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Abstract

A variety of powerful extremal results have been shown for the chromatic number of triangle-free
graphs. Three noteworthy bounds are in terms of the number of vertices, edges, and maximum degree
given by Poljak & Tuza (1994), and Johansson. There have been comparatively fewer works extending
these types of bounds to graphs with a small number of triangles. One noteworthy exception is a result
of Alon et. al (1999) bounding the chromatic number for graphs with low degree and few triangles per
vertex; this bound is nearly the same as for triangle-free graphs. This type of parametrization is much
less rigid, and has appeared in dozens of combinatorial constructions.

In this paper, we show a similar type of result for x(G) as a function of the number of vertices n, the
number of edges m, as well as the triangle count (both local and global measures). Our results smoothly
interpolate between the generic bounds true for all graphs and bounds for triangle-free graphs. Our
results are tight for most of these cases; we show how an open problem regarding fractional chromatic
number and degeneracy in triangle-free graphs can resolve the small remaining gap in our bounds.

1 Introduction

In this paper, we examine extremal bounds on the chromatic number of an undirected graph G = (V, E) which
has relatively few triangles (a triangle is a triple of vertices z,y, z € V where all three edges (z, ), (z, 2), (y, 2)
are present in (7). For way of motivation, a variety of powerful results have been shown for the chromatic
number of triangle-free graphs. One noteworthy bound, which we explore further in this paper, is in terms
of the number of vertices or edges

Theorem 1.1 ([14]). Suppose G is triangle-free with n vertices and m edges. Then

n ml/3
< i _
X(@) = O(mm( \/ logn’ log?/? m))

Another powerful bound for triangle-free graphs can be given in terms of the maximum degree@

Theorem 1.2. Suppose G is triangle-free and has mazimum degree d. Then x(G) < O(ﬁ)

These bounds are much smaller than would be possible for a generic graph (with no restriction on the
number of triangles); in those cases one can only show the bounds

X(G) < min(n, v/m,d + 1)

The requirement that a graph has no triangles is quite rigid. There have been comparatively fewer works
which relax the triangle-free condition to allow a small number of triangles. One noteworthy exception to
this is the result of [2]:
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Theorem 1.3 ([2]). Suppose the graph G has mazimum degree d and each vertex incident on at most y
triangles, where 1 <y < d2/2. Then
d

log(d?/y)

Thus, for instance, if y < (1) then the worst-case behavior of x(G) is roughly the same as if G had no
triangles at all. The result of [2] has been used in dozens of combinatorial constructions. Roughly speaking,
if G is produced in a somewhat “random” or “generic” way, then G will have relatively few triangles; only
a few extremal cases (such as a graph containing a d-clique) give the full triangle count.

In this paper, we show upper bounds for x(G) as a function of the number of vertices n, the number of
edges m, as well as the triangle count. Our results smoothly interpolate between the generic bounds true
for all graphs, and the triangle-free bounds of Theorems [[LT1 We will see here as well that graphs with few
triangles have nearly the same behavior as graphs with no triangles. This is convenient because triangle
counts (local and global) can be computed easily in polynomial time; this is quite different from computing
X(G) directly (which is NP-hard).

X(G) < O( )

d27ﬂ

Definition 1.4. We say that a vertex v € V has local triangle count y, if there are y pairs of vertices
u,w € V such that (v,u), (v,w), (u,w) € E. We say that G has local triangle bound y if every vertex has
local triangle count at most y.

We shall show the following bounds on the chromatic number:

Theorem 1.5. Suppose a graph G has m edges, n vertices, t triangles, and local triangle bound y. Then

X(G) < min(a, az,as, as, as, ap)

where
1/3,1/3 1/3 1/4,1/4

ale( ln + n2/3y2 ) CLQ:O( 77’;/3 + 777:;/4y )

V9ogn — log™*(n?/y) log”“m  log™"(m/y)
0y — O( n n ti/3 loglog(tQ/y?’)) 0y = O( ml/3 n ti/3 10g10g(t2/y3))

Viegn — log®/3(12/y3) log”*m — log**(t?/y?)

n 1/3 1/3 m!/3 1/3 1/3

as = O( 1Ogn) + (677 +o(1))t ag = O(m) + (677 +o(1))t

We show in Section Ml that the bounds a1, as are tight up to constant factors, and the bounds as, ag are
tight up to second-order terms. The bounds as, a4 are tight up to factors of loglog(t?/y?); we will show in
Section[@l that this small gap can be resolved via a conjecture on fractional chromatic number and degeneracy
in triangle-free graphs.

We also remark that all our bounds on chromatic number can be realized constructively; that is, there
are randomized algorithms which construct such colorings in expected polynomial time. We do not discuss
any further algorithmic issues in this paper.

1.1 Notation and preliminaries

We write f < g to mean that f = O(g). We write f = g if f = ©(g). Given a graph G on a vertex set V
and a subset B C V, we use x(B) as a shorthand for x(G[B]), where G[B] denotes the subgraph induced on
B. We let N(v) denote the neighborhood of v, i.e. the set of vertices w with (w,v) € E. The degree of v is
deg(v) = [N (v)].

We use the expression log to denote the truncated logarithm, i.e.

log(x) = {ln(x) T >e

1 r<e

Note that, due to this definition, iterated logarithms are always well-defined. In addition, we have the
following useful bound:



Observation 1.6. Suppose xo < x < x1. Then for a <1 and y > 0 we have

wolog®(y/x0) < xlog(y/x) < x1log”(y/x1)

Proof. We claim that zlog®(y/z) is an increasing function of x. When x > y/e, we have xlog®(y/z) = x and
so this is clearly true. Otherwise, we have x log®(y/x) = z(In(y/z))%, which has derivative (In(y/z))*~*(In(y/x)—
a); this is positive for y > ex and a < 1. O

Our constructions will make use of a few previous results for coloring and independent sets, which we
summarize here. We have already mentioned the theorem of [2] for chromatic number of locally-sparse
graphs as a function of maximum degree. We restate it here, taking advantage of our truncated logarithm
and asymptote notations:

~

Theorem 1.7 ([2]). Suppose G has mazimum degree d and local triangle bound y. Then x(G) < m.

Vu [I5] extended Theorem [[3] to list-chromatic number:

Theorem 1.8 ([15]). Suppose G has mazimum degree d and local triangle bound y. If each vertex has a
palette of size ﬁ, where ¢ is a universal constant, then G can be list-colored.

We also use a reformulated version of Turdn’s Theorem (the original version is the equivalent statement
for the complement graph.)

Theorem 1.9 (Reformulated Turdn’s Theorem). Suppose G is a graph with n vertices and m edges. Then

G has an independent set of size at least WZH

2 Bounds in terms of n

We begin by showing bounds on x(G) as a function of triangle information (local and global) as well the
vertex count n. These generalize the result of [I] for triangle-free graphs. Notably, when G has a relatively
small number of triangles, we show that x(G) has approximately the same worst-case behavior as if G had

no triangles at all; namely, we have the bound x(G) < , /logn.

~

Theorem 2.1. Suppose G has n vertices and local triangle bound y. Then

1/3,1/3
WG 5 [+
logn ~ 1og®*(n? /y)

Proof. Let f =log(n?/y) Our plan is to repeatedly remove independent sets from G, as long as its maximum
degree exceeds a a parameter d.

Initially let Gy = G. Now, repeat the following for i = 0,1, 2, ..., k: if all the vertices of GG; have degree at
most d, then abort the process and color the residual graph G; using Theorem [[L7} this requires O(m)
colors. Otherwise, select some vertex v; which has degree > d in G;. Thus G[N(v;)] has at least d + 1

vertices and has at most y edges. By Theorem [[L9] there is an independent set I; C N(v;) of size at least
We color all the vertices of I; with a new color, and let G;11 = G; — I;. Overall, this process uses

d
2y/d+ld'
O(W + k) COIOI'S.

n(2y/d+1) _ 2ny | n
y =+ 7 and so

Since the sets I1,..., I are all disjoint, we have k <

d ny n
< 7 =
MO L g t @t

When y < y/nlogn, we set d = y/nlogn and get

d ny n vnlogn m n
e M. " - 1
log(d?/y) TETas log(v/nlogn) * Vvnlogn + Vnlogn ~ Vn/logn




When y > v/nlogn, we set d = (nyf)'/3. We estimate the log(d?/y) term as:

log(d?/y) = log(n®/® f*/3y=1/%) = log((n? /y)*/* log®* (n? /y)) ~ log(n®/y) = f

and so
n1/3y1/3 n2/3

d ny n n
fA5 7 (ylog(n?/y))!/3

L ncd
log(d®/y) ~ d*> d ™ f

As y > v/nlogn, Observation [0 gives

n2/3

n?/3 \/T
< - :
(ylog(n?/y))'/* = (v/nlognlog(—2r))t/3 logn

which completes the proof. O

Next, we will show bounds on x(G) given information both about the global triangle count and the local
triangle bound. We begin with a useful lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that G has local triangle bound y, and there is a partition of the vertices V. =
Ay U Ay -+ U Ay such that, for all 1 < i < j <k, every v € A; satisfies |[N(v) N A;j| < dz'=7 for some
parameters d,x > 1. Then

log log(d?/y)
d(1 + =E55)

log(d?/y)

X(G) £
In particular, if © is a constant, then

dloglog(d?/y)
M= o)

Proof. Define f =log(d?/y) > 1. We will first show that this result holds for 2 > 2f. In this case, we have
loglog(d?/y)/logz < 1 and so we need to show that x(G) < d/f.

We will allocate a palette of size cd/ f to each vertex v for some constant ¢ to be determined. We proceed
for j =k,k—1,...,1, attempting to list-color G[A,]; at stage j, we remove from the palette of each vertex
v € A; all the colors already used by its neighbors in A;y;,...,A;y. As f > 1, the total number of such
neighbors is at most

1 1 1
2f+ 27 + OhE +...)<d/f

Thus, every vertex v € A; has a residual palette size of at least cd/f—d/f = (¢c—1)d/f. If ¢ is a sufficiently
large constant, then Theorem allows us to color A; with these palettes. So each set Ay, Ax—1,..., 41
gets successfully colored in turn.

dr Y4 de 2 +de 3+ 4 dx F < d(

We next consider the case that x < 2f. Let us set s = [%] and for each ¢ = 1,...,s define
B; = A;UA;4sUA;q2s U.... Observe that each G[B;] satisfies the hypotheses of this lemma with the
vertex-partition A;, A;1s, Aiyos,... and with parameters d’ = d, 2’ = 2°. Since 2’ > 2f, we have already

proved that the lemma holds in the situation and so

log log((d")?/y)
d/(1 + Ceielel )

d
log(()2/y)  ~ f

X(Bi) <

So

log(2f) lo
g < Qo) A0+ D)

X(G) < x(B1) + -+ x(Bs) < 7 S 7

N

Theorem 2.3. Suppose G has n vertices, t triangles, and local triangle bound y. Then

t1/31 1 t2 3
XG5 [ + g oY)
ogn " 02 )




Proof. Let A; denote the set of vertices in G with between 2° and 2/*! triangles and let d be a parameter
which we will specify shortly. We let A_; denote the vertices incident on zero triangles. We also set
r = [log, d], f = log(t*/y?), and £ = [log, y].

We will color G in three stages. In the first stage, whenever there is some vertex v € A; such that v has
more than 20-9)/24 neighbors in A; where r < ¢ < j, we apply Theorem [[.9] to obtain an independent set
I C N(v)Nn A;. We assign each vertex in I to one new color and remove I from the graph. Note that this
process of removing vertices may cause the membership of the sets A to change.

The graph G[N(v) N A;] has at least 20-9)/2d vertices. By definition of A;, it has at most 2/+! edges.
Thus, the set I has size

2(i=3)/24

1 2i+2
2G—3)724d

1] >

Observe that 2i72 > 27+2 > 4d. Since i < j, we therefore have #m > 1 and so

2(i—1)/24
2i+2
3G-1724

11z =277d*/4

By definition of A;, each w € I is incident on at least 27 triangles. Thus, when we remove I from the
graph, we remove at least |I|27 > d? triangles from G. Consequently, the total number of colors used in the
first phase is at most O(t/d?).

Next, suppose that the first phase has finished, and there no more vertices v € A; which have more
than 20-9)/2d neighbors in A; for any r < i < j. The graph G[A, U ---U Ay, with the corresponding
partition A,,..., Ay, satisfies the requirement of Lemma with parameter = v/2, so it can be colored

using O(%ﬂ(ﬁ{y)) colors.

Finally, we apply Theorem 21lto color G[A_; UAgU---UA,_1]. This graph has at most 2" < d triangles

n_ 4 _(md)?
logn 10g2/3(n2/d)) colors.

per vertex, hence this requires O(

Putting all three terms together,

t  dloglog(d?/y) n (nd)'/3
oy < L 1
MO log(d?/y) " ( logn 1og2/3(n2/d)) W)
Now set d = (ft)'/3 4+ \/n/logn. We observe the following useful bound:

2/3
tog(a2/3) = g (L) = 10g(10g?(215) 1)) ~ how(e* /") = 1

Clearly f < logn. Also, since t < n?, we have d < (n®logn)'/3 4+ \/n/logn and thus log(n?/d) > logn.
Using these bounds, we bound the summands of () in turn:

t t ti/3

& = (PR
dloglog(d®/y) _ dlogf tY3logf +/nlogf _t'/3logf
< = < vn/l
log(@/y) ~ ] PR logag = s TV lsn
(nd)'/3 _ NG nl/3¢1/9 £1/9
log?3(n2/d) ~ 1og®°n log?3 n

$1/3

o %) as we have claimed. The one

logn

All but one of these terms are clearly bounded by O(

nl/341/9 p1/9

. . . 3 2
os T For this term, we consider two cases. First, when t < n3/2,/logn, we

exception is the final term
have

1/341/9 £1/9 1/3(,3/2 1/2.\1/9 1/9

2/3 = 2/3

n log®°n



When t > n3/2,/logn, then

nl/3¢1/9 £1/9 _ £1/3 y F7/9p1/3 - t1/3  (logn)7/9nl/3 _ /3 (logn)Y/9nl/3
23, T PR 2910623 T F23 T 21910623 f2/3 12/9
$1/3 (1Ogn)1/9n1/3 $1/3
- f2/3 x (n3/210g!/? n)2/9 - f2/3

log

Thus, in either case, we have shown that

n1/3t1/9f1/9 11/3

< -
TETEE n/logn+f2/3

completing the proof. O

2.1 A result on independence number

Recently, Bohman & Mubayi [4] have investigated the relation between independence number a(G) and the
number of copies of K in a graph G. In particular, for s = 3, they discuss extremal bounds relating a(G)
and triangle count. As we show next, these results may be obtained as immediate corollaries of Theorem 211
(Note that Theorem 2] requires the use of heavy-duty results of Johansson and [2], whereas [4] uses more
elementary methods.)

Corollary 2.4 ([]). If G has n vertices and t triangles, then

G) > Vnlogn if t <n??/logn
[0
N (n/t3)10g? B (n/t3) if t > n¥/2\/logn

Proof. Let S denote the set of vertices which are incident upon at most y = 10t/n triangles. Applying

Theorem 2.1 to G[S], we have
(G18) 5\ [ + g @)
S +
X logn  1log?3(n3/t)

Since the average triangle count is 3t/n, we have |S| ~ n, and so G[S] has an independent set of size at
least n/x(G[S]); simple calculations show that the bound () achieves the claimed result. O

3 Bounds in terms of m

In this section, we show some bounds in terms of the edge count m, as well as triangle count (local and
global). These generalize results of [12] and [7], which show similar bounds for the chromatic number as a
function of m for triangle-free graphs. As in the vertex-based bounds, we will show that when ¢,y are small,

the worst-case behavior for x(G) is essentially the same as if G had no triangle at all, namely x(G) < bgé;//:m'

Theorem 3.1. Suppose G has m edges and local triangle bound y. Then

ml/3 m1/4y1/4

X(G) S —573

log?*m  log**(m/y)

Proof. If y > m, then this simply asserts that x(G) < v/m, which holds for any graph. So we assume y < m.
Now let f = log(m/y), let A denote the vertices of degree greater than d, and let B denote the vertices of
degree < d, where d is some parameter to be chosen. Note that |A| < 2m/d. Applying Theorem 2] to G[A4]
and Theorem [[7] to G[B], we have

m/d (m/d)!/3y'/3 d

MO SxA+x(B) 5 og(m/d)  1og?((m/d)?/y) " 1o8(d/y)

3)



If y < (mlogm)'/3, then set d = (mlogm)'/?. We simplify the log terms in (B):

(mlogm)?/3
log(d® /y) > log(W) ~ logm
log(m/d) = log(W) ~ logm

m2

) =~ logm

loa(m/d)* fy) 2 108 (s g

Substituting the bounds on the logarithm terms into (@) we get:

m/(mlogm)/3 (W)lﬁ((mlogm)lm)lm (mlogm)'/3 B 3ml/3
+ 2/3 + 1 - 2/3
m ogm log

X(G) S

logm log m

If y > (mlogm)'/?, then set d = (myf)'/*. Asy < m, Observation [ gives yf = ylog(m/y) < m and
so d < v/m. We thus simplify the log terms as:

log(d® /y) = log((my[)"/* [y) = log((m/y)"/*1og"/*(m/y)) ~ log(m/y) = f
log(m/d) > log(%) ~ logm
m? m
log((m/d)?/y) > 10%(@) = 10%(5) ~f

Substituting the bounds on the logarithm terms into (B we get:

m/(mlogm)' /S (m/Gmyf) V5 (myp) /S 2(my)
logm 123 f  log*?m f34

X(G) S

Theorem 3.2. Suppose G has m edges, t triangles, and local triangle bound y. Then

mt/3 t1/31oglog(t2/y?)

Q) <
O o o)

Proof. We assume t > 0, as otherwise this is simply Theorem [[LIl Let f = log(t?/y?®). Let A denote the set

of vertices incident on at least z = % triangles, and let B denote the remaining vertices. Note that
|A| < 3t/z and G[B] has local triangle bound z. Applying Theorem [Z3] to G[A] and Theorem [31] to G[B]
we get
t1/31og f t/z mt/3 (mz)t/*
G) < x(A B) < 4
Noting that 1 < t < m?3/2, we compute these log terms as:
(mt)l/3 m1/3
log(t/z) = log(——4—) > log(———=—) =~ logm
g(t/z) g(logl/?’m) = g(10g1/3m) g

4/3 mA/3 ml/3

m I
108 n/2) =108 ogmysprs) = 1 oy guryrs) = 8o 7,

~ logm

Substituting these bounds into ) gives

x(G)§t1/310gf+ t/z N ml/3 . (mz)/4 :t1/3logf+ ml/3 +2m1/6t1/6
f logm 10g2/3 m 10g3/4 m f 10g2/3 m 10g2/3 m

Now observe that (using the inequality ab < a? + b?), we have
ml/641/6 ml/3 £1/3 ml/3 £1/3
< < +
10g2/3 m 10g2/3 m 10g2/3 m 10g2/3 m [

which completes the proof. o




4 Lower bounds

We next show matching lower bounds. We will show that Theorems 2] and [3] are tight for all admissible

values of m,n,y up to constant factors, while Theorem is tight up to factors of loglog(t?/y?) for all

admissible values of m,n,y,t. The situation for Theorem is slightly more complicated; in general, the

bounds given by Theorem and Theorem B.1] are incomparable. For a given value of m,n,y,t, we show

that either Theorem or Theorem [B.] is tight (the latter up to a factor of loglog(t?/y3)). The lower

bounds apply even for the fractional chromatic number (see Section [f for the definition and more details).
We begin by recalling a result of [9]:

Theorem 4.1 ([9]). For any integer n > 1, there exists a graph Hy, on n vertices with the following properties:
(A1) H, is triangle-free

(A2) Each vertex has degree at most O(y/nlogn)

(A8) a(H,) < O(y/nlogn) (where a(G) denotes the size of the mazimum independent set of G)

(A4) H, has chromatic number x(H,) > Q(\/%)

Following a strategy of [2], we construct a blow-up of H,, with the complete clique Kj, to give:
Proposition 4.2. For any integers k,i > 1, there is a graph Hy, ; with the following properties:
(B1) Hy; contains O(ki) vertices
(B2) Hy; has local triangle bound O(i?\/klogk).

(B3) Each vertex has degree at most O(i\/klogk)
(B4) a(Hy,;) < O(VElogk).

(B5) The fractional chromatic number of Hy.; satisfies xr(Hy:) 2 94/ kk.

og

Proof. We replace each vertex of Hy with an i-clique. For every edge (z,y) € H,,, we place an edge between
all the corresponding copies of =,y in Hy;, a total of i> edges. Now (B1) follows immediately from the fact
that Hj, contains k vertices. To show (B3), consider a vertex v € Hj, and a corresponding vertex v' in H ;.
The vertex v’ has ¢ — 1 edges going to the other vertices in the clique corresponding to v. For each neighbor
w of v in Hy, the vertex v' has i edges (one for each vertex w’ in the clique corresponding to w). Overall, it
has (i — 1) 4+ deg(v)i neighbors. By(A2), deg(v) < O(v/klogk) and so this is O((i — 1) + iy/klogk). Since
k > 1, the first term ¢ — 1 is negligible compared to the second one.

To show (B2), consider a vertex ' € Hy; corresponding to x € Hy. We want to count the triangles
2.y, 2" in Hy,;, where y',z" correspond to y,z € Hj. We cannot have x,y,z be distinct as otherwise
(x,y), (y, 2), (z, z) would be a triangle in Hi. When y = z = z, the total number of such triangles is at most
i? (since 3/, 2’ must lie in the same clique as 2'). When y = 2 # x, then there must be an edge in Hy from
x to y. There are at most O(y/klogk) choices of y and once y is fixed, at most i2 choices for 3/, z’. Finally,
when y = x # 2z, there must be an edge in Hy from z to 2. There are at most O(v/klogk) choices for z and
at most 72 choices for ¢/, 2’. In total, there are O(i?y/klogk) triangles involving z’.

To show (B4), observe that if I is an independent set of Hy, ;, then all of its vertices must correspond to
distinct vertices of Hy, and it must correspond to an independent set of Hy. So |I| < O(v/klogk).

The bound (B5) follows from (B1), (B4) and the bound x;(G) > L&, O

Note on rescaling for Proposition The bounds of Proposition will also hold for any real
numbers k,i which are bounded uniformly away from 0, i.e. satisfying k,7 > ¢ for some constant ¢ > 0.
To see this, we simply replace the real numbers k, with the integers [k], [¢]. Since k,i are bounded from
0, the ratios [k]/k and [i]/i are bounded from above by constants. With a slight abuse of our asymptotic
notation, we refer to this condition as i,k = 1.



Proposition 4.3. For any integers n,y < n?,t < ny, there is a graph G with at most n vertices, at most t
triangles, local triangle bound y, and such that

n t1/3
G) > xs(G) 2 +
X6 2 X/(6) 2\ +

Proof. In order to achieve the bound x;(G) 2

_n_
~ logn’

we simply take G = H,. Thus, it suffices to show

that we can find such a graph G with
t1/3
Gy > —
x1(& % log®(t2/y3)

By rescaling, it suffices to show that a graph has this value of x;(G) and O(n) vertices, O(t) triangles, and
O(y) local triangle bound. Also, as we have discussed above, we can apply Proposition .2l with real numbers
k,i > 1. Let us define f = log(t?/y?3).

We will consider a number of cases.

Case I: t < y3/2. In this case, f = 1, and we need to show x(G) > /3. Take G to be the complete
graph on ¢!/ vertices. This clearly has O(t) triangles and O(n) vertices. Also, it has a local triangle bound
of t2/3 < Y.

Case II: t > y3/2 and y < v/nlogn. We have t < ny and so by Observation [[L6] we have

t/? () ()P
log®*(t2/y?) ~ log?*((ny)?/y?)  log®*(n?/y)

Since y < v/nlogn, the logarithm term is bounded by log(n?/y) ~ logn, and so

t1/3 < (ny)1/3 < n
ogn
f2/3N10g2/3n log
So in order to show the desired bound on x(G), we only need to show that x(G) = +/n/logn. This is

achieved by simply taking G = H,,.
Case III: t > y3/2 and y > v/nlogn. Then apply Proposition A2 with

Y f1/3t4/3
= F1/34173° = Y2

1

and take our graph G to be G = Hy, ;.
We must first show that ¢,k 2 1. For the former term, we use the bound t < ny to get:

y y v (Wnlogn)*®

- > -
T Toa(B/yP) I~ Togm) A (ny) P (nlogn) /3~ (nlogn)/?

For the latter term, we use the bound ¢ > 33/2 to get:

1/344/3 1/3(,3/2\4/3
k=t y2 > (yy2 ) =f1? =1

We can estimate log k as:
log k = log(f1/2t*/% /) = log ((t*/y*)*/* 1og'* (# /y?)) = log(* /y*) = f
We next show that G has the desired chromatic number. By (B5), we have

Z\/E t1/3 t1/3 $1/3

Viogk — f1/5\/loghk ~ fUSfi2 AR

Xf(Hy,i) 2



Finally we verify that G satisfies the required bounds on its vertex and triangle counts. First, by (B1),
the vertex count of G is O(ki), which we bound as

ki=t/y<—= W_n
)

By (B2), the local triangle bound is O(i%y/klogk). As logk ~ f, we have i?\/klogk = yv\l/‘)f,gk ~ .
Finally, since Hy; has O(ki) vertices and O(y) local triangle bound, it has at most O(kiy) = O(t)
triangles. O

Proposition 4.4. Given any integers m,y > 1 and t < m>'?, there is a graph G with at most m edges, at
most t triangles, local triangle bound y, and

1/3

()t 0 m
>
X(G) =2 x¢(G) 2 mln(log3/4(m/y)7 log2/3(t2/y3)) log?/?

Proof. Let f =log(m/y) and let g = log(t?/y3). We begin with a number of preliminary observations. First,
In order to achieve the bound x;(G)

m

> m;n?%sm’ we can simply take G = H,, for n = m2/3/1log"/® m. Thus,
it suffices to find such a graph G with

muy)l/A /3
(my)/* t ) (5)

xr(G) Z min( o ,W

By rescaling, it suffices to show that a graph has this value of x;(G) and O(m) edges, O(t) triangles, and
O(y) local triangle bound. Also, as we have discussed above, we can apply Proposition 2] with real numbers
k,i 2 1. We will break this into a number of cases.

Case I: y < (mlogm)'/3. Then take G to be the triangle-free graph with m edges and x;(G) 2

10;”2;/33“1. This satisfies (), as:
( )1/4 ( (mlogm)1/3)1/4 ~ ml/Ami/12 1Og1/12m B ml/3
f3/4 1 S(mtonzyirs)*? log®*m log?® m

Case II: y > t2/3. In this case, we have g = 1. We take G to be a clique on t!/3 vertices. This graph
has xf(G) = t¥/3 = Lo / . Furthermore, it has ¢ triangles, local triangle bound t*/3 <y, and t?/% < m edges.

Case III: (mlog m)1/3 <y < t?/3 and t > m3/4y3/4/f1/4, Then apply Proposition &2 with

y3/4

and let G = Hy,;. The bound y < t?/3 < m shows that & > 1 and the bound y > (mlogm)/? shows that
1> 1.

Note that logk = f. So by (B5), we have x((G) 2 \}% = (";‘231/4 as required by (&).

By (B2), G has local triangle bound O(i%2v/klogk) = O(y). By (B3), it has O(k*/%i?\/logk) = O(m)

m3/4y3/4

edges. The overall triangle count is O(iky) = O(T) by our hypothesis on the size of ¢, this is O(t).

Case IV: (mlogm)'/? < y < t?/3 and t < m3/4y3/4/f1/4 We begin by showing that f > g in
this case. Since m > f/3t4/3 Jy, we have

f1/3t4/3/y

f= 10g(%) = log( ) = log(log"* (¢ /y*) (1% /y*)*/*) =~ log(t*/y*) = ¢

In this case, we apply Proposition 2] with

y 91/3t4/3

CORC:

i:
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and take G = Hy, ;.
We have k > 1 since y < t2/3. To show i > 1, we use the upper bound on t and lower bound on y, and
the estimate f 2 g to give:

- y B F1/1243/4 - 91/12(m10gm)1/4 B 10g1/4m -
t= 91/3(m3/4y3/4/f1/4)1/3 - m1/4gl/3 ~ m1/4gl/3 - gl/4 ~

We also estimate log k in this case:

log k = log(g"/3t*/3 /y?) = log(log"* (1 /y*) (t*/y*)*/?) = log(t*/y®) = ¢

Thus, by (B2), the graph G has local triangle bound O(i?y/klogk) < y. By (B1) and (B2), it has
O(kiy) = O(t) triangles total. Finally, by (B3), it has O(k%/2i2\/logk) edges, which we estimate as

k%22 /logk <

Using the bound g < f and ¢ < m3/4y3/4/f1/4 we see this is at most O(m).
Finally, by (B5), it has

91/3t4/3

Z\/E y gl/3t4/3/y2 +2/3
xs(G) 2 ~ =13
log k NG} g

thus satisfying (&l). O

5 Getting the correct coefficient of t!/3

Suppose we have no information on the local triangle counts; in this case, Theorem 2.3 would give the
following bound in terms of the vertex count n and global triangle count ¢ alone:

X(G) < O+, / é)

This bound is clearly tight up to constant factors. In this section, we compute a more precise formula, which
gives us the correct coefficient of the term ¢'/3. The correct coefficient of the term | /& is not currently

known even for triangle-free graphs.
We begin by showing a more precise bound, albeit with a worse asymptotic dependence on n.

Proposition 5.1. If G has n vertices and t triangles, then x(G) < 2/n + (6t)'/3.

Proof. Let us define f(n,t) = 2y/n + (6t)'/3, and let d = | f(n,t)|. Suppose that some vertex v of G has
degree at most d — 1. In that case, apply the induction hypothesis to G — v, obtaining a coloring using at
most | f(n —1,t)| < d colors. At least one color in the range {1,...,d} is not used by any a neighbor of v,
so this coloring can be extended to v as well.

So suppose that G has minimum degree at least d. Among all vertices, select one vertex v which
participates in the minimum number y of triangles. The graph G[N(v)] must have y edges and at least d
vertices. By Theorem [[L9, G[N(v)] contains an independent set I of size at least s = T‘;H. Assign all
vertices in I one new color, and recurse on G — I.

As v is chosen to be incident on the minimum number of triangles, every vertex of I is itself incident on
at least y triangles; furthermore as I is independent these triangles are all distinct. So I is incident on at
least ys triangles, which are all removed in G — I. By induction hypothesis x(G — I) < f(n — s,t — ys) so

X(G) <1+ f(n—s,t—ys)=1+2vn—s5+ 63t — ys)1/3
S 6/3ys

s 1/3741/3 ys | _
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We want to show that x(G) < f(n,t); thus, it suffices to show that

S 6'/3ys

— >1 6
Jn e ©)

Substituting in the value for s, simple algebraic manipulations show that this is equivalent to showing;:

d 61/3d2

d(— —1 (— — 2) >0 7
(G0 v(Gr -2) 7)
In order to show that () holds, note that d > |2y/n] > /n and so we have d(-%= — 1) > 0. Also, we have

7
d>2\/n+ (6t)"/3 —1 > (6t)'/3, and so % -2> 61/;52#}22/3 — 2 = 0. This completes the induction. O

Theorem 5.2. Suppose that G contains t triangles and n vertices. Then

M@so@“£n+ﬂwmg%mwﬁ+@ww_0( ) 4 (6% + o(1))E?

logn logn

Proof. If t < (n/logn)3/2, then this follows immediately from Theorem Z3l So let us suppose that t >
(n/logn)3/2.

Let y = t'/3log® n. Let A denote the vertices of G which are incident on at least y triangles, and let a
be the number of triangles contained in G[A]. Similarly let B =V — A and let b be the number of triangles
in G[B]. Note that |A| < 3t/y and a +b < t.

By applying Proposition 5] to G[A] and Theorem 23] to G[B], we get

n /3 1oglog((b? /y?
X(G) < x(A) + x(B) < 24/3t/y + (6a)/* + O, /logn 20 1olg2g/£(i£(/l;3/)y >)

1/3 b>
— (6a)3 +0( ) — + Vo8 lo8(imgry) | 110
a 2/3,_2
logn log®/3( ) logn

tlogbn

As a+b < t, we have (6a)'/3 < (6(t —b))Y/3 < (61)1/3 — 322/13%. Thus, collecting all relevant constant terms,
we have shown

£1/3 n bloglog(iw) O
Q) < (603 +0 +./ + “°g" 8
X(G) < (6¢) (1 ogn logn 10g2/3(L) t2/3) (8)

tlogn

for some constant C' > 0.
Our next task is to show

b3 loglog(iles)  Cb _ t1/3(loglogn)*/?

) 9)
1Og2/3(t lobg26 n) t2/3 oen
Ifb < t/ 1og3 n, then
pi/3 10g10g(t10g n) <pl/3< /3

10g2/3(t lobg26 n) ~ ~ 1og n

and we have shown (@). Otherwise, if b > t/log®n, then 1og(tlog ) > 1og(w) 2 logn, using our

assumption that ¢ > (n/logn)®/2. Thus, in this case, it suffices to show:
1/3 1/3 3/2
bt/ lo2glogn _onls < t1/3(log log n)3/ (10)
log ) logn

. . (loglog n)3/2t s . b'/3 loglogn
The LHS of () is negative unless b < =t Fss—; when b is in this range then g2 Tn <

/3 (loe 1 3/2 .
% as desired. O
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Theorem 5.3. Suppose that G contains t triangles and m edges. Then

m1/3 tl/B(loglogm)3/2 m1/3
G <O( ) 6t 1/3:0(7) 61/ + o(1))t/?
N e R o) (6 ol1)
Proof. The proof is nearly identical to Theorem [5.2] using Theorem [3.2] instead of Theorem 2.3 O

By considering a clique of (Gt)l/ 3 vertices or a triangle-free graph, we can easily see that Theorems

and [5.3] are tight up to lower-order terms.

6 Conjectured tight bounds

The following conjecture seems natural:

Conjecture 6.1. Suppose G has n vertices, t triangles, and local triangle bound y. Then

(G P s ——
N g @2y T\ Togn

This conjecture would strengthen Theorem 23] would give Proposition 2] as a special case (as t < ny),
and would match the lower bound Proposition

As further evidence for Conjecture [6.1] we show that it relates to an natural conjecture on degeneracy
and fractional chromatic number in triangle-free graphs:

Conjecture 6.2. Suppose that G is d-degenerate and triangle-free. Then x;(G) < lo‘;d.

In a draft version of this paper, we had formulated a more general conjecture that fractional chromatic
number is bounded by a constant times Hall ratio. One can easily show a d-degenerate triangle-free graph
has Hall ratio O(@), and so this conjecture would have immediately shown Conjecture This broader
conjecture has subsequently been refuted [3] [5], but we believe that it may still hold in certain restricted
graph classes or settings. Even if this does not hold in general, it may still be some heuristic justification for
Conjecture [6.2]

As two other pieces of evidence for Conjecture 6.2 we note that [2] showed that a triangle-free, d-
degenerate graph may have x(G) as large as d; the graph G which achieves this indeed has x¢(G) < ﬁ.
Finally, we note that [6] has found other applications of Conjecture [6.2] which would cleanly show certain
other bounds regarding induced bipartite graphs. Slightly weaker versions of these bounds have been found
by other more laborious methods.

We now show a number of consequences of Conjecture

Lemma 6.3. Suppose that G is d-degenerate and has local triangle bound y. If Conjecture 6.2 holds, then

d
Xf(G) N m

Proof. Consider some weighting function w : V" — R,. We first claim that there is a vertex set U C V
such that G[U] is d’ = O(d/,/y)-degenerate, is triangle-free, and has w(U) 2 w(V)/,/y. We show this by
a randomized construction: let us first choose some orientation J of GG, such that every vertex in v has at
most d out-neighbors with respect to J.
Now consider forming a subset W C V', wherein each v € V' goes into W independently with probability
1

P= 105 We then let U denote the set of vertices v € Y such that v has no triangles in G[W] and at most

d/./y of the out-neighbors of v (with respect to J) are in Y. A simple Markov’s inequality calculation shows

that, conditional on v € W, the vertex v survives to U with probability €(1). Therefore, E[w(U)] 2 %
Also, by construction, the graph G[U] is triangle-free. Since every vertex in U has at most d/,/y out-
neighbors with respect to .J, G[U] is also d/,/y-degenerate. In particular, there exists a vertex set U that

satisfies the desired properties.
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Now apply Conjecture to G[U], obtaining an independent set I with

w(n) 3 PO ostd/ ) EF VSV (V) los(d?/y)

d/\y d/\/y d

O

Lemma 6.4. Suppose G has n wvertices, t triangles, and local triangle bound y. If Conjecture holds,
then G has an independent set I satisfying either (i) |I| > Q(y/nlogn) or (ii) I touches Q(t%/3 10g2/3(;—2))
triangles in G.

Proof. Let us set f =log(t?/y?) and d = (tf)'/® + \/nlogn. Let us consider a number of cases.

CASE I: G is not d-degenerate. Then there is a non-empty vertex set U C V such that G[U] has
minimum degree at least d. Let w € U be the vertex of U which is incident upon the fewest triangles of G;
suppose that w is incident upon k triangles. By Theorem [[L9 there is an independent set I C N(w) N U

If k < d, then |I| 2 d > y/nlogn. Otherwise, if k > d, then |I| > d?/k. Since w is incident on the
smallest number of triangles of U, every vertex in I must be incident upon at least k triangles. So [ is
incident upon at least |I|k > d? > (tf)?/3 triangles, as desired.

CASE II: G is d-degenerate and v/nlogn < (tf)'/3. Define the weighting function w : V' — R by
setting w(v) to be the number of triangles incident upon v. By Lemma [6.3] there is an independent set I

with >° c;w(v) 2 dz/ll}oegv(du;y;)) > tlog(f/y). We compute the log term here as

log(d? /y) > log((tf)*/3 Jy) = log((t*/y*)** log® > (12 /y®)) ~ f

Using the bound (tf)/? > /nlogn, we thus estimate

tlog(d?/y) o _tf

T

CASE III: G is d-degenerate and v/nlogn > (tf)'/3. Let A denote the vertices in G incident on
at most 10t/n triangles; we must have |A| > n. Since G is d-degenerate, the graph G[A] is also d-degenerate
and has local triangle bound 3y’ = 10¢/n. Define the weighting function w : V' — R by setting w(v) = 1.

By Lemma [6.3, there is an independent set I C A with |[I| = Y7 _, w(v) 2 d%:ﬂ)'gg‘(*dzu/(:?) 2 "log(3d2/t). We
compute the log term here as

log(nd?/t) > log(n x nlogn/(n®/?/f)) = log(fv/nlogn) > logn

Also, in this case, we have d < y/nlogn, and so overall |[I| = /nlogn. O

Proposition 6.5. Conjecture implies Conjecture [61].

= $1/3
x(G) < O(1 / ogn 1Og2/3(t2/y3)) (11)

by induction on n, where C is some sufficiently large universal constant. Let us set f = log(t?/y3). We may
assume that n, ¢, and f are larger than any needed constant; otherwise, this follows from Theorem 2.3]if the
constant C' is sufficiently large.

Let I be the independent set guaranteed by Lemma We assign all the vertices in I one new color,
remove I from the graph, and apply our induction hypothesis to color G — I.

First, suppose that I is incident upon at least r = c(tf)2/3 triangles for some constant ¢ < 1. These
triangles are all removed in G — I, and so by induction hypothesis we have

n t—r)l/3
X(G) S 1+0( [ logQ/i,((t _)T)g ) (12)

14
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Now consider the function F(z) = #'/3/log??(22/y3). Simple calculus shows that this is an increasing

concave-down function as long as > ay>/? for some constant a > 0. Using the fact that r = c(tf)%/? <
(tlog t)2/3 and that ¢,r, f are all larger than any needed constants, we observe that t —r > ¢/2 > ﬂy?’/2 >

2
ay®/?. Therefore, we may bound the expression in the RHS of (I2)) by its tangent lines, i.e.

n n
Fit—r) <1+C
ogn+ (t=m)) < 1+ logn

n 1/3 _
+F(t)—rF'(t)) =14+C(, | — + LA c(tf)*? tf2/3f42)

[n 2y ()22 (f—4) -
To show that x(G) < C(,/ g + m) it thus suffices to show that 1 — Ce>gzrmsm— < 0. By taking

C to be sufficiently large, this follows immediately from our assumption that f is larger than any needed
constant. Thus the induction holds in this case.
Next, if [I| > ¢v/nlogn for constant ¢ this gives

n —cy/nlogn n t1/3 )
log(n — cv/nlogn)  log?/3(12 /y?)

By a similar tangent line argument, we see that

n /3 Cc(logn —1
\/ logn log?/3 (12 /y3) 2logn

.. Lo
This is at most C( ogn T m

in this case. O

X(G) < 1+C(\/

) for C' a sufficiently large constant, and the induction again proceeds

From Proposition [6.5] we can tighten many of the bounds in our paper. We omit the proofs since they
are essentially identical to proofs we have already encountered.

Proposition 6.6. Suppose G has n vertices, m edges, t triangles, and local triangle bound y. If Conjec-
ture [62 holds then we have the following bounds:

11/3 ml/3

1. X(G) ’S log2/3(t2/y3) + log2/3 m

n 1/3 n
2. X(G) < O(\ [t + i) + (602 = O [i) + (649 + o(1))11/?

3. x(G) < O(% 4o ) +(61)1/3 = O(%) + (613 + o(1))t/3

log logm log
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