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Abstract

We investigate the impact of a high-degree vertex in Turán problems for degener-
ate hypergraphs (including graphs). We say an r-graph F is bounded if there exist
constants α, β > 0 such that for large n, every n-vertex F -free r-graph with a vertex of
degree at least α

(
n−1

r−1

)
has fewer than (1−β) · ex(n, F ) edges. The boundedness prop-

erty is crucial for recent works [HHL+23, DHLY24] that aim to extend the classical
Hajnal–Szemerédi Theorem and the anti-Ramsey theorems of Erdős–Simonovits–Sós.

We show that many well-studied degenerate hypergraphs, such as all even cycles,
most complete bipartite graphs, and the expansion of most complete bipartite graphs,
are bounded. In addition, to prove the boundedness of the expansion of complete
bipartite graphs, we introduce and solve a Zarankiewicz-type problem for 3-graphs,
strengthening a theorem by Kostochka–Mubayi–Verstraëte [KMV15].

Keywords: hypergraphs, boundedness, degenerate Turán problem, the Kővári-
Sós-Turán Theorem, Zarankiewicz problem.

1 Introduction

Given an integer r ≥ 2, an r-uniform hypergraph (henceforth r-graph)H is a collection
of r-subsets of some finite set V . We identify a hypergraph H with its edge set and use
V (H) to denote its vertex set. The size of V (H) is denoted by v(H). Given a vertex
v ∈ V (H), the degree dH(v) of v in H is the number of edges in H containing v. We use
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δ(H), ∆(H), and d(H) to denote the minimum, maximum, and average degree of H,
respectively. We will omit the subscript H if it is clear from the context.

Given a family F of r-graphs, we say an r-graph H is F-free if it does not contain any
member of F as a subgraph. The Turán number ex(n,F) of F is the maximum number
of edges in an F-free r-graph on n vertices. The Turán density of F is defined as
π(F) := limn→∞ ex(n,F)/

(n
r

)
. A family F of r-graphs is called degenerate if π(F) = 0.

According to a theorem of Erdős [Erd64b], this is equivalent to saying that F contains
at least one r-partite r-graph. Determining the growth rate of ex(n,F) for degenerate
families is a central and notoriously difficult topic in Extremal Combinatorics, and it
remains open for most families. For example, the Even Cycle Problem, proposed by
Erdős [Erd64a, BS74], asks for the exponent of ex(n,C2k) is open for every k not in
{2, 3, 5} (see e.g. [ERS66, Ben66, Wen91, LU93, LUW99]). Here, we refer the reader to
the survey [FS13] for more results on degenerate Turán problems.

The key property we investigate in this work is defined as follows.

Definition 1.1. Let α, β > 0 be two real numbers. A family F of r-graphs is (α, β)-
bounded if there exists N0 such that every r-graph H on n ≥ N0 vertices with

∆(H) ≥ α

(
n− 1

r − 1

)
and |H| ≥ (1− β) · ex(n, F ) (1)

contains a member in F as a subgraph. We say F is bounded
1 if it is (α, β)-bounded for

some constants 0 < α, β < 1.

Equivalently, a family F of r-graphs is (α, β)-bounded if, for sufficiently large n, every
n-vertex F-free r-graph with ∆(H) ≥ α

(n−1
r−1

)
has fewer than (1 − β) · ex(n, F ) edges. In

particular, this implies that every n-vertex F -free extremal construction cannot have a
vertex of degree greater than α

(n−1
r−1

)
when n is large.

Boundedness was introduced in recent works [HLL+23, HHL+23] that aim to extend the
classical Corrádi–Hajnal Theorem [CH63] and Hajnal–Szemerédi Theorem [HS70] to a
density version. It plays a crucial role in determining the exact bound of ex(n, tF ), the
maximum number of edges in an n-vertex r-graph with at most (t−1) vertex-disjoint copies
of F , for both nondegenerate and degenerate r-graphs F . Very recently, applications
of boundedness in anti-Ramsey type problems, a topic initiated by Erdős–Simonovits–
Sós [ESS75], were shown in [DHLY24].

In this work, we initiate the study of the boundedness of degenerate hypergraphs. In
Theorem 1.3, we present a general sufficient condition for a graph to be bounded. In
Theorem 1.6, we show that the expansion of the complete bipartite graphs, firstly studied
by Kostochka–Mubayi–Verstraëte [KMV15], are bounded in most cases. There are many
natural classes of degenerate hypergraphs, such as complete r-partite r-graphs, where
establishing boundedness remains an open problem (see discussions in Section 6). We
hope our work will motivate further research on this topic.

1.1 Graphs

Given a bipartite graph F , we say a bipartition V (F ) = V1∪V2 is proper if every edge in
F has nonempty intersection with both V1 and V2. For a bipartite graph F with a proper

1 It is worth noting that our results apply to the stronger definition : F is bounded if, for every α > 0, there
exist β > 0 and N0 such that (1) holds for all n ≥ N0.
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bipartition V (F ) = V1 ∪ V2, we use F [V1, V2] to emphasize this bipartite structure and to
specify the ordering of the two sets V1 and V2. For a vertex v ∈ V1 (resp. v ∈ V2), we
denote by F [V1, V2] − v the bipartite subgraph obtained from F by removing the vertex
v (and all edges incident to v), while preserving the ordering of the two sets V1 \ {v}, V2
(resp. V1, V2 \ {v}). For simplicity, we consider the s by t complete bipartite graph Ks,t

as Ks,t[V1, V2], where V1 ∪ V2 = V (Ks,t) is the proper bipartition with (|V1|, |V2|) = (s, t).

Given a bipartite graph F [V1, V2], we say another bipartite graph G[U1, U2] is ordered-

F [V1, V2]-free if there is no copy of F in G with V1 ⊂ U1 and V2 ⊂ U2. Following the
definition of Zarankiewicz [Zar51], for integers m,n ≥ 1, the Zarankiewicz number

Z(m,n, F [V1, V2]) is the maximum number of edges in an ordered-F [V1, V2]-free bipartite
graph G[U1, U2] with (|U1|, |U2|) = (m,n).

Definition 1.2. Let F be a bipartite graph. A vertex v ∈ V (F ) is critical if there exists
a proper bipartition V (F ) = V1 ∪ V2 such that

lim
n→∞

Z(n, n, F [V1, V2]− v)

ex(n, F )
= 0. (2)

Remark. Note that (2) implies that limn→∞
ex(n,F−v)
ex(n,F ) = 0 (see Fact 2.1), where F − v

denotes the graph obtained from F by removing the vertex v. This is the case where
Simonovits refers to v as a weak vertex of F in [Sim84] (see e.g. [Ma17] for an applica-
tion). The definitions of critical and weak vertices are equivalent if a conjecture of Erdős–
Simonovits (see [FS13, Conjecture 2.12]), which states that Z(n, n, F ) = O (ex(n, F ))
holds for every bipartite graph F , is true.

The following theorem presents a sufficient condition for a graph to be bounded.

Theorem 1.3. Let F be a bipartite graph that contains a cycle. If F contains a critical
vertex v such that F − v is connected, then F is bounded.

Theorem 1.3, together with established results on graph Zarankiewicz problems, leads to
the following corollary.

Figure 1: The theta graph Θ4,4,4, the complete bipartite graph K3,4, and the 2× 2 grid.

Corollary 1.4. The following bipartite graphs are bounded.

(i) All non-forest bipartite graphs that become a tree after the removal of a vertex. This
includes even cycles C2k for k ≥ 2 and all bipartite theta graphs.

(ii) The complete bipartite graph Ks,t with t > min
{
s2 − 3s+ 3, (s − 1)!

}
.

(iii) The 2 by 2 grid.

Proofs for Theorem 1.3 and Corollary 1.4 are presented in Section 3.

3



1.2 Expansion of bipartite graphs

Given a graph F , the expansion F+ of F is the 3-graph obtained by adding a new vertex
to each edge of F , ensuring that different edges receive the different vertices. We call this
graph F the core of F+.

In [KMV15], Kostochka–Mubayi–Verstraëte studied the Turán problem concerning the
expansion of the complete bipartite graphs and established the following bounds.

Theorem 1.5 ([KMV15, Theorem 1.4]). Suppose that t ≥ s ≥ 3 are integers. Then

ex(n,K+
s,t) = O

(
n3−

3
s

)
.

Moreover, if t > (s − 1)! ≥ 2, then ex(n,K+
s,t) = Ω

(
n3−

3
s

)
.

In the following theorem, we establish the boundedness of the expansion of the complete
bipartite graphs.

Theorem 1.6. The 3-graph K+
s,t is bounded for all integers s, t satisfying s ≥ 4 and

t > min
{

3
2s

2 − 21
4 s+

57
8 + 3

8(2s−3) , (s − 1)!
}
.

Remark. It follows from [KMV17, Theorem 1.2] that K+
2,t is not bounded for any t ≥ 2.

While our proof of Theorem 1.6 could potentially be adapted to show that K+
3,t is bounded

for large t, we have not explored this case in general.

A key ingredient in the proof of Theorem 1.6 is the following Zarankiewicz-type extension
of the theorem by Kostochka–Mubayi–Verstraëte, which might be of independent interest.

A 3-graph H is semibipartite if there exists a bipartition V (H) = V1∪V2 such that every
edge in H contains exact two vertices from V1. Similar to the graph case, we use H[V1, V2]
to emphasize this semibipartite structure and specify the ordering of V1 and V2. We say
H[V1, V2] contains an ordered copy of K+

s,t if there is a copy of K+
s,t in H such that the

size-s part of its core is contained in V1 and the size-t part of its core is contained in V2.

Given positive integers m,n, s1, s2, t1, t2, we use Z(m,n,K
+
s1,t1 ,K

+
s2,t2) to denote the max-

imum number of edges in a semibipartite 3-graph H[V1, V2] subject to the following
constraints :

(i) (|V1|, |V2|) = (m,n),

(ii) there is no ordered copy of K+
s1,t1 in H[V1, V2], and

(iii) there is no copy of K+
s2,t2 in H whose core is completely contained in V1.

Theorem 1.7. Suppose that m,n ≥ 1, t1 ≥ s1 ≥ 2, and t2 ≥ s2 ≥ 2 are integers. Then

(i) Z(m,n,K+
s1,t1 ,K

+
s2,t2) = O

(
m

2− 1
s2 n

1− 2
s1 +mn+m2 + n

1+ 1
s1

)
. In particular,

Z(n, n,K+
s1,t1 ,K

+
s2,t2) = O

(
n
3− 1

s2
−

2
s1

)
.

(ii) Z(m,n,K+
t1,s1 ,K

+
s2,t2) = O

(
m

2− 1
s1

−
2
s2

+ 1
s1s2 n+mn+m2 +m

2+ 1
s1

−
2
s2

)
. In particu-

lar,

Z(n, n,K+
t1,s1 ,K

+
s2,t2) = O

(
n
3− 1

s2
−

2
s1

+ 1
s1s2

)
.
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(iii) If t1 > (s1 − 1)! ≥ 2 and t2 > (s2 − 1)! ≥ 2, then

min
{
Z(n, n,K+

s1,t1 ,K
+
s2,t2), Z(n, n,K

+
t1,s1 ,K

+
s2,t2)

}
= Ω

(
n
3− 1

s2
−

2
s1

)
.

Remarks.

• Let H be a 2n-vertex K+
s,t-free 3-graph with ex(2n,K+

s,t) edges. It follows from a
standard probabilistic argument that there exists a balanced bipartition V (H) = V1∪
V2 such that the induced n by n semibipartite subgraph H[V1, V2] contains at least
(3/8− o(1))|H| edges. Note that H[V1, V2] is ordered-K

+
s,t-free and does not contain

a copy of K+
s,t with the core contained in V1. Therefore, we have Z(n, n,K

+
s,t,K

+
s,t) ≥

|H[V1, V2]| ≥ (3/8− o(1)) · ex(2n,K+
s,t). Combined with Theorem 1.7 (i) and simple

calculations, we obtain that ex(2n,K+
s,t) = O

(
n3−

3
s

)
, which implies the upper bound

in Theorem 1.5.

• The constraint t2 > (s2 − 1)! in Theorem 1.7 (iii) can be relaxed to t2 > 9s2 · s
4s

2/3
2

2

using a recently breakthrough result by Bukh [Buk, Theorem 1].

We will present the proof of Theorem 1.6, assuming Theorem 1.7, in Section 4. The proof
of Theorem 1.7 will be presented in Section 5.

2 Preliminaries

We present some definitions and preliminary results in this section.

For a graph G and two disjoint sets S, T ⊂ V (G), the induced bipartite subgraph

G[S, T ] is the collection of edges in G that connect vertices between S and T . The induced
subgraph G[S] is the collection of edges in G that are completely contained in S. For a
vertex v ∈ V (G), the neighborhood of v in G is NG(v) := {u ∈ V (G) : {u, v} ∈ G}. The
subscript G will be omitted if it is clear from the context.

The following fact follows from a minor modification of the proof for [FS13, Corollary 2.15].

Fact 2.1. For every bipartite graph F [V1, V2] and for every n ∈ N,

1

2
· ex(2n, F ) ≤ Z(n, n, F [V1, V2]).

The following result of Erdős [Erd61] follows from a standard probablistic argument.

Theorem 2.2 ([Erd61]). Suppose that F is a bipartite graph that contains a cycle. Then
there exists a constant γ > 0 such that

ex(n, F ) = Ω
(
n1+γ

)
.

The bound established by Erdős can be improved in certain cases. In particular, a cele-
brated result of Alon–Rónyai–Szabó [ARS99] is as follows.

Theorem 2.3 ([ARS99]). Suppose that s ≥ 2 and t > (s − 1)! are integers. Then

ex(n,Ks,t) = Ω
(
n2−

1
s

)
.
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The following two theorems, by Kövari–Sós–Turán [KST54] and Naor–Verstraëte [NV05],
respectively, concerning graph Zarankiewicz problems, will be useful.

Theorem 2.4 ([KST54]). Let m,n, s, t ≥ 1 be integer. Then

ex(n,Ks,t) ≤
(t− 1)

1
s

2
n2−

1
s +

s− 1

2
n, and

Z(m,n,Ks,t) ≤ (t− 1)
1
s mn1−

1
s + (s− 1)n.

In particular, Z(n, n,Ks,t) ≤ (t− 1)
1
s n2−

1
s + (s − 1)n.

Theorem 2.5 ([NV05]). Let m,n, k ≥ 2 be integers. Then

Z(m,n,C2k) ≤





(2k − 3)
(
m

1
2
+ 1

2kn
1
2
+ 1

2k +m+ n
)
, if k ≡ 1 (mod 2),

(2k − 3)
(
m

1
2
+ 1

kn
1
2 +m+ n

)
, if k ≡ 0 (mod 2).

In particular, Z(n, n,C2k) ≤ (2k − 3)
(
n1+

1
k + 2n

)
.

Given an r-graph H and an integer 1 ≤ i ≤ r − 1, the i-th shadow of H is

∂iH :=

{
e ∈

(
V (H)

r − i

)
: there exists E ∈ H such that e ⊂ E

}
.

For convenience, we set ∂H := ∂1H. For an i-set T ⊂ V (H) the link of T in H is

LH(T ) :=

{
e ∈

(
V (H)

r − i

)
: e ∪ T ∈ H

}
,

and the degree dH(T ) of T in H is the size of LH(T ).

The following fact follows from a simple greedy argument.

Fact 2.6. Suppose that t ≥ s ≥ 1 are integers and H is 3-graph. Then every copy of Ks,t

in the set {e ∈ ∂H : dH(e) ≥ st+ s+ t} can be extended to a copy of K+
s,t in H.

We say an r-graph F is connected if the graph ∂r−2F is a connected. The following
simple inequality on the Turán numbers of connected r-graphs will be useful.

Proposition 2.7. Suppose that F is a family of connected r-graphs. Then

ex(m,F) ≤

(
1−

(
n−m− r

n

)r)
· ex(n,F).

Proof of Proposition 2.7. Let F be a family of connected r-graphs. A result of Katona–
Nemetz–Simonovits [KNS64], which follows from a simple averaging argument, states that
ex(n,F)/

(n
r

)
is decreasing in n. Therefore,

ex(n−m,F) ≥

(n−m
r

)
(n
t

) · ex(n,F) ≥

(
n−m− r

n

)r

· ex(n,F).

Let H1 be an m-vertex F-free r-graph with exactly ex(m,F) edges, and let H2 be an
(n −m)-vertex F-free r-graph with exactly ex(n −m,F) edges. Define H as the vertex-
disjoint union of H1 and H2. Since every member in F is connected, H is F-free. Hence,

ex(n,F) ≥ |H| = ex(m,F) + ex(n−m,F) ≥ ex(m,F) +

(
n−m− r

n

)r

· ex(n,F),

which implies Proposition 2.7.
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3 Proofs of Theorem 1.3 and Corollary 1.4

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.3 and Corollary 1.4. First, let us present the proof of
Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let F be a bipartite graph that contains a cycle, and assume that
v∗ ∈ V (F ) is a critical vertex such that F̃ := F−v∗ is connected. Since v∗ is a critical vertex
of F , v∗ cannot be an isolated vertex in F (otherwise we would have ex(n, F̃ ) = ex(n, F )
for all n ≥ v(F )). Combined with the assumption that F̃ is connected, we know that F is
connected as well. Hence, there is a unique proper bipartition U1 ∪ U2 = V (F ) of F . By
symmetry, we may assume that v∗ ∈ U2. Let W1 := U1 and W2 := U2 \ {v∗}. Since F̃ is
connected, W1 ∪W2 = V (F̃ ) is the unique proper bipartition of F̃ .

Let α ∈ (0, 1) be a real number and n be a sufficiently large integer. Let G be an n-vertex
F -free graph with maximum degree ∆ ≥ αn. Fix a vertex v ∈ V (G) with dG(v) = ∆. Let
V1 := NG(v) and V2 := V (G) \ (NG(v) ∪ {v}). Notice that

• The induced subgraphG[V1] is F
−-free, where F− is the collection of graphs obtained

from F by removing a vertex.

• The induced bipartite subgraph G[V1, V2] is ordered-F̃ [W1,W2]-free.

Therefore, we obtain

|G| ≤ ∆+ ex(∆, F−) + Z(∆, n−∆− 1, F̃ [W1,W2]) + ex(n−∆− 1, F )

≤ n+ ex(n, F−) + Z(n, n, F̃ [W1,W2]) + ex((1− α)n, F ). (3)

Since F contains a cycle, it follows from Theorem 2.2 that

n = o (ex(n, F )) .

Since v∗ is a critical vertex, it follows from the definition that

Z(n, n, F̃ [W1,W2]) = o (ex(n, F )) .

In particular, by Fact 2.1,

ex(n, F−) ≤ ex(n, F̃ ) ≤ 2 · Z(n, n, F̃ [W1,W2]) = o (ex(n, F )) .

Finally, it follows from Proposition 2.7 that

ex((1 − α)n, F ) ≤

(
1−

(
αn− r

n

)2
)

· ex(n, F ) ≤

(
1−

α2

2

)
· ex(n, F ).

Therefore, Inequality (3) continues as

|G| ≤ 3 · o (ex(n, F )) +

(
1−

α2

2

)
· ex(n, F ) ≤

(
1−

α2

3

)
· ex(n, F ),

which proves Theorem 1.3.

Next, we prove Corollary 1.4.

7



Proof of Corollary 1.4. Let F be a non-forest bipartite graph and v ∈ V (F ) be a vertex
such that F − v is a tree (in particular, F − v is connected). A simple greedy argument
shows that Z(n, n, F − v) = O(n) (see e.g. the proof of [FS13, Theorem 2.32]). On the
other hand, since F is not a forest, it follows from Theorem 2.2 that ex(n, F ) = Ω(n1+γ)
for some constant γ > 0. In particular, this implies that v is critical. So it follows from
Theorem 1.3 that F is bounded. This proves Corollary 1.4 (i).

Corollary 1.4 (ii) follows easily from Theorem 2.4 on the upper bound of Z(n, n,Ks−1,t),
Theorem 2.3 the lower bound of ex(n,Ks,t), and the standard probabilistic lower bound

ex(n,Ks,t) = Ω
(
n2−

s+t−2
st−1

)
(see e.g. [ES74]).

Let F be the 2 by 2 grid. Since F contains C4 as a subgraph, it follows from the well-
known construction of Erdős–Rényi [ER62] that ex(n, F ) ≥ ex(n,C4) = (1/2 − o(1))n3/2.
On the other hand, notice that the graph obtained from F by removing the center vertex
is C8 (see Figure 1). According to Theorem 2.5, Z(n, n,C8) = O(n5/4). So it follows from
Theorem 1.3 that F is bounded. This proves Corollary 1.4 (iii).

4 Proof of Theorem 1.6

In this section, we establish the boundedness of K+
s,t, assuming Theorem 1.7. The following

bounds established by Kostochka–Mubayi–Verstraëte [KMV15] will be useful.

Proposition 4.1 ([KMV15, Proposition 1.1]). For all integers t ≥ s ≥ 2,

Ω
(
n3−

3s+3t−9
st−3

)
= ex(n,K+

s,t) = O
(
n3−

1
s

)
.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Let α ∈ (0, 1) be a real number, t ≥ s ≥ 4 be integers satisfying

t >

{
(s− 1)!, if s = 4,
3
2s

2 − 21
4 s+

57
8 + 3

8(2s−3) , if s ≥ 5.

Let n be a sufficiently large integer. Note that, according to Theorem 1.5 and Proposi-
tion 4.1, the choice of t ensures that

ex(n,K+
s,t) =





Ω
(
n3−

3
s

)
, if s = 4,

Ω
(
n3−

3s+3t−9
st−3

)
, if s ≥ 5.

(4)

In addition, simple calculations show that

max

{
3−

3

s− 1
, 3−

3s− 4

(s− 1)2
, 3−

3s− 1

s(s− 1)

}
<

{
3− 3

s , if s = 4,

3− 3s+3t−9
st−3 , if s ≥ 5.

(5)

Let H be an n-vertex K+
s,t-free 3-graph with maximum degree ∆ ≥ α

(n−1
2

)
. Let v ∈ V (H)

be a vertex with degree dH(v) = ∆ ≥ α
(n−1

2

)
. Define

V1 := {u ∈ V (H) \ {v} : dH(uv) ≥ (s+ 1)(t+ 1)} and V2 := V (H) \ (V1 ∪ {v}) .

Note that V1 is the collection of vertices that have degree at least (s+1)(t+1) in the link
graph LH(v).

Claim 4.2. We have |V1| ≥
α
2n, and hence, |V2| ≤

(
1− α

2

)
n.

8



Proof of Claim 4.2. Suppose to the contrary that |V1| <
α
2n. Then we would have

|LH(v)| ≤
|V1| · (n− 1) + |V2| · (s+ 1)(t+ 1)

2

≤
αn
2 · (n− 1) + (n− 1) · (s+ 1)(t+ 1)

2
< α

(
n− 1

2

)
,

contradicting the assumption that |LH(v)| = dH(v) ≥ α
(n−1

2

)
.

Since H[V2] is K
+
s,t-free, it follows from Claim 4.2 and Proposition 2.7 that

|H[V2]| ≤ ex(|V2|,K
+
s,t) ≤ ex((1− α/2)n,K+

s,t) ≤

(
1−

(
αn/2− r

n

)3
)

· ex(n,K+
s,t)

≤

(
1−

α3

9

)
· ex(n,K+

s,t). (6)

Next, we consider the upper bound for the number of edges that have nonempty intersec-
tion with V1. For i ∈ {1, 2}, let Gi denote the collection of edges in H − v that contain
exactly two vertices from Vi. Note that both G1[V1, V2] and G2[V2, V1] are semibipartite.
The following claim follows from the definition of V1 and a simple greedy argument (see
e.g. Fact 2.6).

Claim 4.3. The following statements hold.

(i) The induced subgraph H[V1] is K
+
s−1,t-free.

(ii) The semibipartite 3-graph G1[V1, V2] is ordered-K+
t,s−1-free.

(iii) The semibipartite 3-graph G2[V2, V1] is ordered-K+
s−1,t-free.

It follows from Claim 4.3 (i) and Theorem 1.5 that

|H[V1]| ≤ ex(|V1|,K
+
s−1,t) ≤ ex(n,K+

s−1,t) = O
(
n3−

3
s−1

)
= o

(
ex(n,K+

s,t)
)
, (7)

where the last equality follows from (4) and (5).

It follows from Claim 4.3 (ii) and Theorem 1.7 (ii) that

|G1[V1, V2]| ≤ Z(|V1|, |V2|,K
+
t,s−1,K

+
s−1,t)

≤ Z(n, n,K+
t,s−1,K

+
s−1,t) = O

(
n
3− 3s−4

(s−1)2

)
= o

(
ex(n,K+

s,t)
)
, (8)

where the last equality follows from (4) and (5).

It follows from Claim 4.3 (iii) and Theorem 1.7 (i) that

|G2[V2, V1]| ≤ Z(|V2|, |V1|,K
+
s−1,t,K

+
s,t)

≤ Z(n, n,K+
s−1,t,K

+
s,t) = O

(
n
3− 3s−1

s(s−1)

)
= o

(
ex(n,K+

s,t)
)
, (9)

where the last equality follows from (4) and (5).

Therefore, it follows from (6), (7), (8), and (9) that

|H| = dH(v) + |H[V1]|+ |G1[V1, V2]|+ |G2[V2, V1]|+ |H[V2]|

≤ n2 + 3 · o
(
ex(n,K+

s,t)
)
+

(
1−

α3

9

)
· ex(n,K+

s,t) <

(
1−

α3

10

)
· ex(n,K+

s,t),

proving Theorem 1.6.
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5 Proof of Theorem 1.7

5.1 Upper bound

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.7 (i). Since the proof for Theorem 1.7 (ii) is essential
the same, we include it in the appendix. The following extension of [KMV15, Lemma 2.1]
will be useful.

Let n ≥ r > i ≥ 1, d ≥ 1 be integers and H be an n-vertex r-graph. A set E ⊂
(V (H)

i

)
is

d-full in H if, for each e ∈ E , either dH(e) = 0 or dH(e) ≥ d.

Lemma 5.1. Let n ≥ r > i ≥ 1, ℓ ≥ 1, and d1, . . . , dℓ ≥ 1 be integers. Suppose that H
is an n-vertex r-graph and E1, E2, . . . , Eℓ ⊂

(V (H)
i

)
are pairwise disjoint sets. Then there

exists a subgraph H′ ⊂ H such that Ej is dj-full in H′ for each j ∈ [ℓ] and

|H′| ≥ |H| −
∑

j∈[ℓ]

(dj − 1)|Ej |.

Proof of Lemma 5.1. We say a sequence e1, e2, . . . , em ∈
⋃ℓ

j=1 Ej is (d1, . . . , dℓ)-sparse if
it satisfies the following conditions :

• dH(e1) ≤ dj − 1, where j ∈ [ℓ] is the index such that e1 ∈ Ej .

• For each k > 1, the element ek is contained in fewer than dj edges of H that do not
contain any of e1, . . . , ek−1, where j ∈ [ℓ] is the index such that ek ∈ Ej .

Fix a maximal (d1, . . . , dℓ)-sparse sequence e1, e2, . . . , em ∈
⋃ℓ

j=1 Ej , and let H′ be the
r-graph obtained from H by deleting all edges that contain at least one element from
{e1, e2, . . . , em}. It is clear from the definition and the maximality of m that

|H′| ≥ |H| −
∑

j∈[ℓ]

(dj − 1)|Ej |

and each Ej is dj-full in H′.

Now we prove Theorem 1.7 (i).

Proof of Theorem 1.7 (i). Fix positive integers m,n and let

f(m,n) := (s1 + t1)
2(s2 + t2)m

2− 1
s2 n

1− 2
s1 + 2t1mn+ 2s1n

1+ 1
s1 ,

r(m,n) := (s1 + 1)(t1 + 1)mn + (s2 + 1)(t2 + 1)m2,

g(m,n) := t1mn
1− 1

s1 + s1n, and h(m) :=
1

2
(s2 + t2)m

2− 1
s2 .

It suffices to show that

Z(m,n,K+
s1,t1 ,K

+
s2,t2) ≤ 2 · f(m,n) + r(m,n).

Suppose to the contrary that there exists an m by n semibiparite 3-graph H = H[V1, V2]
such that

• |H| > 2 · f(m,n) + r(m,n),

10



• H[V1, V2] does not contain any ordered copy of K+
s1,t1 , and

• H[V1, V2] does not contain any copy of K+
s2,t2 whose core is contained in V1.

Let G1 denote the induced bipartite subgraph of ∂H on V1 and V2, and let G2 denote the
induced subgraph of ∂H on V1. Let di := (si + 1)(ti + 1) for i ∈ {1, 2}. By Lemma 5.1,
there exists a subgraph H′ ⊂ H such that Gi is di-full in H′ for i ∈ {1, 2}, and

|H′| ≥ |H| − (d1 − 1)|G1| − (d2 − 1)|G2|

≥ |H| − (s1 + 1)(t1 + 1)mn − (s2 + 1)(t2 + 1)m2 > 2 · f(m,n). (10)

Let G′
1 denote the induced bipartite subgraph of ∂H′ on V1 and V2, and let G′

2 denote the
induced subgraph of ∂H′ on V1. The following claim follows easily from the definition of
H′ and Fact 2.6.

Claim 5.2. The bipartite graph G′
1[V1, V2] is ordered-Ks1,t1-free. The graph G′

2 is Ks2,t2-
free.

It follows from Claim 5.2 and Theorem 2.4 that

|G′
1| ≤ Z(m,n,Ks1,t1) ≤ g(m,n) and |G′

2| ≤ ex(m,Ks2,t2) ≤ h(m).

Let d′1 := f(m,n)
2·g(m,n) and d′2 := f(m,n)

2·h(m) . It follows from Lemma 5.1 and (11) that there exists

a subgraph H′′ ⊂ H′ such that G′
i is d

′
i-full in H′′ for each i ∈ {1, 2}, and

|H′′| ≥ |H′| − (d′1 − 1)|G′
1| − (d′2 − 1)|G′

2|

> 2 · f(m,n)−
f(m,n)

2 · g(m,n)
· g(m,n) −

f(m,n)

2 · h(m)
· h(m) ≥ f(m,n). (11)

Let Ui ⊂ Vi be the collection of vertices whose degree is not zero in H′′ for i ∈ {1, 2}. Let
m̃ := |U1| and ñ := |U2|. Let G

′′
1 denote the induced bipartite subgraph of ∂H′′ on U1 and

U2, and let G′′
2 denote the induced subgraph of ∂H′′ on U1.

Claim 5.3. The following statements hold.

(i) dG′′

1
(x) ≥ d′2 and dG′′

2
(x) ≥ d′1 for every vertex x ∈ U1.

(ii) dG′′

1
(x̃) ≥ d′1 for every vertex x̃ ∈ U2.

In particular, m̃ ≥ d′1 ≥
f(m,n)
2·g(m,n) >

2t1mn+2s1n
1+ 1

s1

2·(t1mn
1− 1

s1 +s1n)
= n

1
s1 and ñ ≥ d′2 ≥

f(m,n)
2·h(m) .

Proof of Claim 5.3. First, we prove Claim 5.3 (i). Fix a vertex x ∈ U1. It follows from
the definition of U1 that there exist vertices y ∈ U1 and z ∈ U2 such that {x, y, z} ∈ H′′.
Note that G′′

i ⊂ G′
i is d

′
i-full in H′′ for i ∈ {1, 2}. Therefore, the edge xy ∈ G′′

2 satisfies
|NH′′(xy)| ≥ dH′′(xy) ≥ d′2, and the edge xz ∈ G′′

1 satisfies |NH′′(xz)| ≥ dH′′(xz) ≥ d′1.
Since NH′′(xy) ⊂ NG′′

1
(x) and NH′′(xz) ⊂ NG′′

2
(x), we obtain dG′′

1
(x) ≥ |NH′′(xy)| ≥ d′2

and dG′′

2
(x) ≥ |NH′′(xz)| ≥ d′1.

Next, we prove Claim 5.3 (ii). Fix a vertex x̃ ∈ U2. It follows from the definition of U2

that there exist vertices ỹ, z̃ ∈ U1 such that {x̃, ỹ, z̃} ∈ H′′. Similar to the argument above,
we have dG′′

1
(x̃) ≥ dH′′(x̃ỹ) ≥ d′1.

11



Recall that G′′
1 [U1, U2] is ordered-Ks1,t1-free, so it follows from Theorem 2.4 that

|G′′
1 | ≤ Z(m̃, ñ,Ks1,t1) ≤ t1m̃ñ

1− 1
s1 + s1ñ.

By averaging, there exists a vertex u∗ ∈ U1 such that

dG′′

1
(u∗) ≤

|G′′
1 |

m̃
≤
t1m̃ñ

1− 1
s1 + s1ñ

m̃
≤ t1ñ

1− 1
s1 + s1ñ

1− 1
s1 , (12)

where the last inequality follows from m̃ ≥ n
1
s1 ≥ ñ

1
s1 (see Claim 5.3).

Let Ni := NG′′

i
(u∗) for i ∈ {1, 2}. Note that N1 ⊂ U2 and N2 ⊂ U1.

Claim 5.4. We have

(s1 + t1)ñ
1− 1

s1 ≥ |N1| ≥
f(m,n)

2 · h(m)
and |N2| ≥

f(m,n)

2 · g(m,n)
≥ n

1
s1 .

Proof of Claim 5.4. It follows from (12) that |N1| = dG′′

1
(u∗) ≤ (s1 + t1)ñ

1− 1
s1 . On the

other hand, it follows from Claim 5.3 (i) that |N1| ≥ d′2 ≥ f(m,n)
2·h(m) . Similarly, it follows

from Claim 5.3 (i) that |N2| ≥ d′1 ≥
f(m,n)
2·g(m,n) ≥ n

1
s1 .

Let G̃ = G̃[N1, N2] denote the induced bipartite subgraph of ∂H′′ on N1 and N2. Similar

to the proof of Claim 5.3 (i), each vertex x ∈ N2 has at least |NH′′(u∗x)| ≥ d′1 ≥ f(m,n)
2·h(m)

neighbors (in |G̃|) contained N1. Therefore,

|G̃| ≥ |N1| ·
f(m,n)

2 · h(m)
. (13)

On the other hand, notice that G̃[N1, N2] is ordered-Ks1−1,t1-free (since any ordered copy

of Ks1−1,t1 in G̃ would form an ordered copy of Ks1,t1 in G′′
1). So by Theorem 2.4,

|G̃| ≤ Z(|N1|, |N2|,Ks1−1,t1) ≤ t1|N2||N1|
1− 1

s1−1 + s1|N1|. (14)

Combining (13) and (14), we obtain

|N2| ·
f(m,n)

2 · h(m)
≤ t1|N2||N1|

1− 1
s1−1 + s1|N1|,

which is equivalent to

f(m,n)

2 · h(m)
≤ t1|N1|

1− 1
s1−1 + s1

|N1|

|N2|
. (15)

It follows from Claim 5.4 that

t1|N1|
1− 1

s1−1 ≤ t1

(
(s1 + t1)ñ

1− 1
s1

)1− 1
s1−1

< t1(s1 + t1)n
1− 2

s1 , and

s1
|N1|

|N2|
≤
s1(s1 + t1)ñ

1− 1
s1

n
1
s1

≤ s1(s1 + t1)n
1− 2

s1 .

Combining with (15), we obtain

f(m,n) ≤ 2 · h(m) ·
(
t1(s1 + t1)n

1− 2
s1 + s1(s1 + t1)n

1− 2
s1

)

= (s1 + t1)
2(s2 + t2)m

2− 1
s2 n

1− 2
s1 ,

contradicting the definition of f(m,n).
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5.2 Lower bound

We prove Theorem 1.7 (iii) in this subsection.

Given a prime power q, let Fq denote the finite filed of size q, and let F
∗
q denote the

multiplicative subgroup of Fq. For integers s ≥ 2, the Fq-norm on Fqs−1 is the map
N : Fqs−1 → Fq defined by

N(x) := x · xq · · · xq
s−2

for x ∈ Fqs−1 .

The classical projective norm graph PG(q, s) introduced by Alon–Rónyai–Szabó [ARS99]
is the graph with vertex set Fqs−1 × F

∗
q where two distinct vertices (X,x) and (Y, y) are

adjacent iff N(X + Y ) = xy. It was shown in [ARS99] that

(i) PG(q, s) has qs − qs−1 vertices,

(ii) every vertex in PG(q, s) has degree either qs−1 − 1 or qs−1 − 2 (and the latter case
can happen only if char(Fq) 6= 2),

(iii) PG(q, s) has
(
1
2 − o(1)

)
q2s−1 edges, and

(iv) PG(q, s) is Ks,(s−1)!+1-free.

The graph PG(q, s) is a well-known example of an optimal pseudorandom graph (see
e.g. [Sza03, KS06, LMMC] for related definitions). Intuitively, a typical pair of vertices in
PG(q, s) has around qs−2 common neighbors, which is the expected number in a random
graph with the same edge density. This intuition is made rigorous in the following lemma
of Kostochka–Mubayi–Verstraëte [KMV15].

Lemma 5.5 ([KMV15, Lemmas 5.2 and 5.3]). Let s ≥ 3 be an integer and q be a prime
power. For every (X,Y, x) ∈ Fqs−1 × Fqs−1 × F

∗
q with X 6= Y , the number of Z ∈ Fqs−1

satisfying N
(
X+Z
Y+Z

)
= x is at least qs−2. Consequently, for each (X,x) ∈ Fqs−1 × F

∗
q, all

but at most q−1 vertices in Fqs−1 ×F
∗
q have at least (1−o(1))qs−2 common neighbors with

(X,x) in PG(q, s).

Now we are ready to present the construction for the lower bounds in Theorem 1.7. Note
that the construction applies to both Z(n, n,K+

s1,t1 ,K
+
s2,t2) and Z(n, n,K

+
t1,s1 ,K

+
s2,t2).

Proof of Theorem 1.7 (iii). Let s1, s2 ≥ 3 be integers and p be a sufficiently large prime.
Let (q, q̃) := (ps2 , ps1). Note that qs1 = q̃s2 and qs1 − qs1−1 = (1 + o(1))

(
q̃s2 − q̃s2−1

)
. Let

n := max
{
qs1 − qs1−1, q̃s2 − q̃s2−1

}
. Let V1 and V2 be two disjoint sets of size n.

First, let us define a graph H on V1 ∪ V2 :

• place a copy of PG(q̃, s2) on V1,

• fix two injective maps ψ1 : Fqs1−1 × F
∗
q → V1 and ψ2 : Fqs1−1 × F

∗
q → V2,

• add the pair {ψ1 ((X,x)) , ψ2 ((Y, y))} to the edge set of H iff (X,x) 6= (Y, y) and
{(X,x), (Y, y)} ∈ PG(q, s1).
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Since PG(q̃, s2) is Ks2,(s2−1)!+1-free, the induced subgraph H[V1] is Ks2,(s2−1)!+1-free. Sim-
ilarly, since PG(q, s1) is Ks1,(s1−1)!+1-free, it is easy to see that the induced bipartite
subgraph H[V1, V2] is Ks1,(s1−1)!+1-free.

Now, define the n by n semibipartite 3-graph H as follows :

H := {{u, v, w} : u, v ∈ V1, w ∈ V2, and {u, v, w} forms a triangle in H} .

It is clear from the properties of H that

• H does not contain any copy of K+
s2,(s2−1)!+1 whose core is contained in V1, and

• H[V1, V2] does not contain any ordered copy of K+
s1,(s1−1)!+1 or K+

(s1−1)!+1,s1
.

So it suffices to show that |H| ≥ (1/2 − o(1))n
3− 1

s2
−

2
s1 . Let W := ψ1

(
Fqs1−1 × F

∗
q

)
⊂ V1.

Note that |W | = (1 − o(1))|V1|. By Lemma 5.5, the number of edges in H[W ] that have
at least (1− o(1))qs−2 common neighbors in H is at least

1

2
· |V1| ·

(
q̃s2−1 − 2− (q̃ − 1)

)
− |V1 \W | · q̃s2−1

=
1

2
·
(
q̃s2 − q̃s2−1

)
·
(
q̃s2−1 − q̃ − 1

)
− o (q̃s2) · q̃s2−1 =

(
1

2
− o(1)

)
q̃2s2−1.

Therefore,

|H| ≥

(
1

2
− o(1)

)
q̃2s2−1 ·

(
1

2
− o(1)

)
qs1−2 =

(
1

2
− o(1)

)
q̃2s2−1qs1−2

=

(
1

2
− o(1)

)
n
3− 1

s2
−

2
s1 ,

completing the proof of Theorem 1.7 (iii).

6 Concluding remarks

Theorem 1.3 motivates the following question, which, if true, would imply that Ks,s is
bounded.

Problem 6.1. Let s ≥ 4 be an integer. Is it true that

lim
n→∞

Z(n, n,Ks−1,s)

ex(n,Ks,s)
= 0?

Another interesting class of bipartite graphs studied by Erdős–Simonovits [ES70] is the
hypercube, where, for an integer d ≥ 2, the d-dimensional hypercube Qd is the graph with
vertex set {0, 1}d and two vertices are adjacent iff they differ in exactly one coordinate.

Problem 6.2. Is Qd bounded for d ≥ 3?

Our understanding of the boundedness of degenerate r-graphs when r ≥ 3 is very limited.
We hope the following question will motivate further research on this topic.

Problem 6.3. Characterize the family of bounded degenerate r-graphs.
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A particularly interesting class of hypergraph is Kr
s1,...,sr , the complete r-partite r-graph

with part sizes s1, . . . , sr. It Turán number has been studied in works such as [Erd64b,
Mub02, MYZ18, PZ].

Problem 6.4. Is Kr
s1,...,sr bounded for integers r ≥ 3 and sr ≥ · · · ≥ s1 ≥ 2?

Our approach for Theorem 1.6 could potentially be extended to the expansion of other
bipartite graphs. This, in particular, motivates the following Zarankiewicz-type problem
for 3-graphs.

Given a bipartite graph F = F [U1, U2] with a proper bipartition V (F ) = U1 ∪ U2, we say
a semibipartite 3-graph H[V1, V2] contains an ordered copy of F+ if there is a copy of F+

in H such that U1 is contained in V1 and U2 is contained in V2.

Problem 6.5. Let F [U1, U2] and F̃ be two bipartite graphs. Determine the maximum
number of edges Z(m,n, F [U1, U2], F̃ ) in an m by n semibipartite 3-graph H[V1, V2] such
that

• H[V1, V2] does not contain any ordered copy of F+, and

• H[V1, V2] does not contain any copy of F̃+ whose core is contained in V1.
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A Proof of Theorem 1.7 (ii)

Proof of Theorem 1.7 (ii). Fix positive integers m,n and let

f(m,n) := 2(s1 + t1)(s2 + t2)
(
t1m

2− 1
s1

−
2
s2

+ 1
s1s2 n+ s1m

2+ 1
s1

−
1
s2

)
,

r(m,n) := (s1 + 1)(t1 + 1)mn+ (s2 + 1)(t2 + 1)m2,

g(m,n) := t1nm
1− 1

s1 + s1m, and h(m) :=
1

2
(s2 + t2)m

2− 1
s2 .

It suffices to show that

Z(m,n,K+
t1,s1 ,K

+
s2,t2) ≤ 2 · f(m,n) + r(m,n).

Suppose to the contrary that there exists an m by n semibiparite 3-graph H = H[V1, V2]
such that
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• |H| > 2 · f(m,n) + r(m,n),

• H[V1, V2] does not contain any ordered copy of K+
t1,s1 , and

• H[V1, V2] does not contain any copy of K+
s2,t2 whose core is contained in V1.

Let G1 denote the induced bipartite subgraph of ∂H on V1 and V2, and let G2 denote the
induced subgraph of ∂H on V1. Let di := (si + 1)(ti + 1) for i ∈ {1, 2}. By Lemma 5.1,
there exists a subgraph H′ ⊂ H such that Gi is di-full in H′ for i ∈ {1, 2}, and

|H′| ≥ |H| − (d1 − 1)|G1| − (d2 − 1)|G2|

≥ |H| − (s1 + 1)(t1 + 1)mn − (s2 + 1)(t2 + 1)m2 > 2 · f(m,n). (16)

Let G′
1 denote the induced bipartite subgraph of ∂H′ on V1 and V2, and let G′

2 denote the
induced subgraph of ∂H′ on V1. The following claim follows easily from the definition of
H′ and Fact 2.6.

Claim A.1. The bipartite graph G′
1[V1, V2] is ordered-Kt1 ,s1-free. The graph G′

2 is Ks2,t2-
free.

It follows from Claim A.1 and Theorem 2.4 that

|G′
1| ≤ Z(m,n,Kt1,s1) ≤ g(m,n) and |G′

2| ≤ ex(m,Ks2,t2) ≤ h(m).

Let d′1 := f(m,n)
2·g(m,n) and d′2 := f(m,n)

2·h(m) . It follows from Lemma 5.1 and (17) that there exists

a subgraph H′′ ⊂ H′ such that G′
i is d

′
i-full in H′′ for each i ∈ {1, 2}, and

|H′′| ≥ |H′| − (d′1 − 1)|G′
1| − (d′2 − 1)|G′

2|

> 2 · f(m,n)−
f(m,n)

2 · g(m,n)
· g(m,n) −

f(m,n)

2 · h(m)
· h(m) ≥ f(m,n). (17)

Let Ui ⊂ Vi be the collection of vertices whose degree is not zero in H′′ for i ∈ {1, 2}. Let
m̃ := |U1| and ñ := |U2|. Let G

′′
1 denote the induced bipartite subgraph of ∂H′′ on U1 and

U2, and let G′′
2 denote the induced subgraph of ∂H′′ on U1.

Claim A.2. The following statements hold.

(i) dG′′

1
(x) ≥ d′2 and dG′′

2
(x) ≥ d′1 for every vertex x ∈ U1.

(ii) dG′′

1
(x̃) ≥ d′1 for every vertex x̃ ∈ U2.

In particular, m̃ ≥ d′1 ≥
f(m,n)
2·g(m,n) and ñ ≥ d′2 ≥

f(m,n)
2·h(m) >

2(s1+t1)(s2+t2)s1m
2+ 1

s1
−

1
s2

(s2+t2)m
2− 1

s2 /2
> m

1
s1 .

Proof of Claim A.2. First, we prove Claim A.2 (i). Fix a vertex x ∈ U1. It follows from
the definition of U1 that there exist vertices y ∈ U1 and z ∈ U2 such that {x, y, z} ∈ H′′.
Note that G′′

i ⊂ G′
i is d

′
i-full in H′′ for i ∈ {1, 2}. Therefore, the edge xy ∈ G′′

2 satisfies
|NH′′(xy)| ≥ dH′′(xy) ≥ d′2, and the edge xz ∈ G′′

1 satisfies |NH′′(xz)| ≥ dH′′(xz) ≥ d′1.
Since NH′′(xy) ⊂ NG′′

1
(x) and NH′′(xz) ⊂ NG′′

2
(x), we obtain dG′′

1
(x) ≥ |NH′′(xy)| ≥ d′2

and dG′′

2
(x) ≥ |NH′′(xz)| ≥ d′1.

Next, we prove Claim A.2 (ii). Fix a vertex x̃ ∈ U2. It follows from the definition of U2

that there exist vertices ỹ, z̃ ∈ U1 such that {x̃, ỹ, z̃} ∈ H′′. Similar to the argument above,
we have dG′′

1
(x̃) ≥ dH′′(x̃ỹ) ≥ d′1.
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Recall that G′′
1 [U1, U2] is ordered-Ks1,t1-free, so it follows from Theorem 2.4 that

|G′′
1 | ≤ Z(m̃, ñ,Kt1,s1) ≤ t1ñm̃

1− 1
s1 + s1m̃.

By averaging, there exists a vertex u∗ ∈ U2 such that

dG′′

1
(u∗) ≤

|G′′
1 |

ñ
≤
t1ñm̃

1− 1
s1 + s1m̃

ñ
≤ t1m̃

1− 1
s1 + s1m̃

1− 1
s1 , (18)

where the last inequality follows from ñ ≥ m
1
s1 ≥ m̃

1
s1 (see Claim A.2).

Let N := NG′′

1
(u∗) ⊂ U1. Note from (18) that |N | ≤ (s1 + t1)m̃

1− 1
s1 . Combined with the

Ks2,t2-freeness of G
′′
2[N ] and Theorem 2.4, we obtain

|G′′
2 [N ]| ≤

1

2
(s2 + t2)|N |

2− 1
s2 . (19)

On the other hand, similar to the proof Claim A.2 (i), each vertex x ∈ N has at least
dH′′(u∗x) ≥ d′1 neighbors (in G′′

2) contained in N . Therefore,

|G′′
2 [N ]| ≥

|N |d′1
2

≥ |N |
f(m,n)

4 · g(m,n)
(20)

Combining (19) and (20), we obtain

|N |
f(m,n)

4 · g(m,n)
≤

1

2
(s2 + t2)|N |

2− 1
s2 ,

which implies that

f(m,n) ≤ 2(s2 + t2) · g(m,n) · |N |
1− 1

s2

≤ 2(s2 + t2) ·
(
t1nm

1− 1
s1 + s1m

)
·
(
(s1 + t1)m̃

1− 1
s1

)1− 1
s2

< 2(s2 + t2)(s1 + t1)
(
t1nm

(1−s−1
1 )(2−s−1

2 ) + s1m
1+(1−s−1

1 )(1−s−1
2 )
)
,

contradicting the definition of f(m,n).
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