/.

[19] L. Zdeborová and F. Krzakala. Phase transitions in the coloring of random graphs. Phys. Rev. E (3), 76(3):031131, 29, 2007.

Department of Mathematics, University of Illinois Urbana-Champaign, Urbana, IL, USA Email address: pb38@illinois.edu

Department of Mathematics, Simon Fraser University, Burnaby, BC, Canada Email address: mohar@sfu.ca

Department of Mathematics, Simon Fraser University, Burnaby, BC, Canada Email address: lstacho@sfu.ca