arXiv:2301.04367v1 [math.PR] 11 Jan 2023

AN MCMC SAMPLING OF DENSEST k-SUB-GRAPHS OF REGULAR GRAPHS WITH CONNECTED COMPLEMENT GRAPH

JENS WALTER FISCHER^{♠♣}

Abstract. We present an exclusion process based approach for sampling densest k-sub-graphs from regular graphs L with connected complement. By interpreting an exclusion process as a Markov chain on a corresponding Token Graph L_k, we make use of classical Markov chain theory to obtain quantitative bounds on the convergence speed depending on the geometry of L, which are sharp in the sens that variations in the valency lead to an equality, which is 1, for the geometric bounds in the case of a complete graph. We propose an algorithm which makes use of this particle view to avoid excessive memory use due to the state space size and discuss the regularity and connectivity condition on L and L^c in the Outlook.

♠ Université de Toulouse ♣ University of Potsdam Key words : Densest k Sub-graphs, Exclusion Processes, Token Graphs, MCMC Sampling

MSC 2020 : 82C22, 60K35, 05C60, 65C05, 82M31

1. Introduction

In this work we use generalized exclusion processes to approach the task of finding kdensest sub-graphs in a d̄-regular graph L of arbitrary size. This is, in particular, linked to the community detection problem which has received wide attention in modern research, for example in [10] and [9]. The density of any vertex induced sub-graph L_v = (v, E_v) of some graph L = (V, E) on the subset v ⊆ V is defined as ρ(v) =^{|Ev|}_{|v|} , see for example [2]. The problem of finding the densest sub-graph becomes, then, the maximization problem which aims at finding the subset v^∗ ⊂ V such that ρ(v^∗) = max_{v∈P(V ), |v|≥1} ρ(v) where P(V ) is the power set of V . In [2] the author shows that this problem can be solved in polynomial time. Fixing the size of the sub-graph renders the problem vastly more complicated as being discussed in, among many others, [3], [6] and [11]. In particular, the work in [11] and [6], the authors conclude, that finding densest sub-graphs of fixed size is NP-hard and finding such graphs is, therefore, unfeasible. Hence, the research focus is on approximations of such objects using combinatorial selection methods or related families of problems which, reliably, give results which are close in density to the desired sub-graph.

We contribute to this discussion a stochastic approach based on generalized exclusion processes and Monte Carlo simulation. The process is constructed on the complement graph L^c in such a way, that it exhibits in the long time limit most likely to a densest sub-graph in L and, even, gives monotonously sub-graphs of lesser density, i.e., a second densest sub-graph is obtained with second largest probability, a third densest with third largest probability and so 1

on. We obtain a quantitative bound, which is tight with respect to variations in the average degree d̄, on the convergence speed based on a binary geometric condition on L.

2. An appropriate GEP

To identify densest sub-graphs we want to construct a particle system based on discrete time generalized exclusion process (GEP) η_k using the following Definition 2.1.

Definition 2.1. Let L = (V, E) be a simple connected graph with |V | = n̄ ∈ N and k ∈ {1, . . . , n̄ − 1}. Denote by (P^{(η)})_{η∈{0,1}}V_{, |η|=k} a family of stochastic matrices. A GEP in discrete time η_k := (η_{k;t})_{t∈N} of k particles on L is a Markov chain on the set of configurations S_k = {η ∈ {0, 1}^V | |η| = k} defined by the transition matrix Q = (q_{η,μ})_{η,μ∈{0,1}}V given for η, μ ∈ {0, 1}^V by

q_{η,μ} = P^{(η)}(v, w)1_{η(v)=1=μ(w),η(w)=0=μ(v)} η(u)=μ(v)∀u∉{v,w} , η ≠ μ 1 − ∑ μ≠η qη,μ, η = μ. (2.1)

We are going to exploit a link between a system of moving particles η_k on a finite graph and a Markov chain in a higher dimensional space, as developed in [8], to have access to classical results on the long time behavior of the process. In particular, we consider discrete time generalized exclusion processes, choosing the transition probabilities according to the application at hand. This gives us access to a process which respects at any time step the fixed size of the subgraphs in which we are interested. We translate GEPs as defined hereinabove to Markov chains on subsets of fixed size of the vertex set of the underlying graph L. The arising state space corresponds to what is know as Token Graphs or Symmetric Powers of Graphs, as defined in [1] and [5].

Definition 2.2 ([5]). Consider a finite simple graph L = (V, E). Define V_k = {v ⊂ v| |v| = k} and E_k = {⟨v, w⟩|v△w = {v, w}; ⟨v, w⟩ ∈ E}. The graph L_k = (V_k, E_k) is called the k Token Graph of L and we denote by deg_k(v) the degree of v ∈ V_k in L_k.

In choosing an adequate family of transition matrices (P^θ)_{θ∈{0,1}}|V | we obtain a GEP on some graph L, based on which we can propose and quantify a Markov chain Monte Carlo approach to sampling densest sub-graphs. This GEP η_k has a discrete time Markov chain representation S^{MC}_k on L_k as developed in [8]. Consider as an example the graph illustrated in Figure 1b. Indeed, there are various ways to approach GEPs, depending on the distributions which govern the transitions of individual particles. One way is by defining a Markov chain based on a series of dynamic graphs, i.e., by interpreting η_k as a Markov chain in a random environment given by the family (P^η)_{η∈{0,1}}V_{, |η|=k}. To this end, define for t ∈ N the set N_{k;t} = {v ∈ V |η_{k;t}(v) = 1} and the directed bipartite graph B = (B_t)_{t∈N} with B_t = ((N_{k;t}, V \N_{k;t}, Σ_{k,t}), where Σ_{k,t} represent all possible transitions of particles at time t, with potential loops on vertices in N_{k;t}. The random graph B_t might be disconnected but serves as a graph theoretical representation of transitions of the GEP η_k, i.e., the positive transition probabilities of P^η conditioned on η.

The central part is the change of Σ_{k,t} when going from time t to t + 1. It captures the possible particle movements induced by the distribution used in Definition 2.1. To illustrate

(a) The underlying 3-regular graph on 6 vertices which we are going to use as example for all constructions of exclusion processes.

(b) Potential particle displacements; Uniform distribution for drawing a directed edge. States of the vertices connected by said edge are interchanged. When drawing a loop, everything remains the same.

the construction, we consider a 3-regular graph on 6 vertices depicted in Figure 1a. It will be the reference for missing edges which will illustrate the distinctive parts of each exclusion process. To any η ∈ {0, 1}^V we can associate a v_η ⊂ V with v_η = {v ∈ V |η(v) = 1} and in this sense we can write with a little abuse of notation η = v_η. For our central construction, assume that for some v ⊂ V with |v| = k at time t ∈ N the process satisfies η_{k;t} = v. Set v^c := V \v. Consider the possibly disconnected bipartite sub-graph L_{v,v}c = ((v, v^c), E_{v,v}c ) of L and add a loop e_{v,v} to any v ∈ v. We call the resulting graph B^′_t = (V, Σ^′_{k,t}) with Σ^′_{k,t} = E_{v,v}c ⊔ {e_{v,v} |v ∈ v}. Indeed, for a d̄-regular graph L we obtain |Σ_{k,t}| = deg_k(v) + k, where deg_k(v) denotes the degree of v interpreted as vertex in the token graph L_k associated to L, see [1] and [5]for a deeper discussion of Token Graphs. In Figure 1b we illustrate a possible example derived from the graph L as in Figure 1a and some configuration v. In each time step, the exclusion process makes a step by drawing one edge uniformly from Σ^′_{k,t} and exchanging the state of the endpoints. Note, that in changing the number of present edges also the transition probabilities change due to the uniform distribution over Σ^′_{k,t}. This renders the process, in particular, in-homogeneous because the transition probabilities now depend on the current configuration v. A configuration v can be seen as a representative of the sub-graph class of vertex induced sub-graphs which are spanned by a subset of the original vertex set and all edges included therein.

Definition 2.3. Let L = (V, E) be any simple graph and v ⊆ V . Then the graph L_v = (v, E_v) with ⟨v, w⟩ ∈ E_v if and only if v, w ∈ v and ⟨v, w⟩ ∈ E is called the vertex induced sub-graph of L on v.

In what follows, in order to obtain meaningful results we work under the assumption that both L and L^c are connected graphs, as explained in the Introduction. A further discussion of the limitations is postponed to the Outlook. If this assumption is removed, the additional difficulty of initial condition dependencies on disconnected graphs for particle systems has to be considered. We leave this open to further research and remain with the assumption on L and L^c, giving some pointers in the Outlook.

3. Convergence Results

We consider the generalized exclusion process η_k as constructed above. Then, by [8], there is an associated Markov chain S^{MC}_k on L_k such that η_k and S^{MC}_k are equal in law. We make, in what follows, exclusively claims about the associated Markov chain S^{MC}_k on L_k.

Theorem 3.1. Let k ∈ {1, . . . , n̄−1} and consider the Markov chain S^{MC}_k on L_k = (V_k, E_k). Then it is aperiodic, irreducible and, hence, ergodic. Furthermore, it is a reversible chain and the stationary distribution π^{MC}_k is given in terms of v ∈ V_k by

π^{MC}_k (v) = deg_k(v) + k 2|E_k| + k (_{n̄} k ) (3.1)

Based on the transition matrix given by Proposition 5.1 the stationary distribution π^{MC}_k of S^{MC}_k can be derived directly and reversibility follows as well. Indeed, one can identify S^{MC}_k with a random walk on L_k where any vertex in L_k has additionally to its incident edges k loops. Under a dichotomy of geometric conditions on the underlying graph L, we find the following convergence speed of S^{MC}_k to π^{MC}_k .

Theorem 3.2. Let L be a d̄-regular graph on n̄ vertices and k ∈ {1, . . . , n̄ − 1}. Consider the Markov chain S^{MC}_k on L_k and ε > 0. Additionally, define ρ(n̄, d̄, k) := 4(n̄ − 1)^2(n̄ − k)^2 d̄4 ξ(n̄, d̄, k) := log (( n̄ k )) + log ( k(n̄ − k) n̄ − 1 + k d̄ ) . If L is such that min_{v∈Vk} avg deg_k(L_v) < d̄ − 1 then for v, w ∈ V_k and t ≥ 1 + ρ(n̄, d̄, k) ( log ( 4 ε ) + ξ(n̄, d̄, k) ) (3.2)

the Markov chain S^{MC}_k satisfies | | | | ( p^{MC}_{k;v,w} )_{(t)} − π^{MC}_k (w)

π^{MC}_k (w) | | | | ≤ ε.

On the other hand, if L is such that min_{v∈Vk} avg deg_k(L_v) ≥ d̄ − 1 then there is a constant C > 0 such that its ε mixing time w.r.t. the total variation distance is bounded by

τ_{mix}(ε) ≤ C log_2(ε^{−1}) ( ξ(n̄, d̄, k) − (n̄ − 1)^2 d̄4 ) . (3.3)

Note that the constants we used in Theorem 3.2, namely ρ(n̄, d̄, k) and ξ(n̄, d̄, k), grow at most like a polynomial as n̄ → ∞ since log ((_{n̄} k )) grows at most like n̄ by Stirling’s approximation and the remaining terms are polynomial in n̄. Consequently, S^{MC}_k mixes rapidly relative to the size of its actual state space, employing this term as used in [15]. Its mixing is, therefore, polynomial fast in terms of the size of the underlying graph L, which makes it a suitable process for sampling sub-graphs of L.

In the following section, we propose an algorithm and the idea behind sampling densest sub-graphs of L with high probability using the Markov chain S^{MC}_k introduced in this section and exploiting its properties.

4. Particle based MCMC algorithm for sampling densest k-sub-graphs

By the structure of the stationary distribution we obtain an ordering based on the degree of the vertices, where the probability of drawing a densest sub-graph as t → ∞ is smallest since deg_k(v) = kd̄−2|E_v|. On the other hand, this also implies that it is most probable under π^{MC}_k to draw a least dense sub-graph of L. Since the densest k sub-graph in L corresponds to the least dense k sub-graph in L^c and vice versa, we can exploit the fact that both are connected to inverse the roles under S^{MC}_k with respect to the weights given by its stationary distribution. Using this, we propose the following MCMC approach to finding densest k subgraphs in a d̄-regular graph with high probability. To this end consider a d̄-regular simple connected graph L on n̄ vertices and assume that its graph complement L^c is also connected. Then L^c is a n̄ − 1 − d̄ regular simple connected graph. We denote for any k ∈ {1, . . . , n̄ − 1} by L^{(c)}_k = (V_k, E^{(c)}_k ).

Let k ∈ {1, . . . , n̄ − 1} and define S^{MC}_k as the Markov chain associated to the exclusion process on L^c. Then, by Theorem 3.1 the Markov chain S^{MC}_k converges in distribution to π^{MC}_k and with maximal probability we obtain a v_∗ ∈ V_k which induces a least dense k-sub-graph L^c_{v∗} of L^c and, in turn, the set v_∗ induces a densest k-sub-graph in L. We propose the following algorithm which only uses the local information of L and the current configuration v of S^{MC}_k . For the simulation, it is not necessary to construct the whole state space L_k with (_{n̄} k ) vertices and the size of the edge set given by Proposition B.2. Algorithm 1 only depends on the neighborhood of all v ∈ v after having fixed a v ∈ V_k. Exploiting the fact that L is assumed to be d̄-regular, we can bound the number of states we have to access in each turn by d̄ · k which is also a very crude upper bound for deg_k(v). We use multi-sets to describe the algorithm and when we set X = ∅ as a multi-set, we impose that (X ∪ {v}) ∪ {v} = X ∪ {v, v}. The multi-set X can be replaced in real code by any mutable list-type object which allows multiple times the same entry. Algorithm 1 mirrors the dynamics of the exclusion process, constructed earlier. It, therefore, samples rapidly, in the sense of [15], densest sub-graphs with high probability. We want to emphasize the importance of a detailed understanding of the underlying state space L_k from the perspective of vertex induced sub-graphs. In particular, the geometric results as well as knowledge about the structure of the vertex set presented in the appendix allowed for the bounds in Theorem 3.2. Finally, the proposed algorithm benefits from the particle perspective in that it only needs to consider at most kd̄ vertices in each step which is a considerable reduction from considering the whole vertex set V_k.

5. Proofs of central results

We consider the generalized exclusion process η_k as constructed above. Then, by [8], there is an associated Markov chain S^{MC}_k on L_k such that the marginal distributions of η_k and S^{MC}_k are identical. To start, we characterize the associated Markov chain S^{MC}_k on L_k by giving its transition matrix explicitly.

Algorithm 1 Particle based algorithm to simulate S^{MC}_k .

Require: Terminal time for simulation, e.g. t_{mix}, number of trials m, graph L Initialize t = 0 Define X = ∅ as multi-set Run following burn in step Draw initial state v ∈ V_k Set S^{MC}_{k,0} = v while t ≤ t_{mix} do

Construct bipartite graph B^′(v) as in Figure 1b Draw uniformly an edge ⟨v, w⟩ from B^′(v) Update S^{MC}_{k,t+1} = (v\{v}) ∪ {w}; t = t + 1 end while Run sampling after burn in step while i ≤ m do

Construct bipartite graph B^′(v) as in Figure 1b Draw uniformly an edge ⟨v, w⟩ from B^′(v) Update S^{MC}_{k,t+1} = (v\{v}) ∪ {w}; t = t + 1 Update i = i + 1; Update X = X ∪ S_{k,t} end while return X, statistic of m final states after t_{mix} simulation steps.

Proposition 5.1. Let k ∈ {1, . . . , n̄ − 1} and consider the Markov chain S^{MC}_k on L_k = (V_k, E_k). We call its transition matrix P^{MC}_k . Then, it has the form

p^{MC}_{k;v,w} = 1 deg_k(v) + k , ∃⟨x, y⟩ ∈ E s.t. v△w = {x, y}, k deg_k(v) + k

, v = w,

0, otherwise.

The form of the transition matrix follows directly from the construction of B^′_t in Figure 1b and the uniform distribution over all edges in B^′_t as discussed above. The stationary distribution π^{MC}_k of S^{MC}_k can consequently be derived directly and reversibility follows as well. Based on the transition matrix given by Proposition 5.1 and the stationary distribution given by Theorem 3.1 one can identify S^{MC}_k with a random walk on L_k where any vertex in L_k has additionally to its incident edges k loops. Indeed, for almost all cases of k, this is not sufficient to render S^{MC}_k a lazy random walk. Indeed, we can quantify this transition.

Lemma 5.2. The random walk S^{MC}_k is lazy if and only if

min_{v∈Vk} avg deg_k(L_v) ≥ d̄ − 1.

Proof. Recall that the Markov chain is called lazy if and only if

min_{v,v} p^{MC}_{k;v,v} ≥ 1 2 . (5.1)

Therefore, using the expression derived in Proposition 5.1 we obtain that S^{MC}_k is lazy if and only if for all v ∈ V_k we have deg_k(v) k + 1 ≤ 2 ⇔ d̄ − avg deg_k(L_v) ≤ 1

which proves the claim. □

An obvious property is min_{v∈Vk} avg deg_k(L_v) ≤ d̄ since L_v is a vertex induced sub-graph and, therefore, the degree of any vertex in L_v is bounded by d̄ which implies the same for the average. Geometrically, the condition given by Lemma 5.2 leaves, consequently, only little room for the parameter triple (n̄, d̄, k). Due to the intermediate position S^{MC}_k takes between the simple random walk on L_k and the lazy random walk on this state space, we can in general only use that min_{v∈Vk} p^{MC}_{k;v,v} ≥ γ > 0

for some γ ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) with a phase transition, if for a parameter triple (n̄, d̄, k) we have min_{v∈Vk} avg deg_k(L_v) ≥ d̄ − 1 which is a geometric condition on L. We turn now to the proof of Theorem 3.2.

Proof of Theorem 3.2. The goal of this proof is to obtain bounds on geometric properties of vertex induced subgraphs of L, which allow for a meaningful application of known results from Markov chain theory, as for example presented in [14]. To begin, let γ := (¯ d + 1 − min_{v∈Vk} avg deg_k(L_v) )_{−1} and consider the following two terms which we call the additive and the multiplicative constant, respectively, given as, firstly,

4(1 − γ)^2

γ^2 log ( 2|E_k| + k|V_k| 4(min{deg_k(v), deg_k(w)} + k) ) ( ι(L_k)^{2|Ek|+k|Vk|} max_{v∈Vk} deg_k(v)+k

)_2

and, secondly, 4(1 − γ)^2 γ^2 ( ι(L_k) 2|E_k| + k|V_k| max_{v∈Vk} deg_k(v) + k )_{−2} . By [13] we can estimate the isoperimetric constant ι(L_k) from below by a constant times the vertex connectivity κ(L_k) of L_k in the form

ι(L_k) ≥ 2 |V_k| κ(L_k)

and we have from Theorem B.1 the value of κ(L_k) as κ(L_k) = min_{v∈Vk} deg_k(v). This gives us, consequently, in the first case the lower bound for

ι(L_k) 2|E_k| + k|V_k| max_{v∈Vk} deg_k(v) + k

≥ 2 min_{v∈Vk} deg_k(v) avg deg(L_k) + k max_{v∈Vk} deg_k(v) + k

≥ min_{v∈Vk} deg_k(v) avg deg(L_k) max_{v∈Vk} deg_k(v) using for the last inequality that min_{v∈Vk} avg deg_k(L_v) < d̄−1. This in addition to max_{v∈Vk} deg_k(v) ≤ k(n̄ − k) and Proposition B.3 gives the following upper bound for the multiplicative constant by 4(1 − γ)^2 γ^2 ( ι(L_k)(2|E_k| + k|V_k|) max_{v∈Vk} deg_k(v) + k )_{−2} ≤ 4 k^2 ( max_{v∈Vk} deg_k(v) avg deg(L_k)

)_4 (

avg deg(L_k) min_{v∈Vk} deg_k(v)

)_2

≤ 4 k^2 ( n̄ − 1 d̄ )_4 (

avg deg(L_k) min_{v∈Vk} deg_k(v)

)_2 . Employing the lower bound min_{v∈Vk} deg_k(v) ≥ d̄, which can be derived easily by using k ≤ n̄ − 1 and the fact that there is at least one empty vertex in L with degree d̄, one can obtain the following upper bound, using Proposition B.3, independent of the geometry of L given by 4 k^2 ( n̄ − 1 d̄ )_4 (

avg deg(L_k) min_{v∈Vk} deg_k(v)

)_2 ≤ 4(n̄ − 1)^2(n̄ − k)^2 d̄4 . Since the additive constant equals the multiplicative constant times a logarithmic term, we are only going to focus on the logarithmic term and we note log ( 2|E_k| + k|V_k| 4(min{deg_k(v), deg_k(w)} + k) ) ≤ log ( 2|E_k| + k|V_k| min_{v∈Vk} deg_k(v) + k )

= log (( n̄ k )) + log ( avg deg(L_k) + k min_{v∈Vk} deg_k(v) + k ) . For the second summand, we can use the bound which we used already above to obtain log ( avg deg(L_k) + k min_{v∈Vk} deg_k(v) + k ) ≤ log ( k(n̄ − k) n̄ − 1 + k d̄ ) . Therefore, we arrive at the upper bound on the additive constant 4(n̄ − 1)^2(n̄ − k)^2 d̄4 ( log (( n̄ k )) + log ( k(n̄ − k) n̄ − 1 + k . d̄ ))

We now employ some results based on evolving sets presented in [14]. To this end, we will focus on lower bounds for Φ_k(u) := inf {_{∂(S,Sc)} π^{MC}_k (S) | | π^{MC}_k (S) ≤ u } for u ∈ [ min_{v∈Vk} π^{MC}_k (v),^1_2 ] as defined in [14]. In particular, we use that Φ(u) ≥ Φ

(_1 2 ) . The first claim then follows by Theorem 5 of [14], the second one by [12]. To conclude the proof, note that for S̄ ∈ { S ⊂ V_k | | |S| ≤^{|V}k^|_2 } ∩ { S ⊂ V_k | | πMC_k (S) ≤^1_2 } we have ∂(S̄, S̄^c) π^{MC}_k (S̄) ≥ ∂(S̄, S̄^c) |S̄| 2|E_k| + k|V_k| max_{v∈Vk} deg_k(v) + k

≥ ι(L_k) 2|E_k| + k|V_k| max_{v∈Vk} deg_k(v) + k

where we used S̄ ∈ { S ⊂ V_k| |S| ≤^{|Vk|}_2 } for the last estimate and the definition of the isoperimetric constant of a graph. Since, additionally, S̄ ∈ { S ⊂ V_k | | πMC_k (S) ≤^1_2 }, taking the infimum over all S ∈ { S ⊂ V_k | | π^{MC}_k (S) ≤^1_2 } we arrive at

Φ_k ( 1 2 ) ≥ ι(L_k) 2|E_k| + k|V_k| max_{v∈Vk} deg_k(v) + k and, therefore, for all u ∈ [ min_{v∈Vk} π^{MC}_k (v),^1_2 ] we obtain

Φ_k(u) ≥ ι(L_k) 2|E_k| + k|V_k| max_{v∈Vk} deg_k(v) + k . The second step consists in finding a lower bound for min_{v∈Vk} p^{MC}_{k;v,v}. We have already found in the proof of Lemma 5.2 that

min_{v∈Vk} p^{MC}_{k;v,v} ≥ 1 d̄ + 1 − min_{v∈Vk} avg deg_k(L_v) = γ.

Having found the necessary bounds, we can apply Theorem 5 of [14] and obtain after integration

∫_{4ε}−1

4(π^{MC}_k (v)∧π^{MC}_k (w))

4 du uΦ_k(u)^2 ≤ ( log ( 4 ε ) − log

(_{4(min{degk(v),degk(w)}+k)} 2|E_k|+k|V_k| )) ( ι(L_k)^{2|Ek|+k|Vk|} max_{v∈Vk} deg_k(v)+k

)_2 . (5.2)

We identify the terms in the right hand side of equation 5.2 with the additive constant and the multiplicative constant for which we have found meaningful upper bounds at the beginning of this proof, such that we obtain the first claim. The second claim follows by the same estimate for Φ_k(u) and Theorem 2.2 of [12] as well as equation (5) of [14] using the bound of the additive term by ξ(n̄, d̄, k) as defined in the Theorem. □

This concludes our section on the proof of the main Theorem 3.2.

6. Outlook

The main goal of this document was the presentation of an MCMC algorithm to sample densest k sub-graphs from regular graphs L and the quantification of its convergence speed. We needed the additional condition that L^c is connected, as well. This gives us two natural aspects from which we could start generalizations of the method.

Firstly, let us consider the generalization to simple non-regular graphs under the condition that L^c is connected and fix some k. We construct the following example L by assuming k < ⌊^{n̄}_2 ⌋ and looking at two complete graphs K_k and K_{n̄−k}. We assume that L has n̄ vertices and is constructed by gluing together the two complete graphs by adding an edge between one vertex in K_k and one vertex in K_{n̄−k}. Therefore, L^c is connected being the complete bipartite graph minus one edge. A densest k sub-graph L_v is then given by the complete graph K_k, which can be realized by placing either k vertices in K_k or K_{n̄−k} calling them v and v^′, respectively. Seen as vertices in the Token Graph L_k this shows that the identifiability of densest k sub-graphs via their degree in L_k is violated if L is not regular because deg_k(v) < deg_k(v^′) even though they have identical density as defined in the introduction. Nonetheless, deg_k(v) = 1 and is the minimal degree. Therefore, the sampling still gives densest subgraphs with high probability but the hit rate will be much lower since not all densest sub-graphs lie in the same level set w.r.t. deg_k(·). Adjustments of the exclusion process construction can be helpful here, for another example which respects finer geometric features of the sub-graphs see [8].

Keeping on the other hand the regularity condition and dropping the connectedness of L^c, we encounter another interesting problem. The graph L^c is n̄ − d̄ − 1 regular by assumption and assuming that it is disconnected, we find a least dense sub-graph on k vertices by finding a redistribution of particles on the connected components. Note that each connected component is by assumption itself a n̄ − d̄ − 1 regular graph. Interesting combinatorial questions arise then from monotony questions of the number of particles in each connected components w.r.t. to its size. Under the condition on L, that there is a monotonously increasing function f_L which maps integers l ∈ {1, . . . , n̄} to the number of particles in k^′{1, . . . , k} such that the least dense sub-graph can be obtained by putting f(l) particles in the connected component of L^c of size l, our result works as well. But the geometric implications on L as well as interpretations for f need to be worked out before any meaning can be given to a result in this case.

References

[1] Yousef Alavi, Don R Lick, and Jiuqiang Liu. “Survey of double vertex graphs”. In:

Graphs and Combinatorics 18.4 (2002), pp. 709–715.

[2] Moses Charikar. “Greedy Approximation Algorithms for Finding Dense Components in a Graph”. In: Approximation Algorithms for Combinatorial Optimization. Ed. by Klaus Jansen and Samir Khuller. Berlin, Heidelberg: Springer Berlin Heidelberg, 2000, pp. 84–95.

[3] D.G. Corneil and Y. Perl. “Clustering and domination in perfect graphs”. In: Discrete Applied Mathematics 9 (1984).

[4] Persi Diaconis and Laurent Saloff-Coste. “Comparison Theorems for Reversible Markov Chains”. In: The Annals of Applied Probability 3.3 (1993).

[5] Ruy Fabila-Monroy et al. “Token Graphs”. In: Graphs and Combinatorics 28.3 (2012), pp. 365–380.

[6] U. Feige, D. Peleg, and G. Kortsarz. “The Dense k -Subgraph Problem”. In: Algorithmica (2001).

[7] Jens Walter Fischer. On the connectivity and diameter of Token graphs from a vertex induced sub-graph perspective. 2022.

[8] Jens Walter Fischer. “Random dynamics in collective behavior - consensus, clustering & extinction of populations”. Doctoral Thesis. Université de Toulouse, 2022.

[9] Santo Fortunato. “Community detection in graphs”. In: Physics Reports 486.3 (2010), pp. 75–174.

[10] M. Girvan and M. E. J. Newman. “Community structure in social and biological networks”. In: Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 99.12 (2002), pp. 7821– 7826.

[11] Samir Khuller and Barna Saha. “On Finding Dense Subgraphs”. In: ICALP. 2009. [12] Laszlo Lovasz and Ravi Kannan. “Faster Mixing via Average Conductance”. In: Proceedings of the Thirty-First Annual ACM Symposium on Theory of Computing. New York, NY, USA: Association for Computing Machinery, 1999, 282–287.

[13] Bojan Mohar. “Isoperimetric numbers of graphs”. In: Journal of Combinatorial Theory, Series B 47.3 (1989), pp. 274–291.

[14] B. Morris and Yuval Peres. “Evolving sets, mixing and heat kernel bounds”. In: Probability Theory and Related Fields 133.2 (2005), pp. 245–266.

[15] Alistair Sinclair. “Improved Bounds for Mixing Rates of Markov Chains and Multicommodity Flow”. In: Combinatorics, Probability and Computing 1.4 (1992), 351–370.

Appendix A. Note on the subtleties of the exclusion process construction

Exclusion processes are not a new subject and have been analyzed, mostly for continuous time instead of discrete time, in statistical mechanics at length. This first subsection is meant to make the point regarding the construction from the first part of this publication. We translate a ”classical exclusion process” discussed in [4] into the framework of dynamic random graphs and then to the token graph L_k. To this end define N_{k;t} = {v ∈ V |η_{k;t}(v) = 1} and the time dependent graph B = (B_t) with B_t = ((N_{k;t}, V \N_{k;t}, Σ_{k,t}).

We adjust the step of Σ_{k,t} when going from time t to t + 1 and illustrate it using the same 3-regular graph on 6 vertices depicted in Figure 1a. Now, the discrete time exclusion process discussed in [4] can be understood as follows as a sequence of random graphs. To any η ∈ {0, 1}^V we associate as before a v_η ⊂ V with v_η = {v ∈ V |η(v) = 1} and in this sense we can write with a little abuse of notation η = v_η. Recall, that we assume that for some v ⊂ V , |v| = k at time t ∈ N the process satisfies η_{k;t} = v. Set v^c := V \v. Consider the possibly disconnected bipartite sub-graph L_{v,v}c = ((v, v^c), E_{v,v}c ) of L. Then, add all edges to L_{v,v}c which are contained in the vertex induced sub-graph L_v = (v, E_v) of L. We call the resulting graph B_t = (V, Σ_{k,t}) with Σ_{k,t} = E_{v,v}c ⊔ E_v. Indeed, for a d̄-regular graph L we obtain |Σ_{k,t}| = d̄k. Figure 2 illustrates one possible situation based on a 3-regular graph on six vertices. Remark that all edges incident to vertices in v are also present in B_t which preserves their degree and makes it accessible to calculate the number of edges in B_t. The

Figure 2. For an underlying 3-regular graph we apply the construction based on the classical exclusion process. The graph B_t constructed from the set of occupied sites v containing blue particles and its complement in V colored in pale blue. A particle displacement happens by drawing uniformly one of the directed edges and exchanging the state of the vertices connected by said edge.

exclusion process now consists of drawing one edge uniformly from Σ_{k,t} and exchanging the state of the endpoints. Note that this might lead to exchanging two occupied sites which renders P^η independent of η. As an interpretation of the exclusion process in this case one can see the exchange of states of two particles as their collision, both jumping back to the state they came from. Note that, as discussed in [4], results in a process whose associated Markov chain on L_k is ergodic with a uniform stationary distribution over all states in L_k. It, therefore, does not ”see” different sub-structures of the graph L and behaves identically on all regular graphs with fixed degree d̄. It is, consequently, not adapted to the problem we want to approach. Further structures of the graphs B_t and B^′_t, presented in hereinabove, can be imagined, accentuating different graphs structures in need of being analyzed via MCMC approaches.

Appendix B. Necessary results on Token Graphs

Theorem B.1 ([7]). Let L be a connected simple graph on n̄ vertices and let k ∈ {1, . . . , n̄ − 1}. Then, κ(L_k) = min_{v∈Vk} deg_k(v) and a corresponding vertex cut is the neighborhood of v_∗ ∈ V_k with deg_k(v_∗) = min_{v∈Vk} deg_k(v).

Proposition B.2 ([7]). Consider the graph L_k = (V_k, E_k) for k ∈ {1, . . . , n̄ − 1}. Then |V_k| = (_{n̄} k ) and |E_k| = 1 2 ( d̄k ( n̄ k ) − n̄d̄ ( n̄ − 2 k − 2 )) = k(n̄ − k) ( n̄ k )¯ d 2(n̄ − 1)

. (B.1)

Proposition B.3 ([7]). Let L be a simple connected graph on n̄ vertices and k ∈ {1, . . . , n̄ − 1}. Denote by avg deg(L_k) the average degree in L_k, i.e.,

avg deg(L_k) := 1 |V_k| ∑ v∈V_k deg_k(v).

and by d̄ the average degree in L. Then average degree in L_k satisfies avg deg(L_k) k(n̄ − k) = d̄ n̄ − 1 ≤ 1. (B.2)

Jens Walter FISCHER,, Institut de Mathématiques de Toulouse. CNRS UMR 5219., Université Paul Sabatier, 118 route de Narbonne, F-31062 Toulouse cedex 09.

Email address: jens.fischer@math.univ-toulouse.fr