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Edge-coloring a graph G so that every copy of a graph H has an

odd color class

Patrick Bennett ∗ Emily Heath † Shira Zerbib ‡

August 22, 2023

Abstract

Recently, Alon [1] introduced the notion of an H-code for a graph H : a collection of graphs on vertex
set [n] is an H-code if it contains no two members whose symmetric difference is isomorphic to H . Let

DH(n) denote the maximum possible cardinality of an H-code, and let dH(n) = DH(n)/2(
n

2). Alon
observed that a lower bound on dH(n) can be obtained by attaining an upper bound on the number of
colors needed to edge-color Kn so that every copy of H has an odd color class.

Motivated by this observation, we define g(G,H) to be the minimum number of colors needed to
edge-color a graph G so that every copy of H has an odd color class. We prove g(Kn,K5) ≤ no(1) and
g(Kn,n, C4) = n/2+ o(n). The first result shows dK5(n) ≥

1

no(1) and was obtained independently in [12].

1 Introduction

Given a graph G and a subgraph H , let g(G,H) be the minimum number of colors needed to edge-color G
so that every copy of H sees some color an odd number of times. The problem of determining g(G,H) is a
natural question motivated by recent work of Alon [1] introducing the related notion of graph-codes.

Let V = [n] and let H be a family of graphs on the set of vertices [n] which is closed under isomorphism. A
collection of graphs F on [n] is called an H-code if it contains no two members whose symmetric difference
is a graph in H. For the special case that H contains all copies of a single graph H on [n] this is called an
H-code. Let DH(n) denote the maximum possible cardinality of an H-code, and let

dH(n) =
DH(n)

2(
n

2)

be the maximum possible fraction of the total number of graphs on [n] in an H-code. If H consists of all
graphs isomorphic to one graph H , denote dH(n) by dH(n).

In the case where H consists of all graphs with independence number at most 2, a result of Ellis, Filmus and
Friedgut [10] shows that dH(n) = 1/8 for n ≥ 3. Berger and Zhao [5] proved the analogous result for the
family H of graphs with independence number at most 3, showing that dH(n) = 1/64 for all n ≥ 4. In [2],
Alon, Gujgiczer, Körner, Milojević, and Simonyi studied DH(n) and dH(n) for several families H, such as
disconnected graphs, graphs that are not 2-connected, non-Hamiltonian graphs, graphs that contain or do
not contain a spanning star, graphs that contain an induced or non-induced copy of a fixed graph T , and
graphs that do not contain such a subgraph. Alon [1] also studied the cases for cliques, stars, and matchings.

In [1], Alon mentions that the case H = K, where K is the family of all cliques, is of particular interest.
This case is motivated by a conjecture of Gowers (see [14, 1]). Further, he comments that dK4(n) ≥

1
no(1) .
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This result follows from the existence of an edge-coloring of Kn by no(1) colors with no copy of K4 in which
every color appears an even number of times; that is, g(Kn,K4) ≤ no(1). A coloring with this property was
given in [7], modifying constructions in [8, 16]. In our first result, we show that the same coloring has the
property that there exists no copy of K5 in which every color appears an even number of times. We prove:

Theorem 1.1. We have g(Kn,K5) ≤ no(1).

This, together with a similar argument to that in [1], implies the following.

Theorem 1.2. We have dK5(n) ≥
1

no(1) .

Very recently, Ge, Xu, and Zhang [12] also independently obtained this result using a similar method. They
further note that g(Kn,K5) ≥ Ω(logn).

As is observed in [1], if every member of H has an odd number of edges then dH(n) ≥ 1
2 , as the family of

all graphs on [n] with an even number of edges forms an H-code. Thus, when considering cliques, the next
interesting case is the case of H = K8. We do not know if the same coloring, or some generalization of it,
has the property that there exists no copy of K8 in which every color appears an even number of times. As
our method relies on case analysis, it will be hard to generalize it to the case of K8.

An upper bound on g(Kn,Kp) for larger p follows from recent work of Bennett, Delcourt, Li, and Postle [3]
on the generalized Ramsey number f(n, p, q), that is, the minimum number of colors needed to color E(Kn)
so that every copy of Kp sees at least q colors. Until recently, the best upper bound on f(n, p, q) for general
p, q was the original bound of Erdős and Gyárfás [11] obtained using the Lovász Local Lemma. Bennett,
Dudek, and English [4] used a random greedy process to improve this bound by a logarithmic factor for
values of q and p with q ≤ (p2 − 26p+ 55)/4. In [3], their result is extended to all values of p and q except
at the values q =

(

p
2

)

− p+ 2 and q =
(

p
2

)

−
⌊

p
2

⌋

+ 2, where the local lemma bound is known to be tight.

Theorem 1.3 (Bennett, Delcourt, Li, Postle [3]). For fixed positive integers p, q with p− 2 not divisible by
(

p
2

)

− q + 1, we have

f(n, p, q) = O

(

(

np−2

logn

)
1

(p2)−q+1

)

.

In fact, Theorem 1.3 is generalized in [3] to give an analogous upper bound in a list-coloring setting for
any subgraph (not only cliques) and in hypergraphs with higher uniformity. Note that Theorem 1.3 with
q =

(

p
2

)

/2 + 1 implies that

g(Kn,Kp) = O





(

np−2

logn

)2/(p2)


 .

Indeed, any (p, 1
2

(

p
2

)

+1)-coloring of Kn has the stronger condition that some color must appear exactly once
in each p-clique.

Our second result focuses on the question of determining g(Kn,n, C4). In order to prove an upper bound,
we will construct a coloring using the “forbidden submatching method” recently introduced by Delcourt
and Postle [9] and independently by Glock, Joos, Kim, Kühn, and Lichev [13] as “conflict-free hypergraph
matchings.” In [15], Joos and Mubayi use the variant of the method from [13] along with a probabilistic
argument to show that f(Kn,n, C4, 3) =

2
3n+ o(n). Note that this implies g(Kn,n, C4) ≤

2
3n+ o(n). We use

a similar approach to show the stronger upper bound of g(Kn,n, C4) ≤
1
2n+ o(n). As such, combined with

a short proof that g(Kn,n, C4) > n/2, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 1.4. We have g(Kn,n, C4) =
1
2n+ o(n).

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we prove Theorem 1.2. In Section 3, we give the
necessary preliminaries to state the main tool for the proof of Theorem 1.4, namely the theorem on forbidden
submatchings given in [13]. Finally, in Section 4, we prove Theorem 1.4.
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2 Proof of Theorem 1.1

A (p, q)-coloring of Kn is an edge-coloring in which each p-clique receives at least q colors. In 2015, Conlon,
Fox, Lee, and Sudakov [8] constructed a (p, p−1)-coloring with no(1) colors. In 2017, Cameron and Heath [6]
used a modified version of their (5, 4)-coloring as part of their construction of a (5, 5)-coloring with n1/3+o(1)

colors. We will prove that this “Modified CFLS” (5, 4)-coloring using no(1) colors guarantees that every K5

contains some color an odd number of times.

Let n = 2m
2

for some positive integers m. We will view the vertices of Kn as binary strings of length m2;
that is, V = {0, 1}m

2

. For each v ∈ V , let v(i) denote the ith block of bits of length m in v, so

v =
(

v(1), v(2), . . . , v(m)
)

,

where each v(i) ∈ {0, 1}m.

Note that we can assign a linear order to the vertices by considering each to be an integer represented in
binary and taking the standard ordering of these integers. That is, x < y if and only if the first bit of
difference between x and y is zero in x and one in y. Furthermore, each m-block of our vertices can be
viewed as a binary representation of an integer from 0 to 2m− 1, so the m-blocks can be ordered in the same
way.

Let x, y ∈ V such that x < y. Let i be the first index for which x(i) 6= y(i), and for each k ∈ [m], let ik be
the first index at which a bit of x(k) differs from the corresponding bit of y(k), or ik = 0 if x(k) = y(k). In
addition, for each k ∈ [m], let

δk =

{

+1 x(k) ≤ y(k),

−1 x(k) > y(k).

The Modified CFLS coloring assigns to the edge xy the color

ϕ(xy) = ((i, {x, y}) , i1, i2, . . . , im, δ1, δ2, . . . , δm) .

It was shown in [6] that the number of colors in the Modified CFLS coloring is 2O(
√
log n log logn). We will

now show that if Kn is edge-colored by the Modified CFLS coloring then every copy of K5 has an odd color
class.

Let E(Kn) be colored by the Modified CFLS coloring ϕ given by Cameron and Heath [6]. Then every copy
of K5 contains at least 4 distinct colors. If a copy of K5 contains at least six colors, then clearly some color
appears in this K5 exactly once, giving us the odd color we desire. Therefore, we only need to consider copies
of K5 which contain four or five colors under ϕ. The case where K5 contains exactly four colors is easy to
understand; indeed, Cameron and Heath [7] characterized the colorings of K5 with exactly four colors which
can appear under ϕ.

Theorem 2.1. Let p ≥ 3 and let the edges of Kn be colored with the Modified CFLS (p, p− 1)-coloring. The
only p-cliques that contain exactly p− 1 distinct edge-colors are isomorphic (as edge-colored graphs) to one
of the edge-colored p-cliques given in the definition below.

Definition 2.2. Given an edge-coloring f : E(Kn) → C, we say that a subset S ⊆ V (Kn) has a leftover
structure under f if either |S| = 1 or there exists a bipartition of S into nonempty sets A and B for which

• A and B each have a leftover structure under f ;

• f(A) ∩ f(B) = ∅; and

• there is a fixed color α ∈ C such that f(a, b) = α for all a ∈ A and all b ∈ B, and α /∈ f(A) and
α /∈ f(B).

In particular, there are only three such leftover configurations in the p = 5 setting, shown in Figure 1 below.
Note that in each case, there is a color which appears exactly once. Thus, it suffices to consider colorings of
K5 with exactly five colors.
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Figure 1: The three leftover colorings of K5 with four colors under ϕ
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Figure 2: Forbidden configurations under ϕ with four vertices

Assume towards a contradiction that ϕ permits some coloring of K5 with exactly 5 colors, each appearing an
even number of times. Call these colors α, β, γ, π, and θ. Then each color class is either a matching of two
disjoint edges or a path with two adjacent edges. We say that such colorings of K5 are 2-2-2-2-2 colorings.

Lemma 2.3. No vertex in a 2-2-2-2-2 coloring of K5 can be incident to edges of only two colors.

Proof. If there was such a vertex, then the other four vertices would form a copy of K4 with three colors
appearing twice each. But, each such coloring of K4 is one of the configurations shown in Figure 2, which
were shown to be forbidden under ϕ in [6].

Now we will prove a series of lemmas showing that several other common configurations (in Figure 3) are
forbidden under ϕ. Throughout these proofs, when referring to some color α, we will let α0 denote the
0-coordinate of the color (of the form (i, {x, y})) and let αk denote the k-coordinate of the color, that is, the

index of the first bit of difference between the kth blocks. Furthermore, if x, y ∈ {0, 1}m
2

are two vectors
and x(k) = y(k) (where x(k) is the kth m-block of x), then we say that x and y agree at k; otherwise, we say
x and y disagree at k.

Lemma 2.4. The configuration with five distinct vertices a, b, c, d, e ∈ V for which ϕ(be) = ϕ(cd), ϕ(ab) =
ϕ(de), and ϕ(bc) = ϕ(ae), as in Figure 3a, is forbidden.

Proof. Assume towards a contradiction that for distinct vertices a, b, c, d, e, we have ϕ(be) = ϕ(cd) = α,
ϕ(ab) = ϕ(de) = β, and ϕ(bc) = ϕ(ae) = γ. Let α0 = (i, {x, y}). First suppose b(i) = c(i) = x and
e(i) = d(i) = y. Then βi = 0 since d and e agree at i, and γi = 0 since b and c agree at i. But then a(i) = x
(because ϕ(ab) = β, βi = 0 and b(i) = x), and similarly a(i) = y (because ϕ(ae) = γ, γi = 0 and e(i) = y),
a contradiction since x 6= y. So, instead suppose that b(i) = d(i) = x and c(i) = e(i) = y. Then βi = t, the
first index of difference between d(i) = x and e(i) = y. Similarly, γi = t. Let a(i) = w. Then since ϕ(ab) = β
and βi = t, we know xj = wj for all 1 ≤ j ≤ t − 1 and xt 6= wt. Similarly, since ϕ(ae) = γ and γi = t, we
have yj = wj for all 1 ≤ j ≤ t − 1 and yt 6= wt. But since {xt, yt} = {0, 1}, this leaves no choice for wt, a
contradiction.

Lemma 2.5. The configuration with five distinct vertices a, b, c, d, e ∈ V for which ϕ(ac) = ϕ(bc), ϕ(ab) =
ϕ(bd), ϕ(ad) = ϕ(de), and ϕ(ae) = ϕ(ec), as in Figure 3b, is forbidden.
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Figure 3: Forbidden configurations under ϕ with five vertices

Proof. Assume for contradiction that for distinct vertices a, b, c, d, e, we have ϕ(ac) = ϕ(bc) = α, ϕ(ab) =
ϕ(bd) = β, ϕ(ad) = ϕ(de) = γ, and ϕ(ae) = ϕ(ec) = π. Let α0 = (i, {x, y}), and let c(i) = x and
a(i) = b(i) = y. Then βi = 0 since a and b agree at i, which implies d(i) = y as well. Now we conclude γi = 0
since a and d agree at i, which implies e(i) = y too. But now πi = 0 since a and e agree at i, while also
πi 6= 0 since c and e disagree at i, a contradiction.

Lemma 2.6. Any 2-2-2-2-2 coloring of K5 with a rainbow 5-cycle and at least one matching, as in Figure 3c,
is forbidden under ϕ.

Proof. Assume towards a contradiction that for distinct vertices a, b, c, d, e ∈ V , we have ϕ(be) = ϕ(cd) = α,
ϕ(ab) = β, ϕ(bc) = γ, ϕ(de) = π, and ϕ(ea) = θ. Note that since this is a 2-2-2-2-2 coloring of K5, we
have {ϕ(bd), ϕ(ce)} = {β, θ}, since otherwise we would find a copy of the forbidden configuration shown in
Figure 2a using the colors {α, γ} or {α, π}. This implies {ϕ(ac), ϕ(ad)} = {π, γ}.

Suppose first that ϕ(bd) = β and ϕ(ce) = θ. If ϕ(ac) = π and ϕ(ad) = γ, we find the forbidden configuration
shown in Figure 3a in colors {α, γ, π}. If instead ϕ(ac) = γ and ϕ(ad) = π, then we find the forbidden
configuration shown in Figure 3b in colors {β, γ, π, θ}. So, we must have ϕ(bd) = θ and ϕ(ce) = β, and we
get the forbidden configuration shown in Figure 3a in colors {α, β, θ}, a contradiction.

Lemma 2.7. The configuration with five distinct vertices a, b, c, d, e ∈ V for which ϕ(bc) = ϕ(de), ϕ(ad) =
ϕ(cd), and ϕ(ab) = ϕ(ac) as in Figure 3d, is forbidden.

Proof. Assume towards a contradiction that for distinct vertices a, b, c, d, e, we have ϕ(bc) = ϕ(de) = α,
ϕ(ad) = ϕ(cd) = β, and ϕ(ab) = ϕ(ac) = γ. Let α0 = (i, {x, y}). First suppose b(i) = e(i) = x and
c(i) = d(i) = y. Then βi = 0 since b and c agree at i, and hence a(i) = y as well. But now γi = 0 since a
and c agree at i while also γi 6= 0 since a and b disagree at i, a contradiction. So, it must be the case that
b(i) = d(i) = x and c(i) = e(i) = y.

Now βi = t, the first index of difference between c(i) = y and d(i) = x. Say a(i) = w. Since ϕ(ad) = β,
we know that xj = wj for all 1 ≤ j ≤ t − 1 and xt 6= wt. Then since xt 6= yt as well, we have wt = yt.
Furthermore, βi = t implies that wj = xj = yj for all 1 ≤ j ≤ t− 1, so the first index of difference between
w and y must be greater than t. Now consider γi. Since ϕ(ac) = γ, we know γi > t. But ϕ(ab) = γ implies
that γi = t, a contradiction.

5



Lemma 2.8. The configuration with five distinct vertices a, b, c, d, e ∈ V for which ϕ(ab) = ϕ(be), ϕ(bc) =
ϕ(ac), ϕ(cd) = ϕ(bd), ϕ(de) = ϕ(ce), and ϕ(ae) = ϕ(ad), as in Figure 3e, is forbidden.

Proof. Assume towards a contradiction that for distinct vertices a, b, c, d, e, we have ϕ(ab) = ϕ(be) = α,
ϕ(bc) = ϕ(ac) = β, ϕ(cd) = ϕ(bd) = γ, ϕ(de) = ϕ(ce) = π, and ϕ(ae) = ϕ(ad) = θ. Let α0 = (i, {x, y}),
and let a(i) = e(i) = x and b(i) = y. Then θi = 0 since a and e agree at i, which implies d(i) = x as well.
Similarly, πi = 0 since d and e agree at i, which forces c(i) = x. But now γi = 0 because c and d agree at i,
while γi 6= 0 since b and d disagree at i, a contradiction.

Finally, we are ready to show that every 2-2-2-2-2 coloring of K5 is forbidden by ϕ. We will do this by
splitting our proof into cases based on the number of matchings and paths in a 2-2-2-2-2 configuration.

Lemma 2.9. There is no 2-2-2-2-2 configuration in ϕ in which all five color classes are paths of length 2.

Proof. Assume for contradiction that such a coloring of K5 exists under ϕ. First, we will show that this K5

must contain a rainbow cycle. To this end, note that each monochromatic path of length 2 is contained in
two 5-cycles in our K5. So if all the 5 colors are length 2 paths, there are at most 10 cycles in K5 that are
not rainbow. But since there are 12 distinct 5-cycles in K5, there must be at least two 5-cycles containing
no monochromatic path; that is, there must be some rainbow cycle.

Consider this rainbow cycle and suppose ϕ(ab) = α, ϕ(bc) = β, ϕ(cd) = γ, ϕ(de) = π, and ϕ(ea) = θ.
Since the color class of α forms a length 2 path, there are two cases up to symmetry: either ϕ(be) = α, or
ϕ(bd) = α.

First suppose ϕ(be) = α. Note that ϕ(bd) ∈ {γ, π}, because by Lemma 2.3, b must be adjacent to edges
of at least three colors, and we know each color class is a path. This forces ϕ(ad) = θ because d must
be adjacent to edges of at least three colors by Lemma 2.3, and since β forms a path. If ϕ(bd) = π,
then {ϕ(ac), ϕ(ce)} = {β, γ}, contradicting Lemma 2.3 at c. So, it must be the case that ϕ(bd) = γ and
{ϕ(ac), ϕ(ce)} = {β, π}. Since π forms a path, this implies ϕ(ac) = β and ϕ(ce) = π. However, this is the
forbidden configuration in Figure 3e, so we reach a contradiction.

Now instead suppose ϕ(bd) = α. By Lemma 2.3, and because γ must form a path, we have ϕ(be) ∈ {π, θ}.
Then ϕ(ce) ∈ {β, γ} since Lemma 2.3 requires at least three colors on the edges incident to e. This forces
ϕ(ac) = θ, which in turns implies ϕ(be) = π. Finally, since β must be a path, we have ϕ(ad) = γ and
ϕ(ce) = β. But now we again have the forbidden configuration in Figure 3e, a contradiction.

Lemma 2.10. There is no 2-2-2-2-2 configuration in ϕ in which one color classes is a matching and the
rest are paths.

Proof. Assume towards a contradiction that distinct vertices a, b, c, d, e ∈ V form a 2-2-2-2-2 coloring of K5

where one color class is a matching and four are paths. Let ϕ(ab) = ϕ(cd) = α. Consider the path in color
β. If e is incident to two edges of color β, then by Lemma 2.3, the other two edges incident to e must
receive distinct colors, say γ and π. Now the fifth color θ must appear on a path in the subgraph induced by
{a, b, c, d}. But this forms a forbidden configuration as in Figure 2a in colors θ and α, a contradiction. Since
the same argument applies to γ, π, and θ, we know e is incident to edges of four distinct colors. However,
there is only one such configuration in which the color classes of β, γ, π, and θ are all paths, and it is the
forbidden configuration shown in Figure 3b, so we again reach a contradiction.

Lemma 2.11. There is no 2-2-2-2-2 configuration in ϕ in which two color classes are matchings and three
are paths.

Proof. Assume for contradiction that distinct vertices a, b, c, d, e ∈ V form a 2-2-2-2-2 coloring of K5 with
matchings in colors α and β and paths in colors γ, π, θ. If α and β form an alternating path, say ϕ(ab) =
ϕ(cd) = α and ϕ(bc) = ϕ(de) = β, then consider the edge bd. Without loss of generality, ϕ(bd) = γ. If
ϕ(be) = γ or ϕ(ad) = γ, then there is a copy of the forbidden configuration in Figure 2a. So, the other edge
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of color γ must be one of ac, ce, or ae. But in these cases, γ would form a matching rather than a path, a
contradiction.

Now suppose α and β form an alternating cycle, say ϕ(ab) = ϕ(cd) = α and ϕ(bc) = ϕ(ad) = β. Since all
remaining edges receives colors in {γ, π, θ}, we know that the two edges incident to e must receive the same
color. Without loss of generality, say ϕ(ae) = ϕ(be) = γ. Lemma 2.3 implies that π and θ each appear on
one of the edges ce and de. Furthermore, since the color classes of π and θ are paths, we may assume that
ϕ(ac) = ϕ(ce) = π and ϕ(bd) = ϕ(de) = θ. But now the colors α, γ, and π form a forbidden configuration
as in Figure 3d, a contradiction.

Lemma 2.12. There is no 2-2-2-2-2 configuration in ϕ in which three color classes are matchings and two
are paths.

Proof. Assume for contradiction that distinct vertices a, b, c, d, e ∈ V form a 2-2-2-2-2 coloring of K5 with
three color classes that are matchings and two color classes that are paths. Let ϕ(ab) = ϕ(bc) = α and
ϕ(ac) = β. Then either β is a path, or a matching.

First suppose β forms a path. Without loss of generality, ϕ(cd) = β. Then ad receives some third color, say
ϕ(ad) = γ, and γ forms a matching. We cannot have ϕ(ec) = γ without forming a forbidden configuration as
in Figure 2a with colors {β, γ}, so ϕ(be) = γ is forced. Now the remaining three edges incident to e should
be colored with the two colors π and θ, contradicting the fact that π and θ both form a matching each.

Therefore, β must form a matching. Since we must avoid the forbidden configuration in Figure 2a, the other
edge colored β cannot be incident to b, which implies ϕ(de) = β. Consider where the second monochromatic
path, say in color γ, can occur. If b is not incident to an edge of color γ, then we find a forbidden configuration
as in Figure 2a in colors {β, γ}. So, b must be incident to an edge of color γ, say ϕ(bd) = γ. By Lemma 2.3,
ϕ(be) 6= γ, so either cd or ad also receive color γ.

In both cases, there are three remaining edges incident to e which must be colored with {π, θ}, but both π
and θ form matchings in the K5, a contradiction.

Lemma 2.13. There is no 2-2-2-2-2 configuration in ϕ in which four color classes are matchings and one
is a path.

Proof. Assume towards a contradiction that distinct vertices a, b, c, d, e ∈ V form a 2-2-2-2-2 coloring of K5

with a path in color α and four matchings. Let ϕ(ab) = ϕ(bc) = α, and say ϕ(bc) = β. Then β cannot
appear on the edges bd or be, otherwise there is a copy of the forbidden configuration in Figure 2a. So, since
β forms a matching, we must have ϕ(de) = β. Now the remaining six edges in this K5 form a copy of K2,3

on vertex set {a, b, c}∪ {d, e} which must be colored with three colors, but this cannot occur when all three
color classes are matchings of size two.

Lemma 2.14. There is no 2-2-2-2-2 configuration in ϕ in which all five color classes are matchings.

Proof. Assume towards a contradiction that distinct vertices a, b, c, d, e ∈ V form a 2-2-2-2-2 coloring of K5

where each color class is a matching. Without loss of generality, assume ϕ(ab) = ϕ(cd) = α and ϕ(bc) = β.
Then up to symmetry, there are two cases: either ϕ(ad) = β or ϕ(de) = β.

Consider the case ϕ(ad) = β. Let ϕ(ae) = γ. Then since γ is a matching, we must have ϕ(bd) = γ as well.
But then the remaining two colors cannot both form matchings, since two of the edges be, ce, and de must
receive the same color by pigeon-hole principle.

Thus, we may assume ϕ(de) = β instead. Let ϕ(ae) = γ. Then since γ must form a matching, we have
ϕ(bd) = γ as well. However, this forms the forbidden configuration shown in Figure 3a, a contradiction.

Combining the results of Lemmas 2.9-2.14 shows that ϕ forbids all 2-2-2-2-2 colorings of K5. Therefore, any
K5 which appears under ϕ must contain some color an odd number of times.
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3 Forbidden submatching method

We will use the simplified version presented in [15] of the conflict-free hypergraph matching theorem from [13]
to prove Theorem 1.4. In order to state this theorem, we will need to introduce some terminology and
notation.

Given a hypergraph H and a vertex v ∈ V (H), its degree degH(v) is the number of edges in H containing v.
The maximum degree and minimum degree of H are denoted by ∆(H) and δ(H), respectively. For j ≥ 2,
∆j(H) denotes the maximum number of edges in H which contain a particular set of j vertices, over all such
sets.

In addition, for a (not necessarily uniform) hypergraph C and an integer k, let C(k) be the set of edges in C
of size k. For a vertex u ∈ V (C), let Cu denote the hypergraph {C\{u} | C ∈ E(C), u ∈ C}.

Given a hypergraph H, a hypergraph C is a conflict system for H if V (C) = E(H). A set of edges E ⊂ H is
C-free if E contains no subset C ∈ C. Given integers d ≥ 1, ℓ ≥ 3, and ε ∈ (0, 1), we say C is (d, ℓ, ε)-bounded
if C satisfies the following conditions:

(C1) 3 ≤ |C| ≤ ℓ for all C ∈ C;

(C2) ∆(C(j)) ≤ ℓdj−1 for all 3 ≤ j ≤ ℓ;

(C3) ∆j′(C
(j)) ≤ dj−j′−ε for all 2 ≤ j′ < j ≤ ℓ.

Finally, given a (d, ℓ, ε)-bounded conflict system C for a hypergraph H, we will define a type of weight
function which can be used to guarantee that the almost-perfect matching given by Theorem 3.1 below
satisfies certain quasirandom properties. We say a function w :

(H
j

)

→ [0, ℓ] for j ∈ N is a test function for

H if w(E) = 0 whenever E ∈
(H
j

)

is not a matching, and we say w is j-uniform. For a function w : A → R

and a finite set X ⊂ A, let w(X) :=
∑

x∈X w(x). If w is a j-uniform test function, then for each E ⊂ H, let

w(E) = w(
(

E
j

)

). Given j, d ∈ N, ε > 0, and a conflict system C for hypergraph H, we say a j-uniform test

function w for H is (d, ε, C)-trackable if w satisfies the following conditions:

(W1) w(H) ≥ dj+ε;

(W2) w({E ∈
(H
j

)

: E ⊇ E′}) ≤ w(H)/dj
′+ε for all j′ ∈ [j − 1] and E′ ∈

(H
j′

)

;

(W3) |(Ce)(j
′) ∩ (Cf )(j

′)| ≤ dj
′−ε for all e, f ∈ H with w({E ∈

(H
j

)

: e, f ∈ E}) > 0 and all j′ ∈ [ℓ− 1];

(W4) w(E) = 0 for all E ∈
(H
j

)

that are not C-free.

Theorem 3.1 ([13], Theorem 3.3). For all k, ℓ ≥ 2, there exists ε0 > 0 such that for all ε ∈ (0, ε0), there

exists d0 such that the following holds for all d ≥ d0. Suppose H is a k-regular hypergraph on n ≤ exp(dε
3

)
vertices with (1 − d−ε)d ≤ δ(H) ≤ ∆(H) ≤ d and ∆2(H) ≤ d1−ε. Suppose C is a (d, ℓ, ε)-bounded conflict
system for H, and suppose W is a set of (d, ε, C)-trackable test functions for H of uniformity at most ℓ

with |W| ≤ exp(dε
3

). Then, there exists a C-free matching M ⊂ H of size at least (1 − d−ε3)n/k with

w(M) = (1± d−ε3)d−jw(H)) for all j-uniform w ∈ W.

We will say that a hypergraph H with (1− d−ε)d ≤ δ(H) ≤ ∆(H) ≤ d is almost d-regular.

4 Proof of Theorem 1.4

First, observe that g(Kn,n, C4) > n/2. Indeed, let V (Kn,n) = X ∪ Y and suppose the edges of Kn,n are
colored with at most n/2 colors. Then for each vertex x ∈ X , there are at least n/2 pairs u, v ∈ Y such that
xu and xv receive the same color. Since there are

(

n
2

)

pairs of vertices in Y , the pigeonhole principle implies
that there must be two vertices x, z ∈ X such that xu and xv share a color and zu and zv share a color,
giving a copy of C4 with no color appearing an odd number of times.

From now on, we remove the ceiling function notation in order to make the proof easier to read. However,
whenever n is odd, when we write n

2 we mean ⌈n
2 ⌉.
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In order to prove the upper bound in Theorem 1.4, we will construct a coloring of Kn,n in two stages. The
coloring in the first stage will use k = n/2 colors to color a majority of the edges of Kn,n. To determine
this coloring, we define appropriate hypergraphs H and C for which a C-free matching in H corresponds to
a partial coloring of Kn,n with monochromatic copies of C6. Each copy of C4 in the resulting coloring sees
some color an odd number of times.

Theorem 4.1 below guarantees that our choices ofH and C satisfy the requirements for applying the forbidding
submatching method to find the desired matching. In the second stage of the coloring, we then randomly
color the remaining uncolored edges using a new set of o(n) colors.

Theorem 4.1. There exists δ > 0 such that for all sufficiently large n in terms of δ, there is an edge-coloring
of a subgraph F ⊂ Kn,n with at most n/2 colors and the following properties:

1. Every color class is a union of vertex-disjoint copies of C6.

2. Every copy of C4 in F intersects some color class in an odd number of edges.

3. The graph L = Kn,n \ E(F ) has maximum degree at most n1−δ.

4. Let V (Kn,n) = X ∪ Y . For each (x, y) ∈ X × Y , the number of edges x′y′ ∈ E(L) with x′ ∈ X\{x},
y′ ∈ Y \{y} such that xy′ and yx′ receive the same color is at most 4n1−δ.

Proof. Let U =
(

X∪Y
2

)

and V =
⋃

i∈[n2 ] Vi, where each Vi is a copy of X ∪ Y . We will denote the copy of

v ∈ X ∪ Y in Vi by vi. Let H be the 18-uniform hypergraph with vertex set U ∪ V and edges ei for each
copy e of C6 in Kn,n and i ∈ [n2 ] defined as follows. Given a 6-cycle e = x1y1x2y2x3y3 with xj ∈ X and
yj ∈ Y , let H contain the edge

ei = {x1y1, y1x2, x2y2, y2x3, x3y3, y3x1} ∪ {x1x2, x2x3, x1x3, y1y2, y2y3, y1y3} ∪ {xi
1, x

i
2, x

i
3, y

i
1, y

i
2, y

i
3}.

Note that a matching in H corresponds to a set of edge-disjoint monochromatic copies of C6 in Kn,n.
Furthermore, no vertex in the matching appears in two cycles of the same color. Thus, a matching in H
yields an edge-coloring of a subgraph of Kn,n with at most n

2 colors which satisfies property (1) above.

The hypergraph H is essentially d-regular for d = 1
2n

5. Indeed, we can check that for each vertex u in H,
d−O(n4) ≤ degH(u) ≤ d. First, suppose u ∈ Vi for some i. There are n3

(

n
2

)

− O(n4) ways to pick an edge

in H containing u, since there are
(

n
2

)

choices for the neighbors of u and n − O(1) choices for each of the
remaining vertices along the cycle. If instead u = xy for some x ∈ X and y ∈ Y , then there are 1

2n ways to
pick a color of an edge containing xy and n4 − O(n3) ways to pick the remaining vertices along the cycle.
Similarly, if u = xx′ for x, x′ ∈ X (or yy′ for y, y′ ∈ Y ), there are 1

2n
5 − O(n4) edges in H containing the

edge. Thus, in each case, we have degH(u) = 1
2n

5 −O(n4).

Furthermore, we have ∆2(H) ≤ d1−ε for all ε ∈ (0, 1
6 ), since each pair of vertices u, v ∈ V (H) is contained

in at most O(n4) edges in H.

Next we define a conflict system C for H with edges of size 3 and 4. Let V (C) = E(H), and let the edges of
C correspond to copies of C4 in Kn,n formed by two monochromatic matchings of size 2. We will call these
edges of C conflicts, and they correspond to sets of three or four monochromatic cycles in Kn,n. That is,
given four vertices x, x′ ∈ X and y, y′ ∈ Y , colors i, j ∈ [n2 ] and edges ei, e

′
i, fj , f

′
j ∈ E(H) (not necessarily

distinct) with xy ∈ ei, x
′y′ ∈ e′i, xy

′ ∈ fj , and x′y ∈ f ′
j, we have {ei, e′i, fj, f

′
j} ∈ E(C). Note that we do not

need to consider conflicts of size 2: it is possible to have two monochromatic copies e, e′ of C6 that form a
copy of C4 with alternating colors, however such e, e′ would have to share two vertices in X (and two vertices
in Y ), and thus cannot appear together in a matching of H.

We will show that ∆(C(3)) = O(d2) and ∆(C(4)) = O(d3). To this end, fix ei ∈ V (C). Note that any conflict
in C(3) containing ei must either have the form {ei, e′i, fj} or {ei, fj, f ′

j} for some copies e′, f, f ′ of C6 in
Kn,n and some color j ∈ [n2 ]\{i}. In either case, there are O(n) ways to pick j. If the edge has the form
{ei, e′i, fj}, then there are O(n6) ways to pick e′ and then O(n2) ways to pick f . If instead the edge has
the form {ei, fj, f ′

j}, then there are O(n4) ways to pick f and O(n4) ways to pick f ′. Thus, in either case,

dC(ei) = O(n9), and we have ∆(C(3)) = O(d2). Similarly, any conflict in C(4) containing ei must have the
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form {ei, e′i, fj , f
′
j} for some copies e, e′, f, f ′ of C6 and some color j ∈ [n2 ], so there are O(n) choices for j,

O(n6) choices for e′, and O(n4) choices for each of f and f ′. Thus, ∆(C(4)) = O(n15) = O(d3).

In addition, we have ∆2(C(3)) < d1−ε for all ε ∈ (0, 1
6 ). Indeed, the number of conflicts in C(3) containing

two fixed vertices ei, e
′
i ∈ V (C) is O(n3), since there are O(n) ways to pick another color and O(n2) ways to

pick two more vertices for the third edge in the conflict. Similarly, the number of conflicts in C(3) containing
two fixed vertices ei, fj ∈ V (C) is O(n4), which is the number of ways to pick four more vertices for the third
edge in the conflict. Similarly, we have ∆2(C(4)) < d2−ε for all ε ∈ (0, 16 ). The number of conflicts in C(4)

containing two fixed vertices ei, e
′
i ∈ V (C) is O(n9) since there are O(n) choices for a second color and O(n4)

choices for each of f and f ′ to complete the conflict, and the number of conflicts in C(4) containing two fixed
vertices ei, fj ∈ V (C) is O(n9) since there are O(n5) choices for e′ and O(n4) choices for f ′ to complete the
conflict. Finally, ∆3(C(4)) < d1−ε, because given three vertices ei, e

′
i, fj ∈ V (C), there are O(n4) choices for

f ′ to complete a conflict. Therefore, C is a (d,O(1), ε)-bounded conflict system for H for all ε ∈ (0, 16 ).

Note that we could apply Theorem 3.1 at this point to obtain a conflict-free matching M in H which would
correspond to a coloring of a subgraph F of Kn,n satisfying properties (1) and (2) of Theorem 4.1. In order
to obtain a coloring which also satisfies properties (3) and (4) of Theorem 4.1, we now introduce appropriate
test functions.

First, we define a set of 1-uniform test functions as in [15]. For each v ∈ X ∪ Y , let Sv ⊂ U be the set
of edges incident to v in Kn,n. Let wv : E(H) → {0, 2} be the weight function which assigns to each edge
ei ∈ E(H) the size of its intersection with Sv. Then we have

wv(H) =
∑

ei∈H
wv(ei) =

∑

f∈Sv

degH(f) = nd−O(n5) ≥ d1+ε,

satisfying condition (W1). In addition, conditions (W2)-(W4) are trivially satisfied since wv is 1-uniform, so
wv is a (d, ε, C)-trackable test function for all ε ∈ (0, 16 ) and v ∈ X ∪ Y .

Let δ < ε3 logn(
1
2n

5). Note that applying Theorem 3.1 with these test functions would yield a C-free matching
M ⊂ H such that for each v ∈ X ∪ Y ,

wv(M) > (1− d−ε3)d−1wv(H) > (1− n−δ)n.

Thus, for each v ∈ X ∪ Y , there are at most n1−δ edges in Kn,n incident to v which do not belong to any
edge in M . Hence, property (3) is satisfied, as the graph L containing the uncolored edges has maximum
degree ∆(L) ≤ n1−δ.

In order to guarantee that property (4) is also satisfied, we will define four more types of test functions. The
first two will help us to show that for each (x, y) ∈ X × Y , there are at most n1−δ edges x′y′ ∈ E(L) with
x′ ∈ X\{x} and y′ ∈ Y \{y} such that xy′ and yx′ are in distinct edges of the same color in the matching
M ⊂ H. The next two will help us to show that for each (x, y) ∈ X×Y , there are at most n1−δ edges in the
matching that contain both x and y, and hence at most 3n1−δ graph edges x′y′ ∈ E(L) with x′ ∈ X\{x}
and y′ ∈ Y \{y} such that xy and x′y′ are contained in the same edge of the matching.

For each pair of vertices (x, y) ∈ X × Y , let

Px,y =
{

{ei, e
′
i} : i ∈

[n

2

]

, V (e) ∩ V (e′) = ∅, x ∈ V (e), y ∈ V (e′)
}

.

Note that

|Px,y| =
n

2
·
1

2
n5 ·

1

2
n5 ±O(n10) =

1

8
n11 ±O(n10) > d2+ε.

For each (x, y) ∈ X × Y , define wx,y to be the indicator weight function for the pairs in Px,y. Since each
pair in Px,y is a matching of size 2 in H, wx,y is a 2-uniform test function. We will show that wx,y is
(d, ε, C)-trackable for all ε ∈ (0, 1

6 ), but first we will define a set of 3-uniform test functions.

For each pair of vertices (x, y) ∈ X × Y , let

Tx,y =
{

{ei, e
′
i, fj} : {ei, e

′
i} ∈ Px,y, j ∈

[n

2

]

\{i}, |V (f) ∩ V (e) ∩ Y | = 1, |V (f) ∩ V (e′) ∩X | = 1
}

.
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Thus, the triples in Tx,y are matchings of size 3 in H. Note that

|Tx,y| = 9(d±O(n4))|Px,y|.

Similarly to above, define for each (x, y) ∈ X × Y the function w′
x,y to be the indicator weight function for

triples in Tx,y. This is a 3-uniform test function for H.

Assuming that these test functions wx,y and w′
x,y are (d, ε, C)-trackable, we can apply Theorem 3.1 to obtain

a matching M in H such that

wx,y(M) =

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

M

2

)

∩ Px,y

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ (1 + d−ε3)d−2|Px,y| ≤ (1 + n−2δ)
n

2

and

w′
x,y(M) =

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

M

3

)

∩ Tx,y

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥ (1 − d−ε3)d−3|Tx,y| ≥ (1− n−2δ)
9n

2
.

Note that each edge x′y′ ∈ E(L) with xy′ and x′y appearing in distinct edges of H of the same color
corresponds to an edge of H in a triple of Tx,y extending some pair from Px,y. Thus, we can bound the
number of such x′y′ as follows:

9

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

M

2

)

∩ Px,y

∣

∣

∣

∣

−

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

M

3

)

∩ Tx,y

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ n1−δ.

Therefore, in order to prove the first case of property (4), we must verify that wx,y and w′
x,y are (d, ε, C)-

trackable for ε ∈ (0, 16 ). For this we must check conditions (W1)-(W4) for both functions.

Condition (W1) for wx,y is satisfied since wx,y(H) = |Px,y| > d2+ε. To check condition (W2), fix an edge
ei ∈ H. The number of edges e′i which form a pair in Px,y with ei is at most O(n5) < n11/d1+ε. For

condition (W3), note that the only pairs of edges {e, f} ∈
(H
2

)

for which wx,y({e, f}) > 0 are pairs {ei, e
′
i}

with x ∈ ei and y ∈ e′i. Given such a pair, the number of triples of edges in H which can form a conflict with
ei or e

′
i is at most O(n · n6 · n3 · n3) = O(n13) < d3−ε. Finally, condition (W4) is vacuously true, so wx,y is

(d, ε, C)-trackable.

We now verify that w′
x,y is (d, ε, C)-trackable for ε ∈ (0, 1

6 ) as well. Condition (W1) holds because w′
x,y(H) =

|Tx,y| = Θ(n16) > d3+ε. To see that condition (W2) holds, fix ei ∈ H. There are O(n11) < w′
x,y(H)/d1+ε

triples in Tx,y containing ei since we must either pick a second color j, six more vertices for e′i, and four
more vertices for fj to form a triple {ei, e′i, fj} or a second color j, five more vertices for fj, and five more
vertices for f ′

j to form a triple {ei, fj, f ′
j}. And, for each pair of edges {ei, e′i} or {ei, fj} in H, there are

O(n5) < w′
x,y(H)/d2+ε triples containing this pair. For condition (W3), fix a pair of edges {e, f} ∈

(H
2

)

which are in at least one triple together in Tx,y. Either we have {e, f} = {ei, e′i} or {e, f} = {ei, fj}. In the
first case, as above, there are O(n13) triples of edges in H which form a conflict with either ei or e

′
i. In the

second case, there are at most O(n14) < d3−ε conflicts containing ei which use only the colors i and j, and
this bounds the number of triples which form a conflict with either ei or fj . Thus, condition (W3) holds.
Finally, condition (W4) is vacuously true.

We now define for each (x, y) ∈ X × Y another pair of test functions to guarantee that there are at most
n1−δ edges in the matching M ∈ H which contain both x and y. Set

Sx =
{

ei : i ∈
[n

2

]

, x ∈ V (e)
}

and
Dx,y =

{

ei : i ∈
[n

2

]

, x ∈ V (e), y /∈ V (e)
}

.

Let ux and u′
x,y be the indicator functions for Sx and Dx,y, respectively. Note that ux(H) = |Sx| =

1
2n · 1

2n
5 ± O(n5), and similarly u′

x,y = |Dx,y| =
1
4n

6 ± O(n5). Thus, property (W1) holds for both ux and
u′
x,y. Furthermore, (W2)-(W4) are vacuously true since these are 1-uniform test functions, hence both are

(d, ε, C)-trackable for ε ∈ (0, 1
6 ).

11



Applying Theorem 3.1 with all of these test functions gives a C-free matching M ⊂ H such that for each
x ∈ X ,

ux(M) ≤ (1 + d−ε3)d−1ux(H) ≤ (1 + n−2δ)
n

2
,

and for each y ∈ Y ,

u′
x,y(M) ≥ (1 − d−ε3)d−1|Dx,y| ≥ (1− n−2δ)

n

2
.

Therefore, the number of edges in M which contain both x and y is at most ux(M) − u′
x,y(M) ≤ n1−δ, as

desired. Thus, the coloring obtained from M satisfies property (4).

We now proceed with the proof of Theorem 1.4. Applying Theorem 4.1 with 2δ in place of δ, we obtain a
partial coloring of Kn,n using at most n/2 colors for which the uncolored subgraph L of Kn,n has maximum
degree at most n1−2δ. To color these remaining edges, we randomly color with a new set P of k = n1−δ

colors, with each edge in L receiving a color in P with equal probability 1/k, independently of the other
edges. We will show using the symmetric local lemma that such a coloring exists which creates no 2-colored
C4, and hence, g(Kn,n, C4) ≤ n/2 + n1−δ.

To this end, we define three types of “bad events,” without which every C4 in our coloring will contain some
color exactly once. First, for each pair of adjacent edges e, f ∈ E(L) and each color i ∈ P , let Ae,f,i be the
event that e and f receive the same color i. Note that P[Ae,f,i] = k−2. Next, for each 4-cycle D in L, let
BD be the event that D is properly-colored with two colors from P . Then P[BD] ≤ 2k−2. Finally, for each
color i ∈ P and each 4-cycle D = xyx′y′ in Kn,n with xy, x′y′ ∈ E(L) and xy′, x′y ∈ E(F ) where xy′ and
x′y received the same color in the first coloring, let CD,i be the event that xy and x′y′ both receive color i.
Then P[CD,i] = k−2. Let E be the collection of all bad events of the types Ae,f,i, BD, and CD,i.

Fix an event E ∈ E . Note that E is mutually independent from the set of all events E′ which do not
involve any of the same edges as E in L. We call such events edge-disjoint from E. There are at most
8∆(L)k ≤ 8k2n−δ events of the form Ae,f,i which are not edge-disjoint from E. In addition, there are at
most 4(∆(L))2 ≤ k2n−δ events BD and, by property (4) of Theorem 4.1, at most 4(4n1−2δ)k ≤ 16k2n−δ

events CD,i which are not edge-disjoint from E. Thus, in total, E is mutually independent of all but at most
25k2n−δ events in E . By the local lemma, since 25k2n−δ ·2k−2 ≤ 1/4, there is a coloring of L which contains
none of the events in E , as desired.
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[11] Paul Erdős and András Gyárfás. A variant of the classical Ramsey problem. Combinatorica, 17(4):459–
467, 1997.

[12] Gennian Ge, Zixiang Xu, and Yixuan Zhang. A new variant of the Erdős–Gyárfás problem on k5.
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