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Abstract

We estimate the likely values of the chromatic and independence numbers of the

random r-uniform d-regular hypergraph on n vertices for fixed r, large fixed d, and

n → ∞.

1 Introduction

The study of the chromatic number of random graphs has a long history. It begins with the
work of Bollobás and Erdős [6] and Grimmett and McDiarmid [13] who determined χ(Gn,p),
p constant to within a factor 2, w.h.p. Matula [17] reduced this to a factor of 3/2. Then
we have the discovery of martingale concentration inequalities by Shamir and Spencer [18]
leading to the breakthrough by Bollobás [5] who determined χ(Gn,p) asymptotically for p
constant.

The case of p → 0 proved a little more tricky, but  Luczak [15] using ideas from Frieze [10]
and [17] determined χ(Gn,p), p = c/n asymptotically for large c.  Luczak [16] showed that
w.h.p. χ(Gn,p), p = c/n took one of two values. It was then that the surprising power of
the second moment method was unleashed by Achlioptas and Naor [3]. Since then there has
been much work tightening our estimates for the k-colorability threshold, k ≥ 3 constant.
See for example Coja-Oghlan [7].

Random regular graphs of low degree were studied algorithmically by several authors e.g.
Achlioptas and Molloy [2] and by Shi and Wormald [19]. Frieze and  Luczak [12] introduced

∗Research supported in part by Simons Foundation Grant #426894.
†Research supported in part by NSF Grant DMS1661063
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a way of using our knowledge of χ(Gn,p), p = c/n to tackle χ(Gn,r) where Gn,r denotes a
random r-regular graph and where p = r/n. Subsequently Achlioptas and Moore [2] showed
via the second moment method that w.h.p. χ(Gn,r) was one of 3 values. This was tightened
basically to one value by Coja-Oghlan, Efthymiou and Hetterich [8].

For random hypergraphs, Krivelevich and Sudakov [14] established the asymptotic chromatic
number for χ(Hr(n, p) for

(

n−1
r−1

)

p sufficiently large. Here Hr(n, p) is the binomial r-uniform

hypergraph where each of the
(

n
r

)

possible edges is included with probability p. There are
several possibilities of a proper coloring of the vertices of a hypergraph. Here we concentrate
on the case where a vertex coloring is proper if no edge contains vertices of all the same color.
Dyer, Frieze and Greehill [9] and Ayre, Coja-Oghlan and Greehill [1] established showed that
w.h.p. χ(Hr(n, p) took one or two values. When it comes to what ew denote by χ(Hr(n, d),
a random d-regular, r-uniform hypergraph, we are not aware of any results at all. In this
paper we extend the approach of [12] to this case:

Theorem 1. For all fixed r and ε > 0 there exists d0 = d0(r, ε) such that for any fixed
d ≥ d0 we have that w.h.p.

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

χ(Hr(n, d)) −
(

(r−1)d
r log d

)
1

r−1

(

(r−1)d
r log d

) 1

r−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ε,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

α(Hr(n, d)) −
(

r log d
(r−1)d

)
1

r−1

n

(

r log d
(r−1)d

) 1

r−1

n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ε (1)

Here α refers to the independence number of a hypergraph.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Tools

We will be using the following forms of Chernoff’s bound (see, e.g., [11]).

Lemma 2 (Chernoff bound). Let X ∼ Bin(n, p). Then for all 0 < λ < np

P(|X − np| ≥ λ) ≤ 2 exp

(

− λ2

3np

)

. (2)

Lemma 3 (McDiarmid’s inequality). Let X = f(~Z) where ~Z = (Z1, . . . Zt) and the Zi are
independent random variables. Assume the function f has the property that whenever ~z, ~w
differ in only one coordinate we have |f(~z) − f(~w)| ≤ c. Then for all λ > 0 we have

P(|X − E[X ]| ≥ λ) ≤ 2 exp

(

− λ2

2c2t

)

. (3)

Bal and the first author [4] showed the following.
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Theorem 4 (Claim 4.2 in [4]). Fix r ≥ 3, d ≥ 2, and 0 < c < r−1
r
. Let z2 be the unique

positive number such that
z2
[

(z2 + 1)r−1 − zr−1
2

]

(z2 + 1)r − zr2
= c (4)

and let

z1 =
d

r [(z2 + 1)r − zr2]
. (5)

Let h(x) = x log x. If it is the case that

h

(

d

r

)

+ h(dc) + h(d(1 − c)) − h(c) − h(1 − c) − h(d) − d

r
log z1 − dc log z2 < 0 (6)

then w.h.p. α(Hr(n, d)) < cn.

Krivelevich and Sudakov [14] proved the following.

Theorem 5 (Theorem 5.1 in [14]). For all fixed r and ε > 0 there exists d0 = d0(r, ε) such
that whenever D = D(p) :=

(

n−1
r−1

)

p ≥ d0 we have that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

χ(Hr(n, p)) −
(

(r−1)D
r logD

)
1

r−1

(

(r−1)D
r logD

)
1

r−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ε,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

α(Hr(n, p)) −
(

r logD
(r−1)D

)
1

r−1

n

(

r logD
(r−1)D

)
1

r−1

n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ε

with probability at least 1 − o(1/n).

3 Proof

In this section we prove Theorem 1. First we give an overview. We show in Subsection 3.1
that the upper bound on α follows from Theorem 4 and some straightforward calculations.
Then the lower bound on χ follows as well. Thus we will be done once we prove the upper
bound on χ (since that proves the lower bound on α). This will be in Subsection 3.2. For
that we follow the methods of Frieze and  Luczak [12].

We will assume r ≥ 3 since Frieze and  Luczak [12] covered the graph case. We will use
standard asymptotic notation, and we will use big-O notation to suppress any constants
depending on r but not d. Thus, for example we will write r = O(1) and d−1 = O(1) but
not d = O(1). This is convenient for us because even though our theorem is for fixed d, it
requires d to be sufficiently large.
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3.1 Upper bound on the independence number

We will apply Theorem 4 to show an upper bound on α(Hr(n, d)). Fix ε, r (but not d) and

let c = c(d) := (1 + ε)
(

r log d
(r−1)d

)
1

r−1

. Let z2 be as defined in (4) and z1 be as defined in (5).

We see that

Lemma 6.

z2 =
c

1 − c
+ O (cr)

Proof. After some algebra, we re-write (4) as

z2 −
zr2

(1 + z2)r−1
=

c

1 − c
.

and the claim follows.

Now we check (6).

h

(

d

r

)

+ h(dc) + h(d(1 − c)) − h(c) − h(1 − c) − h(d) − d

r
log z1 − dc log z2

=
d

r
log

(

d

r

)

+ dc log(dc) + d(1 − c) log(d(1 − c)) − c log c− (1 − c) log(1 − c)

− d log d− d

r
log z1 − dc log z2

=dc log

[

c

(1 − c)z2

]

+
d

r
log [(z2 + 1)r − zr2] + d log(1 − c) − c log c− (1 − c) log(1 − c). (7)

Now note that the first term of (7) is

dc log

[

c

(1 − c)z2

]

= dc log

[

c

(1 − c)
(

c
1−c

+ O (cr+1)
)

]

= dc log

[

1

1 + O (cr)

]

= O
(

dcr+1
)

.

The second term of (7) is

d

r
log [(z2 + 1)r − zr2] =

d

r
log

[(

1

1 − c
+ O

(

cr+1
)

)r

−
(

c

1 − c
+ O

(

cr+1
)

)r]

=
d

r
log

[(

1

1 − c

)r
(

1 − cr + O
(

cr+1
))

]

=
d

r
log

(

1

1 − c

)r

+
d

r
log
(

1 − cr + O
(

cr+1
))

= −d log(1 − c) − d

r
cr + O

(

dcr+1
)

.
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The last term of (7) is
(1 − c) log(1 − c) = O(c).

Therefore (7) becomes

− d

r
cr − c log c + O

(

c + dcr+1
)

= − c

[

d

r
cr−1 + log c

]

+ O
(

c + dcr+1
)

= − c

[

d

r
(1 + ε)r−1 r log d

(r − 1)d
+ log

(

(1 + ε)

(

r log d

(r − 1)d

)
1

r−1

)]

+ O
(

c + dcr+1
)

= − c

[

(1 + ε)r−1 log d

r − 1
− log d

r − 1
+ O(log log d)

]

+ O
(

c + dcr+1
)

= − Ω (c log d) .

It follows from Theorem 4 that w.h.p.

α(Hr(n, d)) ≤ (1 + ε)

(

r log d

(r − 1)d

) 1

r−1

. (8)

3.2 Upper bound on the chromatic number

Our proof of the upper bound uses the method of Frieze and  Luczak [12]. We will generate
Hr(n, d) in a somewhat complicated way. The way we generate it will allow us to use known
results on Hr(n, p) due to Krivelevich and Sudakov [14].

Set

m :=

(

d− d1/2 log d

r

)

n. (9)

Let H∗
r(n,m) be an r-uniform multi-hypergraph with m edges, where each multi-edge consists

of r independent uniformly random vertices chosen with replacement. We will generate
H∗

r(n,m) as follows. We have n sets (“buckets” ) V1, . . . Vn and a set of rm points P :=
{p1, . . . prm}. We put each point pi into a uniform random bucket Vφ(i) independently. We
let R = {R1, . . . , Rm} be a uniform random partition of P into sets of size r. Of course, the
idea here is that the buckets Vi represent vertices and the parts of the partition R represent
edges. Thus Ri defines a hyper-edge {φ(j) : j ∈ Ri} for i = 1, 2, . . . , m. We denote the
hypergraph defined by R by HR.

Note that since r ≥ 3 the expected number of pairs of multi-edges in H∗
r(n,m) is at most

(

n

r

)(

m

2

)

(

1
(

n
r

)

)2

= O

(

m2

nr

)

= O(n−1).
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Thus, w.h.p. there are no multi-edges. Now the expected number of “loops” (edges containing
the same vertex twice) is at most

nm

(

r

2

)(

1

n

)2

= O(1).

Thus w.h.p. there are at most log n loops. We now remove all multi-edges and loops, and
say that M is the (random) number of edges remaining, where m − logn ≤ M ≤ m. The
remaining hypergraph is distributed as H(n,M), the random hypergraph with M edges
chosen uniformly at random without replacement. Next we estimate the chromatic number
of Hr(n,M).

Claim 1. W.h.p. we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

χ(Hr(n,M)) −
(

(r−1)d
r log d

)
1

r−1

(

(r−1)d
r log d

)
1

r−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ε

2
,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

α(Hr(n,M)) −
(

r logD
(r−1)D

)
1

r−1

n

(

r logD
(r−1)D

)
1

r−1

n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ε

2
.

Proof. We will use Theorem 5 together with a standard argument for comparing Hr(n, p)
with Hr(n,m). Set p := m/

(

n
r

)

and apply Theorem 5 with ε replaced with ε/4 so we get

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

χ(Hr(n, p)) −
(

(r−1)D
r logD

)
1

r−1

(

(r−1)D
r logD

)
1

r−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ε

4
(10)

with probability at least 1 − o(1/n). Note that here

D =

(

n− 1

r − 1

)

p =

(

n− 1

r − 1

)

m/

(

n

r

)

= rm/n = d− d1/2 log d.

Now since d,D can be chosen to be arbitrarily large and d = D + O(D1/2 logD) we can
replace D with d in (10) without changing the left hand side by more than ε/4 to obtain

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

χ(Hr(n, p)) −
(

(r−1)d
r log d

) 1

r−1

(

(r−1)d
r log d

)
1

r−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ε

2
(11)

with probability at least 1−o(1/n). But now note that with probability Ω(n−1/2) the number
of edges in Hr(n, p) is precisely M . Thus we have that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

χ(Hr(n,M)) −
(

(r−1)d
r log d

)
1

r−1

(

(r−1)d
r log d

)
1

r−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ε

2

with probability at least 1 − o(n−1/2). This proves the first inequality, and the second one
follows similarly.
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Now we will start to transform Hr(n,m) to the random regular hypergraph Hr(n, d). This
transformation will involve first removing some edges from vertices of degree larger than d,
and then adding some edges to vertices of degree less than d. We define the rank of a point
pi ∈ Vj, to be the number of points pi′ ∈ Vj such that i′ ≤ i. We form a new set of points
P ′ ⊆ P and a partition R′ of P ′ as follows. For any Rk ∈ R containing a point with rank
more than d, we delete Rk from R and delete all points of Rk from P . Note that each bucket
contains at most r points of P ′. Note also that R′ is a uniform random partition of P ′. We
let HR′ be the natural hypergraph associated with R′.

Now we would like to put some more points into the buckets until each bucket has exactly d
points, arriving at some set of points P ′′ ⊇ P ′. We would also like a uniform partition R′′ of
P ′′ into sets of size r, and we would like R′′ to have many of the same parts as R′. We will
accomplish this by constructing a sequence P ′

1 := P ′ ⊆ P ′
2 ⊆ . . . ⊆ P ′

ℓ =: P ′′ of point sets
and a sequence R′

1 := R′,R′
2, . . . ,R′

ℓ =: R′′ where R′
j is a uniform random partition of P ′

j .

We construct P ′
j+1,R′

j+1 from P ′
j ,R′

j as follows. Suppose |R′
j | = a (in other words R′

j has
a parts), so |P ′

j| = ra. P ′
j+1 will simply be P ′

j plus r new points. Now we will choose a
random value K ∈ {1, . . . , r} using the distribution P[K = k] = qk(a), where qk(a) is defined
as follows.

Definition 1. Consider a random partition of ra+r points into a+1 parts of size r, and fix
some set Q of r points. Then for 1 ≤ k ≤ r, the number qk(a) is defined to be the probability
that Q meets exactly k parts of the partition.

We will then remove a uniform random set of K − 1 parts from R′
j , leaving Kr points in

P ′
j+1 which are not in any remaining part of R′

j . We partition those points into K parts of
size r such that each part contains at least one new point (each such partition being equally
likely), arriving at our partition R′

j+1.

We claim that R′
j+1 is a uniform random partition of P ′

j+1 into parts of size r. Indeed, first
consider the r new points that are in P ′

j+1 which were not in P ′
j. The probability that a

uniform random partition of P ′
j+1 would have exactly k parts containing at least one new

point is qk. So we can generate such a random partition as follows: first choose a random
value K with P[K = k] = qk; next we choose a uniform random set of (K − 1)r points from
P ′
j ; next we choose a partition of the set of points consisting of P ′

j+1 \ P ′
j together with the

points from P ′
j we chose in the last step, where the partition we choose is uniformly random

from among all partitions such that each part contains at least one point of P ′
j+1 \P ′

j ; finally,
we choose a uniform partition of the rest of the points. In our case this partition of the rest
of the points comprises the current partition of the “unused” (a −K + 1)r points. At the
end of this process we have that HR′′ is distributed as Hr(n, d).
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3.2.1 Bounding the number of low degree vertices in HR′

We define some sets of buckets. We show that w.h.p. there are few small buckets i.e few
vertices of low degree in the hypregraph HR′ . Let S0 be the buckets with at most d−3d1/2 log d
points of P ′, and let S1 be the buckets with at most d−2d1/2 log d points of P . Let S2 be the
set of buckets that, when we remove points from P ′ to get P , have at least d1/2 log d points
removed. Then S0 ⊆ S1 ∪ S2. Our goal is to bound the probability that S0 is too large.

Fix a bucket Vj and let X ∼ Bin
(

rm, 1
n

)

be the number of points of P in Vj . Then the
probability that Vj is in S1 satisfies

P[Vj ∈ S1] = P
[

X ≤ d− 2d1/2 log d
]

= P

[

X − rm

n
≤ −d1/2 log d

]

≤ exp

[

− d log2 d

3(d− d1/2 log d)

]

= exp
[

−Ω
(

log2 d
)]

,

where for our inequality we have used the Chernoff bound (Lemma 2). Therefore E[|S0|] ≤
exp

[

−Ω
(

log2 d
)]

n. Now we argue that |S1| is concentrated using McDiarmid’s inequality
(Lemma 3). For our application we let X = |S1| which is a function (say f) of the vector
(Z1, . . . Zrm) where Zi tells us which bucket the ith point of P went into. Moving a point
from one bucket to another can only change |S1| by at most 1 so we use c = 1. Thus we get
the bound

P(|X − E[X ]| ≥ n2/3) ≤ 2 exp

(

−n4/3

2rm

)

= o(1). (12)

Now we handle S2. For 1 ≤ j ≤ n let Yj be the number of parts Rk ∈ R such that Rk

contains a point in the bucket Vj as well as a point in some bucket Vj′ where |Vj′| > d. Note
that if Vj ∈ S2 then Yj ≥ d1/2 log d. We view Rk as a set of r points, say {q1, . . . , qr} each
going into a uniform random bucket. Say qi goes to bucket Vji. The probability that Rk is
counted by Yj is at most

rP[j1 = j and |Vj1| > d] + r(r − 1)P[j1 = j and |Vj2| > d]

=
r

n
P[|Vj1| > d

∣

∣j1 = j] +
r(r − 1)

n
P[|Vj2| > d

∣

∣j1 = j]

≤ r2

n
P[|Vj1| > d

∣

∣j1 = j]

≤ r2

n
P[Bin(rm− 1, 1/n) ≥ d] =

r2

n
exp

[

−Ω
(

log2 d
)]

.

Thus we have

E[Yj] = m · r
2

n
exp

[

−Ω
(

log2 d
)]

≤ rd exp
[

−Ω
(

log2 d
)]

= rd1/2 exp
[

−Ω
(

log2 d
)]

and so Markov’s inequality gives us

P
[

Yj ≥ d1/2 log d
]

≤ rd exp
[

−Ω
(

log2 d
)]

d1/2 log d
= exp

[

−Ω
(

log2 d
)]
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and so E[|S2|] = n exp
[

−Ω
(

log2 d
)]

. We use McDiarmid’s inequality once more, this time
with X = |S2|. A change in choice of bucket changes |S2| by at most one and so (12)
continues to hold. Thus

|S0| = n exp
[

−Ω
(

log2 d
)]

. w.h.p.

3.2.2 A property of independent subsets of Hr(n,m)

Fix 1 ≤ j ≤ r − 1. Set

a :=
(

1 +
ε

2

)

(

r log d

(r − 1)d

)
1

r−1

, κj :=
10d

r

(

r

j

)

aj , p :=
d(r − 1)!

nr−1
.

The expected number of independent sets A in Hr(n, p) of size at most an such that there
are κjn edges each having j vertices in A is at most

an
∑

s=1

(

n

s

)

(1 − p)(
s
r)
(
(

s
j

)(

n
r−j

)

κjn

)

pκjn

≤
an
∑

s=1

exp







s log
(en

s

)

−
(

s

r

)

p + κjn log





e (an)j

j!
nr−j

(r−j)!
p

κjn











=

an
∑

s=1

exp

{

s log
(en

s

)

−
(

s

r

)

p + κjn log

(

eaj

10

)}

≤ an · exp

{[

log
(e

a

)

− 10d

r

(

r

j

)

aj−1 log

(

10

e

)]

an

}

= o(1/n)

where the last line follows since as d → ∞ we have

log
(e

a

)

∼ 1

r − 1
log d

and
10d

r

(

r

j

)

aj−1 log

(

10

e

)

= Ω
(

d
r−j

j−1 log−
j−1

r−1 d
)

≫ log d.

Thus with probability 1 − o(1/n), Hr(n, p) has a coloring using (1 + ε/2)
(

(r−1)d
r log d

) 1

r−1

colors

such that for each color class A and for each 1 ≤ j ≤ r− 1 there are at most κjn edges with
j vertices in A. The hypergraph Hr(n,m), m =

(

n
r

)

p will have this property w.h.p..

3.2.3 Transforming HR′ into Hr(n, d)

Now we will complete the transformation to the random regular hypergraph Hr(n, d). We
are open to the possibility that doing so will render our coloring no longer proper, since this
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process will involve changing some edges which might then be contained in a color class. We
will keep track of how many such “bad” edges there are and then repair our coloring at the
end.

We have to add at most (3d1/2 log d + d exp
[

−Ω
(

log2 d
)]

)n < (4d1/2 log d)n points, which
takes at most as many steps. For each color class A of HR′ define XA,j = XA,j(i) to
be the number of edges with j vertices in A at step i. We have already established that
XA,j(0) ≤ κjn. This follows from Section 3.2.2 and the fact that we have removed edges
from H(n,m) to obtain HR′ . Let Ei be the event that at step i we have that for each color
class A and for each 1 ≤ j ≤ r − 1 we have XA,j(i) ≤ 2κjn. Then, assuming Ei holds, the
probability that XA,j increases at step i is at most

∑

1≤k≤r, jℓ≥1
j1+···+jk=j

∏

1≤ℓ≤k

2κjℓn

nd/r
=

∑

1≤k≤r, jℓ≥1
j1+···+jk=j

∏

1≤ℓ≤k

20

(

r

jk

)

ajk ≤
∑

1≤k≤r, jℓ≥1
j1+···+jk=j

20r2r2aj ≤ 40r2r2aj.

Also, the largest possible increase in XA,j in one step is r. Thus, the final value of XA,j

after at most (4d1/2 log d)n steps is stochastically dominated by κjn + rY where Y ∼
Bin
(

(4d1/2 log d)n, 40r2r2aj
)

. An easy application of the Chernoff bound tells us

P (Y > 2E[Y ]) ≤ exp(−Ω(n)). (13)

Note that here
2E[Y ]

κjn
=

8d1/2 log d · 40r2r2ajn

10d
(

r
j

)

ajn/r
= O(d−1/2 log d) < 1

for sufficiently large d. Thus, using (13) and the union bound over all color classes A, we
have w.h.p. the final value of XA,j is at most κjn + 2E[Y ] ≤ 2κjn for all 1 ≤ j ≤ r − 1.

Now we address “bad” edges, i.e. edges contained in a color class. Assuming Ei holds, the ex-
pected number of new edges contained in any color class at step i is at most r(40)r2r2+2rar =

O
(

(

log d
d

)
r

r−1

)

(because it would have to be one of the colors of one of the vertices we are

adding points to). Thus the expected number of bad edges created in (4d1/2 log d)n steps

is stochastically dominated by Z ∼ r · Bin
(

(4d1/2 log d)n,O
(

(

log d
d

)
r

r−1

)

)

. Another easy

application of Chernoff shows that w.h.p. Z ≤ 2E[Z] = O(d−1/2n).

We repair the coloring as follows. First we uncolor one vertex from each bad edge, and let
the set of uncolored vertices be U where |U | = u = O

(

d−1/2n
)

. Let

δ :=
ε

2

(

(r − 1)d

r log d

)
1

r−1

.

We claim that for every S ⊆ U, |S| = s, the hypergraph induced on S has at most δs/r
edges. This will complete our proof since it implies that the minimum degree is at most δ
and so U can be recolored using a fresh set of δ colors, yielding a coloring of Hr(n, d) using

10



at most

χ(Hr(n,M)) + δ ≤
(

1 +
ε

2

)

(

(r − 1)d

r log d

)
1

r−1

+
ε

2

(

(r − 1)d

r log d

)
1

r−1

= (1 + ε)

(

(r − 1)d

r log d

)
1

r−1

colors. The expected number of sets S with more than δs/r edges is at most

∑

1≤s≤u

(

n

s

)(
(

ds
r

)

δs/r

)

1
(

dn
r

)(

dn−r
r

)

. . .
(

dn−δs+r
r

)

≤
∑

1≤s≤u

(ne

s

)s
(

(dse/r)re

δs/r

)δs/r
(r!)δs/r

(dn− δs)δs

≤
∑

1≤s≤u

[

ne

s

(

dse

(dn− δs)r

)δ (
er · r!

δs

)δ/r
]s

. (14)

Now for 1 ≤ s ≤ √
n the term in (14) is at most

[

O(n) ·
(

O(n−1/2)
)δ · O(1)

]s

= o(1/n)

since δ can be made arbitrarily large by choosing d large. Meanwhile for
√
n ≤ s ≤ u we

have that the term in (14) is at most

[

O(n1/2) · O(1) ·
(

O(n−1/2)
)δ/r
]s

= o(1/n).

Now since (14) has O(n) terms the whole sum is o(1) and we are done. This completes the
proof of Theorem 1.

4 Summary

We have asymptotically computed the chromatic number of random r-uniform, d-regular
hypergraphs when proper colorings mean that no edge is mono-chromatic. It would seem
likely that the approach we took would extend to other definitions of proper coloring. We
have not attempted to use second moment calculations to further narrow our estimates.
These would seem to be two natural lines of further research.
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