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Abstract

Let K3 3 be the 3-graph with 15 vertices {x;,y; : 1 <i < 3} and {z;; : 1 <i,7 < 3}, and
11 edges {z1,x2,z3}, {y1,¥2,y3} and {{z;,y;,z;} 1 <i,j < 3}. We show that for large
n, the unique largest Ingg—free 3-graph on n vertices is a balanced blow-up of the complete
3-graph on 5 vertices. Our proof uses the stability method and a result on lagrangians of
intersecting families that has independent interest.

1 Introduction

The Turdn number ex(n,F') is the maximum number of edges in an F-free r-graph on n
Verticesﬂ It is a long-standing open problem in Extremal Combinatorics to develop some
understanding of these numbers for general r-graphs F. For ordinary graphs (r = 2) the
picture is fairly complete, but for » > 3 there are very few known results. Turdn [I3] posed
the natural question of determining ex(n, F') when F' = K7 is a complete r-graph on ¢ vertices.
To date, no case with ¢t > r > 2 of this question has been solved, even asymptotically. For
a summary of progress on hypergraph Turan problems before 2011 we refer the reader to the
survey [8]. Since then, most progress has been made by the computer-assisted method of Flag
Algebras (see [1}4]), although a new result by the method of link multigraphs was also obtained
in [9].

In this paper, we determine the Turan number of the 3-graph ng73 with vertices {z;,y; : 1 <i <
3} and {z;; : 1 <14,j <3}, and edges {x1, 22,73}, {y1,92,y3} and {{@;, y;j,2;;} : 1 <i,5 < 3}.
For an integer n > 5, let Tg’(n) denote the balanced blow-up of K g’ on n vertices, that is, we

*School of Mathematics, University of Birmingham, Edgbaston, Birmingham, B15 2TT, UK. Email:
d.hefetz@bham.ac.uk.

fSchool of Mathematical Sciences, Queen Mary University of London, Mile End Road, London E1 4NS,
England. Email: p.keevash@qmul.ac.uk. Research supported in part by ERC grant 239696 and EPSRC grant
EP/G056730/1.

LAn r-graph (or r-uniform hypergraph) G consists of a vertex set and an edge set, each edge being some r-set
of vertices. We say G is F-free if it does not have a (not necessarily induced) subgraph isomorphic to F'.



partition the vertices into 5 parts of sizes [n/5] or [n/5], and take as edges all triples in which
the vertices belong to 3 distinct parts. Write t3(n) := e(T2(n)). Our main result is as follows.

Theorem 1.1 ex(n,ng?)) = t3(n) for sufficiently large n. Moreover, if n is sufficiently large
and G is a K3 5-free 3-graph with n vertices and t3(n) edges, then G = T3(n).

We prove Theorem by the stability method and lagrangians. Given an r-graph G on

[n] ={1,...,n}, we define a polynomial in the variables z = (x1,...,x,) by
pa(z) == Z H.Q}Z
c€E(Q) ice

The lagrangian of G is

AMG) = max{pg(z) : ; > 0 for 1 <7 <n and Zm, =1}
i=1

A key tool in the proof will be the following result that determines the maximum possible
lagrangian among all intersecting 3-graphs: it is uniquely achieved by K 53 , which has A\(K 53) =
(3)(1/5)3 = 2/25.

Theorem 1.2 Let G be an intersecting 3-graph. If G # K3, then A(G) < M\(K3) — 1073.

We use the following notation and terminology throughout the paper. For a positive integer
n let S, denote the set of all permutations of [n] := {1,...,n}. For a vector x = (z1,...,2,)
of real numbers, the support of x is Supp(z) := {1 < i < n :x; # 0}. For aset A C [n]
and a permutation 7 € S, let 7(A) = {n(a) : a € A}. For a family F of subsets of [n] let
w(F) ={n(A) : A€ F}. A permutation 7 € S, is an automorphism of F if n(F) = F. Let F
be a family of subsets of [n] and let I C [n]. We say that F covers pairs with respect to I if
for every i,j € I there exists some F' € F such that {i,j} C F. If I = [n], then we will simply
say that F covers pairs. An intersecting r-graph F on [n] is mazimal (intersecting) if for every
Ae (@) \ F there exists some B € F such that ANB = (). For a family F of subsets of [n] and
aset I C[n]let F[I| ={F € F : F C I} be the restriction of F to I. For a family F of subsets
of [n] and a positive integer r < n let Gen(n,r, F) = {A € ([:f]) : dF € F such that A D F'}
denote the r-uniform family which is generated by F. Given an intersecting family F of subsets
of [n], a shift E| of F is any family obtained by applying the following rule: as long as there exist
i € A € F such that F' = (F\ {A}) U{A\ {i}} is intersecting, replace F by F’ and repeat.
Note that, by definition, any shift of an intersecting family is also an intersecting family. By
some abuse of notation, we denote any shift of F by S(F). Given an r-graph F, the ¢-fold
blow-up F(t) is obtained by replacing each vertex of F' by ¢ vertices, and each edge of F' by all
t" edges of the complete r-partite r-graph spanned by the corresponding new vertices.

2This definition of shifting used in this paper is different from the standard shifting technique introduced by
Erdds, Ko and Rado in [3]



The organisation of this paper is as follows. In the next section we gather some simple prop-
erties of shifted families and optimal assignments for lagrangians, that will be used in Section
3 to prove Theorem In Section 4 we prove Theorem via the stability method: first
we prove Theorem which gives the approximate structure of extremal examples, and then
we refine this to give the exact result and uniqueness of structure. The final section contains
some concluding remarks and open problems.

2 Properties of shifted families and optimal assignments

We start with two simple observations.
Observation 2.1 Let F; and F2 be families of sets. If F1 C Fa, then \N(F1) < A(Fa).

Observation 2.2 Let F be a family of subsets of [n], let t < n be a positive integer and let
I ={i,...,it} C[n]. Letay,...,an be non-negative real numbers such that a; = 0 for every
1 ¢ I. Then p]:(al, v ,an) = p]_-m(ail, v ,ait).

The following lemma was proved in [7] (using slightly different terminology).

Lemma 2.3 Let F be a family of r-subsets of [n]. Suppose a1, ...,an > 0 such that ), | a; =
1, AM(F) =pr(a) and I = Supp(a) is minimal. Then F[I] covers pairs with respect to I.

We deduce that it suffices to consider intersecting r-graphs that cover pairs; more precisely,
we have the following statement.

Lemma 2.4 For positive integers r < n, let mi denote the mazimum of N(F) over all in-
tersecting r-graphs F on [n] and let mg denote the mazimum of N(F) over all intersecting
r-graphs F on [n] that cover pairs with respect to \Jpcr F'. Then mi = my.

Proof It is obvious that mi > mo; hence it suffices to prove that m; < mgy. Let F be an
intersecting r-graph on [n] such that A(F) = my. Let ai,...,a, > 0 such that > " ; a; = 1,
AMF) = pr(a) and A = Supp(a) is minimal. Then F[A] covers pairs with respect to A =
Uperia) F' by Lemma Moreover, A(F) = A(F[A]) holds by Observations [2.1| and The
lemma follows since clearly F[A] is an intersecting r-graph on [n] and A(F[A]) < ma. ]

Next we need some properties of the shifted family S(F) defined in the introduction.

Lemma 2.5 Let F be an intersecting family. Then for every i € A € S(F) there exists
B € S(F) such that AN B = {i}.

Proof Suppose there exists some i € A € S(F) such that (A\{i})NB # 0 for every B € S(F).
Then (S(F)\ {4}) U{A\ {i}} is intersecting, contrary to S(F) being shifted. O

Combining Lemma [2.5| with the following observation, we see that S(F) is an antichain.



Observation 2.6 Let F be an intersecting family and suppose that for every i € A € F there
exists B € F such that AN B = {i}. Then F does not contain two sets S and T such that
SCT.

Next we show that a maximal intersecting r-graph is generated by its shifted family.
Lemma 2.7 Let F be a mazimal intersecting r-graph on [n]. Then Gen(n,r,S(F)) = F.

Proof Since F is maximal, it suffices to show F C Gen(n,r, S(F)). For any A € F, by con-
struction of S(F), there must exist some B € S(F) such that B C A; then A € Gen(n,r, S(F))
by definition. O

Next we show how to exploit symmetries of a family when computing its lagrangian.

Lemma 2.8 Let F be a family of subsets of [n]. Suppose for some 1 < i < j < n that the
transposition (ij) is an automorphism of F. Suppose ai,...,an, > 0 and > a; = 1. Let
a; = aj = (a; + a;) /2, and for every t € [n]\ {4, j} let a; = ar. Then pr(a’) > pr(a).

Proof Since (ij) is an automorphism of F, it is easy to see that

pr(d) —pr(a) = Z ((ai + a;)?/4 — aia;) H a; > 0.

{z?%éF teF\{i,j}

a

Corollary 2.9 Let F be a family of subsets of [n]. Let Pr be the partition of [n] into equiva-
lence classes of the relation in which i ~ j if and only if (ij) is an automorphism of F. Then
there is an assignment a = (a1,...,an) with a1,...,an, >0, > 1 a; = 1 and pr(a) = \(F)
such that a is constant on each part of Pr.

Proof Given an assignment a and P € Pz, let ap = |P|™' Y, pa;. Consider an assignment
a=(a1,...,a,) with ar,...,a, >0, > ;a;, =1 and pr(a) = A(F) that minimises S(a) :=
> pepy 2icp |@i —ap|. We claim S(a) = 0, i.e. a is constant on each part of Pr. For suppose
not, and consider some P € Pr and ¢,j in P with a; > @, > a;. Define ¢’ as in Lemma
then pr(a’) = M(F) and S(a’) < S(a), contradicting the choice of a. 0

Given a family F of subsets of [n] and 1 <i < n,let F; ={F € F:i € F} and F; = {F\{i}:
F € F;}. The next lemma shows that, in an optimal assignment to pr, we do not need to
assign any weight to a vertex j, if there is another vertex ¢ that dominates j for F, in that
Fy S

Lemma 2.10 Let F be a family of subsets of [n]. Suppose that 1 < i < j < n are such that i
dominates j for F. Suppose ai,...,a, >0 and Y ; ja; =1. Let a5 =0, let a; = a; + a; and
for every t € [n]\ {i,j} let aj = az. Then pr(a’) > pr(a).
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Figure 1: Shifted families

Proof Since i dominates j for F, there is no F' € F such that {i,j} C F. It thus follows that

p]:(a')—p]:(a):Za—aZ H at—i-Za—a] H ay

FeF; teF\{i} FeF; teF\{j}

= Z ajHatZO,

FeF,\F; teF
where the second equality follows by the assumption that .7-'j_ CF . O

Finally, we need a property of optimal assignments that follows from the theory of Lagrange
multipliers (see [7, Theorem 2.1}).

Lemma 2.11 Suppose G is an r-graph on [n]. Suppose ai,...,an >0 with Y ;' a; =1 and
pc(a) = AM(G) is such that Supp(a) is minimal. Then ap%x(i:g)(a) =rA(G) for all i € Supp(a).

3 Lagrangians of intersecting 3-graphs

In this section we prove Theorem by showing that the maximum possible lagrangian among
all intersecting 3-graphs is uniquely achieved by K3. Note that by Observation and Lemma
it suffices to consider maximal intersecting 3-graphs that cover pairs. Our proof consists
of classifying such 3-graphs by their shifted families, and verifying the required bound in each
case. We will prove that it suffices to consider the shifted families illustrated in Figure 1.

We start with the second part of the proof, in which we compute or estimate the lagrangians
of these families. First we consider K 53, the complete 3-graph on 5 vertices.

Lemma 3.1 \(K?) = %

Proof Since every 7 € Sj is an automorphism of K3, we have A\(K3) = ng(1/5, o, 1/5) =%
by Corollary O



Next we consider the Fano plane F7.
Lemma 3.2 A(Fy) = .

Proof Note first that \(F7) > % as this value is obtained by splitting the entire weight equally
among any 3 vertices which form an edge. Suppose for a contradiction that A(Fr) > 2—17 Let
at,...,a7 > 0 with > ; a; = 1 and pg, (a) = A(F7). We can assume that a has full support,
ie. a; > 0 for all 1 < ¢ < 7. For otherwise, F;[Supp(a)] is contained in the 2-blow-up of
an edge, which has the same lagrangian as an edge, namely (1/3)3 = 1/27. Note that for
every pair {j,k} there is a unique 7 such that {i,j,k} € E(F;). By Lemma we can
choose a such that 81757;51)(@) = 3A(F7) for all 1 < i <7 (note that a has minimal support by
assumption). Summing over i we obtain Zl§j<k§7 aja = 21\(F7). By symmetry we deduce
that 21\ (Fy) < (g)(l/?)z, i.e. A(Fy) < 45 which is a clear contradiction. O

Next we consider the star, where the generating family is a single point, denoted pt.

Lemma 3.3 For an integer n > 3 let F = Gen(n,3,pt) = {{1,i,j} : 2 <i < j <n}. Then
MF) < £.

Proof By Corollary 2.9 there is 0 < z < 1 such that

n—1

NF) = pr(l —a, 2o =) = (”;1>(1—x) < v )2 _ 2&__21):52(1—95).

The maximum occurs at z = 2/3, so A(F) < 2=2.2/27 < 2/27. O

n1
Next we consider the family generated by the triangle K3.
Lemma 3.4 For an integer n > 3 let

F =Gen(n,3,Ks3) ={{i,j,t}:1<i<j<3,ten\{ij}}

Then A\(F) = %.

Proof By Corollary there is 0 <z < 1/3 such that

1-3
2. 227

= 322 — 823,
n—3 X X

MNF) = pr(z, oz, 182 1282y — 93 1 3(n — 3)

' n—3" n—3

We can assume 0 < x < 1/3, as 322 — 823 is 0 at # = 0 and 1/27 at = 1/3. Differentiating,
we see that the maximum occurs at = 1/4, so A\(F) = 1/16. O

Now we consider incomplete 3-graphs on 5 vertices, which are dominated by the 3-graph K g_

where one edge is missing.

Lemma 3.5 Let F be a 3-graph on [5]. If F # K2, then \(F) < M(Ki~) < M(K2) —1073.



Proof By Observation it suffices to prove that A\(K:™) < % — 1073, By Corollary
there is 0 < 2 < 1/3 such that

AKST) = Pg3- (z,z, 2, 1_23367 %) = 622 1_2335 + 330(17296)2 = %(:U — 222 — 32%).

We can assume 0 < z < 1/3, as f(z) := 2—22%—323is 0 at z = 0 and = = 1/3. Differentiating,
we see that the maximum occurs at x = @7 so AM(K27) = % <AK3)—-1073. O

Next we consider the family generated by Fy = {{1,2},{1,3},{1,4},{2,3,4}}.

Lemma 3.6 For an integer n > 4 let
F =Gen(n,3,Fy) ={{2,3,4}} U{{1,4,5}:2<i<4,2<j#i<n}

Then M\(F) < MK3) — 1073,

Proof For every 6 < i < n we have 7, = {{1,2},{1,3},{1,4}} = F;. By Lemma m
there are aq,...,as > 0 such that Z?:l a; = 1 and A\(F) = pr(ai,...,as,0,...,0). Writing
F'=F[{1,...,5}], we have A\(F) = pzs(a) by Observation[2.2] Since {2,3,5} ¢ F, Lemma 3.5
now gives A(F) < A(K3) — 1073, O

Now we consider the family generated by Rs = {{1,2},{1,4},{1,3,5},{2,3,4},{2,4,5}}.

Lemma 3.7 For an integer n > 5 let
F = Gen(n,3,Rs) = {{1,3,5},{2,3,4},{2,4,5} y U{{1,4,j} : i € {2,4},2 < j #i < n}.

Then A\(F) < M(K3Z) — 1073,

Proof For every 6 < i < n we have 7, = {{1,2},{1,4}} C {{1,2},{1,4},{1,3},{2,4}} =
F5 . By Lemma and Observation there are aj,...,as > 0 such that Zg’zl a; =1
and A(F) = pr(ai,...,as,0,...,0) = pr(a), where F' = F[{1,...,5}]. Since {2,3,5} ¢ F,
Lemma gives A(F) < A(K3) —1073. O

The next few lemmas are in preparation for Lemma which shows the required bound for
any intersecting 3-graph on [6] that covers pairs. First we show that if some pair belongs to 4
edges then we have a star.

Lemma 3.8 Let F be an intersecting 3-graph on [6] that covers pairs. Suppose that there exist
1 <i<j <6 such that {i,j,k} € F for every k € [6] \ {i,j}. Then F = Gen(6,3,pt), so
ANF) < £.

Proof Assume without loss of generality that ¢ = 1 and j = 2 are such indices, that is,
{1,2,3},{1,2,4},{1,2,5},{1,2,6} € F. Since F covers pairs, there exists some F34 € F
such that {3,4} C F34. Since F is intersecting, F34 N {1,2,5} # 0 and F34 N {1,2,6} # 0.



Hence F34 = {1,3,4} or F34 = {2,3,4}; assume without loss of generality that F34 = {1,3,4}.
Similarly, for every 3 <1 < j < 6 there exists some F;; € F such that {4, j} C Fj;. Since F is
intersecting, F;;jN{1,3,4} # 0 and Fj; N{1,2,k} # 0 for every 3 < k < 6. Hence F;; = {1,4,j}
for every 3 <i < j < 6. Since F is intersecting, F = {{1,4,5} : 2 <i < j <6} = Gen(6, 3, pt).
Thus A(F) < & by Lemma O
Next we consider the family 7. This is the Turan construction for a K3-free graph on 6 vertices:
it has 3 parts of size 2, all triples with one vertex in each part, and all 2-1 triples according to

some cyclic order. Note that this is not intersecting, but contains several intersecting families
that arise in the analysis.

Lemma 3.9 \(Tg) < A(K3) — 1073.

Proof First we note that it suffices to consider assignments a = (ay,...,as) to pr,(z) with
full support. For if a; = 0 for some i then, since there exists A € ([g]) such that i € A ¢ T,
the required bound holds by Observation and Lemma Next note that for each of the
3 parts of Tg, the transposition interchanging the 2 vertices of the part is an automorphism
of Tg. Then by Corollary there are z,y,z > 0 such that x +y + 2z = 1/2 and \(T) =
2zxy? + 2222 + 2y2? + 8xyz. Also, by Lemma we have

B3NTs) = y2 + 222 + dyz = 22 + 20y + 4z = 2° + 29z + 4.
Summing we obtain
INTe) = 2°+y> +2°4+6(xy+yz+a2) = (x4+y+2)? +4(zy+yztaz) < (1/2)%+4-3-(1/6)? = 7/12.
Thus A\(Tg) < 7/108 < 2/25 — 1073, as required. O

The next case to consider is Fg. This is the 3-graph on [6] where the edges are {1,2,3} and
all 9 triples with exactly one vertex in {1, 2, 3}.

Lemma 3.10 \(Fg) < A(K2) — 1073,

Proof Note that both of the 2 parts of Fg consist of 3 vertices that are equivalent under
automorphisms of Fg. By Corollary there exists 0 < x < 1/3 such that

AN Fs) = pry(z, 2,2, (1 — 32) /3, (1 — 32)/3, (1 — 32)/3) = 2 + 92(1/3 — 2)? = 102> — 62° + .

Since f(x) := 1023 — 622 + x is 0 at * = 0 and 1/27 at * = 1/3 we can assume that
0 < x < 1/3. Differentiating, we see that the maximum occurs at x = %(‘)/6. Then we

calculate f(%) = % <2/25-1073. 0

The final preparatory lemma shows that if every pair belongs to precisely 2 edges of F then
F = FFg and the required bound holds. Here F'Fy is the 3-graph from [6]; it has 10 edges,
which are given by the orbit of the 2 shown in Figure 1 under the 5-fold rotation symmetries.
Namely, its edge-set is {{i,i + 1,7 + 2},{4,7 + 2,6} : i € [5]}, where we identify each i € [5]
with its residue modulo 5, and addition is to be understood modulo 5.



Lemma 3.11 Let F be an intersecting 3-graph on [6]. If [{A € F : {i,j} C A}| =2 holds for
every 1 <i < j <6, then F = FFg and \(F) < A(K2) — 1073.

Proof Assume without loss of generality that {1,2,3},{1,2,4} € F but {1,2,5},{1,2,6} ¢ F.
Note that |F| = %Zlgiq’s{i {A € F:{i,j} C A}| = 10, so F is maximal intersecting. Thus
|F N {A, 6]\ A} = 1 for every A € ([g]). Hence {3,4,6},{3,4,5} € F. By assumption,
there are two sets {i,5,6},{j,5,6} € F. Since F is intersecting, {1,2,a} N {b,5,6} #
for every a € {3,4} and b € {i,j}. Hence {1,5,6},{2,5,6} € F. To cover the pair {1,3}
exactly twice, we must have |F N {{1,3,5},{1,3,6}}| = 1; assume that {1,3,5} € F but
{1,3,6} ¢ F, so {2,4,5} € F (the complementary case yields an isomorphic family). Since
{1,2,6},{1,3,6} ¢ F, to cover {1,6} twice we have {1,4,6} € F. Finally, to cover {2,3}
twice we have {2,3,6} € F, so F = FFg (the permutation (1)(2)(354)(6) is an appropriate
isomorphism). Since F'Fg C Tg the required bound on A(F) holds by Observation and
Lemma [3.91 0

Now we combine the previous lemmas to analyse all intersecting 3-graphs on [6] that cover
pairs.

Lemma 3.12 Let F be an intersecting 3-graph on [6] that covers pairs. Then A\(F) < A(K3) —
1073,

Proof By Observation we can assume F is maximal. Hence, for every A € ([g]) we have
|FN{A,[6]\ A} =1, so |F| = 10. We claim that F is Kj-free. For suppose that F contains
all triples in [4]. Since F covers 56, without loss of generality {1,5,6} € F, but this is disjoint
from {2, 3,4}, a contradiction. Next we note that by Lemmawe can assume there is no pair
covered by 4 edges. Also, by Lemma we can assume that not every pair is covered exactly
twice. Since |F| = 10, some pair is covered by exactly 3 sets of F. Without loss of generality
{1,2,3}, {1,2,4} and {1,2,5} are in F, but {1,2,6} ¢ F, so {3,4,5} € F. By Lemma
we can assume that F # Fg, so F does not contain all triples with one vertex in {3,4,5}.
Without loss of generality {1,5,6} ¢ F, so {2,3,4} € F. Since F is Kj-free, {1,3,4} ¢ F, so
{2,5,6} € F.

So far, F contains {1,2,3}, {1,2,4}, {1,2,5}, {3,4,5}, {2,3,4} and {2,5,6}. Now we claim
that F C Tg; the bound on A(F) will then follow from Lemma Consider any partition
of [6] into cyclically ordered pairs (Aj, Aa, Az). We can divide the 20 triples in [6] into two
self-complementary families: the 8 triples with one vertex in each part, and the 12 triples with
two vertices in one part and one in another. To show that F C Tg with this partition, it suffices
to show that F contains all triples a;ala;+1 with a;,a; € A; and a;41 € Ay for 1 < ¢ < 3
(where Ay := Aj). Indeed, since F is intersecting, it would then follow that F cannot contain
any triplet which is not in 7.

Since F covers {1,6} it contains {1,3,6} or {1,4,6}. If F contains both, then it is contained in
Ts with parts {1,6}, {3,4}, {2,5}. Otherwise, since the transposition (34) is an automorphism
of the family constructed so far, we can assume that {1,4,6} € F and {1,3,6} ¢ F, so



{2,4,5} € F. Since F is Kj-free, {1,4,5} ¢ F, so {2,3,6} € F. Since {2,4} is not contained
in 4 edges, {2,4,6} ¢ F, so {1,3,5} € F. Thus F is contained in Tg with parts {1,4}, {2,6},
{3,5}. ]

Now that we have estimated the lagrangians of the families in Figure 1, we turn to the first
part of the proof, namely showing that it suffices to consider these families. In the next lemma
we show that we can restrict to 3-graphs on at most 7 vertices.

Lemma 3.13 Let F be an intersecting 3-graph on [n] that covers pairs, such that for every
i€ Ae F there is B € F such that ANB = {i}. Thenn <T7.

Proof Suppose for the sake of contradiction that n > 8. Assume without loss of generality
that {1,2,3} € F. Since F covers pairs, for every 5 < i < 8 there is some F; € F such that
{4,i} C F;. Since F is intersecting, {1,2,3} N F; # () for every 5 < i < 8. By the pigeonhole
principle there exist 5 < i < j < 8 and 1 < ¢ < 3 such that ¢ € F; N F;. Without loss of
generality {1,4,5},{1,4,6} € F. Considering 5 € {1,4,5} € F, by assumption there is some
A € F such that {1,4,5} N A = {5}. Since F is intersecting, A N{1,4,6} # (), and so 6 € A.
Since 1 ¢ A and AN {1,2,3} # 0, either A = {2,5,6} or A = {3,5,6}. Since F covers pairs,
there exists some B € F such that {7,8} C B. Since BN {1,2,3} # () and BN{1,4,5} # 0, it
follows that B = {1,7,8}. But then AN B = (), contradiction. O

Next we show that if F has 7 vertices then it must be the Fano plane.

Lemma 3.14 Let F be an intersecting 3-graph on [7] that covers pairs, such that for every
i€ Ae F there is B € F such that AN B = {i}. Then F = Fy.

Proof Assume without loss of generality that {1,2,3} € F. By assumption, for every i €
{1,2,3} there exists some F; € F such that F; N {1,2,3} = {i}. Also, since F covers pairs,
for each pair {7,j} we can fix Fj; € F such that {i,j} C Fj;. Without loss of generality
Fy = {1,4,5}. Since Fgr N Fy # 0 and Fg; N {1,2,3} # ) we have Fg7; = {1,6,7}. Moreover,
since F is intersecting, F does not contain {2,4,5} or {2,6,7}. Hence, we can assume without
loss of generality that F, = {2,4,6}. Since F57; N Fy # () and F57 N {1,2,3} # (0 we have
F57 = {2,5,7}. Moreover, since F is intersecting, F does not contain any of {3,4,5}, {3,6, 7},
{3,4,6} or {3,5,7}. Hence, without loss of generality F5 = {3,4,7}. Since F55 N F3 # () and
F56 N {1,2,3} # () we have Fsg = {3,5,6}. Now {{1,2,3}, F1, Fy, F3, Fg7, F57, F56} forms a
copy of F%. This is maximal intersecting, so F = Fx. O

Our final lemma considers the case when the generating family is non-uniform.

Lemma 3.15 Let F be an intersecting family of subsets of [n]. Assume that

(i) 2 <|F| <3 for every F' € F,

(ii) there exist sets A, B € F such that |A| =2 and |B| = 3,
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(i1i) for every A € F and for every i € A there exists B € F such that AN B = {i},

(v) G := Gen(n,3,F) covers pairs.
Then M\(G) < A(K3) —1073.

Proof First note by (iii) and Observation that F does not contain two sets S and 7" such
that S C T. Assume without loss of generality that A = {1,2}. Then without loss of generality
B =1{2,3,4}. Now we consider cases according to how many of {1,3} and {1,4} belong to F.

Suppose first that both {1,3} € F and {1,4} € F. Then F cannot contain any other set, as
this would have to contain one of {1,2}, {1,3}, {1,4} in order to intersect all sets in F. Thus
F = Fy, 50 \(G) < A(K2) — 1073 by Lemma [3.6]

Next suppose that F contains exactly one of {1,3} and {1,4}; by symmetry we can assume
{1,3} ¢ F and {1,4} € F. By (iii) there is C' € F such that C' N {2,3,4} = {3}. Since
Cn{1,2} # 0 we have 1 € C. Since {1,3} ¢ F, without loss of generality C = {1,3,5}.
Similarly, there is D € F such that C N D = {5}. Since DN {1,2} # 0 and D N{1,4} # 0 we
have D = {2,4,5}. Now no further sets not containing an existing set can be added to obtain
an intersecting family, so F = R and A\(G) < A(K2) — 1073 by Lemma

Finally, suppose that {1,3} ¢ F and {1,4} ¢ F. As in the previous case, without loss
of generality {1,3,5} € F. Similarly, {1,4,i} € F for some i > 5. If {2,5} € F, then
{1,4,5} € F and thus F is isomorphic to Rs, which was already considered. Also, since G # K3
is intersecting, we can assume n > 7 by Lemma and Lemma By (iv) there is Fg7 € G
such that {6,7} C Fg7. Since F is intersecting, G is intersecting as well, so Fg7 N{2,3,4} # 0
and Fg;N{1,2,5} # (0. It follows that Fg; = {2,6, 7}, but then FgzN{1,3,5} = @), contradiction.
O

We conclude this section by deducing Theorem from the lemmas.

Proof of Theorem Let F be an intersecting 3-graph on [n]. By Observation and
Lemma we can assume that F is maximal and covers pairs. Then Gen(n,3,S(F)) = F
by Lemma If S(F) contains a set of size 1 then F = Gen(n,3,pt), so A\(F) < 2/27
by Lemma Assume then that |F| > 2 for every F' € S(F). If S(F) is 2-uniform, then
S(F) = K3 by Lemma 2.5 Then F = Gen(n, 3, K3), so A\(F) = 1/16 by Lemma [3.4 If S(F)
is 3-uniform, then S(F) = F and thus S(F) covers pairs. Let k = |Uper F|; then k < 7
by Lemma and Lemma If K =7 then F = F7 by Lemma so A(F) = 1/27 by
Lemma Otherwise, k < 6, so A(F) < A(K3) — 1073 by Lemma and Lemma The
only remaining case is that covered by Lemma |3.15 a

4 An application to a hypergraph Turan problem

In this section we apply Theorem to prove our main theorem on the Turan number of K§’73,
namely that for large n, the unique extremal example is 75 (n), i.e. the balanced blow-up of K3.
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First we note some simple facts about 7% (n). It is IC§73—free, as for any attempted embedding
of IC§73 in T53(n), there must be some 1 < 4,7 < 3 such that z; and y; lie in the same part, but
then x;y;2;; cannot be an edge. The number of edges satisfies

=5[22 ][22 - vt

0<i<j<k<4

Also, the minimum degree satisfies

(n) =) —Bn—-1)= Y V;ZJ . {”‘;JJ _ %n2—|—0(n).

0<i<j<3

We start by showing that the asymptotic result follows quickly from Theorem First we
need some definitions. Suppose F' and G are r-graphs. The Turdn density of F is n(F) =
limy, 00 (:)Aex(n, F). Given r-graphs F' and G we say f : V(F') — V(G) is a homomorphism
if it preserves edges, i.e. f(e) € E(G) for all e € E(F). We say that G is F-hom-free if there
is no homomorphism from F' to G. The blow-up density is b(G) = rIA\(G). We say G is dense
if every proper subgraph G’ satisfies b(G’) < b(G). We also need the following two standard
facts (see e.g. [8, Section 3)):

(i) w(F) is the supremum of b(G) over F-hom-free dense G,

(ii) dense r-graphs cover pairs.

Theorem 4.1 ex(n, K3 3) = 5:n® + o(n?).

Proof An equivalent formulation is that 7T(K:§73) = % The lower bound is given by the
construction 75 (n). For the upper bound, by fact (i) above, it suffices to show that b(G) <
12/25 for any IC§73—hom—free dense G. Suppose for a contradiction that G is K§73—hom—free,
dense, and has A\(G) > 2/25. By Theorem G is not intersecting, so we can choose disjoint
edges {x1,x2, 3} and {y1,y2,y3}. Then by fact (ii), G covers pairs, so for every 1 < i,5 <3
there exists an edge {x;,y;, 2 }. However, this defines a homomorphism from IC§73 to G, which

contradicts G being K§,3—hom—free. O

4.1 Stability

In order to prove Theorem we will first prove the following stability result.

Theorem 4.2 For any € > 0 there exist § > 0 and an integer ng such that if F is a ngjg-
free 3-graph with n > ngy vertices and at least (22—5 — 5) n3 edges, then there exists a partition
V(F) = A1U...UAs of the vertex set of F such that 3 o; ;<5 e(A; UAj) < end.

We first show that it suffices to prove the result under the assumption that F is K§,3-h0m-free.
We need the Hypergraph Removal Lemma of Rodl and Skokan [I1, Theorem 1.3], which is as
follows.
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Lemma 4.3 Given h > r > 2, an r-graph H on h vertices, and o > 0, there is 8 > 0, such
that, for any r-graph G on n vertices with at most fn™ copies of H, one can delete an” edges
of G to make it H-free.

We also need the following lemma which is a consequence of the result of Erdés [2] (see [8,
Section 2]).

Lemma 4.4 Given an r-graph H on h vertices, t > 1 and B > 0, there is an integer ng such
that, if an r-graph G on n > ng vertices has at least Bn" copies of H then G contains the t-fold
blow-up H(t).

Suppose we have proved Theorem under the assumption that F is K§,3—h0m—free. Let H
be the set of homomorphic images of IC:,?;,3 up to isomorphism. Consider H € H and let ¢ be
such that K3 5 C H(t). Let o = 6/|H| and let 3 be given by Lemma Since F is K3 5-free,
it has at most Bn” copies of H by Lemma Then by Lemma we can delete an® edges
of F to make it H-free. Repeating this for all H € H, we can delete 6n® edges of F to make
it K§73—hom—free. Then applying Theorem under this assumption with ¢ replaced by 26 we
obtain the full theorem.

Henceforth we assume that F is K§73—hom—free. Clearly, we can also assume that ¢ is sufficiently
small. Let o, 8, 7 and § be real numbers satisfying 1 > v > 8> a>&e>J§ > nal.

Part of our proof follows the main ideas of [10]. We gradually change F (as well as some other
related structure) by iterating a process which is called Symmetrization. This process consists
of two parts: Cleaning and Merging. It terminates as soon as we can no longer clean or merge
anything. We refer to the basic object with which we operate as a pointed partitioned 3-graph;
by this we mean a triple (G, P,U) where G = (V, E) is a 3-graph, P = {P, : uw € V} is a
partition of V such that u € P, for every u € V, and U C V is a transversal of P. Note that
P, = P, for all ' € P, but we count each part in P once, i.e. it is a set, not a multiset. The
precise description of the two parts of the process is as follows:

Cleaning:

Input: A pointed partitioned 3-graph (G, P,U) on n vertices.

Output: A pointed partitioned 3-graph (G, P’,U’) on n’ < n vertices.

Process: If the minimum degree of G is at least (2% — a) n?, then stop and return (G', P, U’) =
(G,P,U). Otherwise, let u € V be an arbitrary vertex such that degg(u) < (& —a)n? If
P, = {u}, then apply Cleaning to (G \ u,P \ {P.},U \ {u}). Otherwise, let v be an arbitrary
vertex of P, \ U. Apply Cleaning to (G \ v, (P \ {P.}) U{Pu, \ {v}},U).

Merging:

Input: A pointed partitioned 3-graph (G, P,U).

Output: A pointed partitioned 3-graph (G’, P’,U’) on the same vertex set as G.

Process: If for every u, v € U there exists an edge e € E(G) such that eNP, # 0 and eNP, # 0,
then return (G',P',U’) = (G, P,U). Otherwise, let u,v € U be two arbitrary vertices such that
degg(u) > degg(v) and eN P, = () or e P, = () holds for every e € E(G). Merge P, into
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P,, that is, for every w € V(G) let P,, = P,UP, if w € P, U P, and P/, = P, otherwise.
Moreover, let U' = U \ {v} and let G’ be a blow-up of G[U'] with vertex set V(G), that is, the
3-graph obtained from G[U’'] by replacing every vertex u € U’ with the set of vertices P, and
every edge {u,v,w} € E(G[U']) with the set of edges {{a,b,c} :a € P,,b € P),c € P,}. Let
P ={P,:ueV(G)} and return (¢', P, U").

We are now ready to describe the entire symmetrization process:

Symmetrization:

Input: A 3-graph F = (V, E).

Output: A pointed partitioned 3-graph (Fgym, P, U).

Process: Let i = 1, let Ho = F, let Uy = V and let Py = {Fo, : u € V}, where Py, = {u} for
every u € V, be a partition of V' into singletons. Let (¥} = (V/, E}),P; = {P], : u € V/},Uj)
be the output of Cleaning(H;—1,Pi—1,Ui—1) and let (H; = (Vi, E;),P; = {Pi : w € Vi},U;) be
the output of Merging(H,, P/, U/}). If (Hi, Pi,U;) = (Hi—1,Pi—1,Ui—1), then stop and return
(Fsym> P, U) = (Hi, Pi, U;). Otherwise, increase i by one and repeat Cleaning and Merging.

Let (Fsym,P,U) be the result of applying Symmetrization to F. Let
Ho=F, Hy, Hasoo o, Hy, He = Foym

be the sequence of 3-graphs produced during this process, where H, = (V/, E!) and H; =
(Vi, E;) for every 1 < i < ¢. We split the proof into two stages. In the first stage we show that
Fsym is a large and fairly balanced blow-up of K g’ In the second stage we show that F[V}] is
a subgraph of a blow-up of K 53 ; Theorem will follow easily from this.

We start with the first stage, which we prove in a series of lemmas. The first four exhibit
useful properties of the Symmetrization process whereas the last three deal with the resulting
pointed partitioned 3-graph (Feym, P, U).

Lemma 4.5 The following properties hold for every 0 < i < /.

(P1) For every 0 < j <i the set U; NV is a transversal for the partition {P;, NV; : u € V;},
where Vo = V(F) = [n]. In particular, U; is a transversal of P;.

(
(P3) len Pyl <1 for every e € E; and every u € V;.

(P4) For every u,v € Vi, if v € Py, then {e\{v}:e€ E;} ={e\ {u}:e € E;}.

(P5) Ifi>1, then U; CU;—y and V; C V;_;.

Proof Clearly (P1)—(P5) hold for ¢ = 0. It thus suffices to prove that they are maintained by
an application of Cleaning followed by an application of Merging. Assume then that (P1)—(P5)

hold for some ¢ > 0; we will prove that they hold for i + 1 as well. For (P3) — (P5) this
follows directly from the definitions of Cleaning and of Merging. Property (P2) holds for i 4 1
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since Hip1[Uip1]) = Hj 1 [Uit1] = Hi[Uir1] = FlUis1], where the third equality follows since
H;[U;] = F[U;] by assumption and U; 41 C U; by (P5). It remains to show that (P1) holds
for i + 1. Fix some 0 < j < i+ 1. By (P1) for ¢, if 0 < j <4, then U; NV is a transversal
of the partition {P;, NV; : v € V;}. If w € (U;NV;) \ (Uj NV;y1) then since w is the last
vertex of Pj,, to be deleted in Cleaning we have Pj,, N V41 = 0. It follows that U; NV is a
transversal for the partition {P;, N Vi1 : u € Viy1}. On the other hand, if j =i+ 1, we note
that each of Cleaning and Merging is defined to output a pointed partitioned 3-graph, so U; 1
is a transversal for the partition {Pi;1, : v € Viy1}, as required. O

The property of Merging presented in the next lemma will only be used in the second stage of
the proof.

Lemma 4.6 Let 1 <1i < £ and suppose that Pi’,v was merged into Pi’m during the ith Merging

step. Then P/, NV (Fsym) = 0 implies P}, NV (Fsym) = 0.

Proof Assume that Pi’m NV (Feym) # 0. Since Pi”v NV (Fsym) € Py NV (Feym) by the
definition of Merging, P;,, NV (Fsym) # 0. Since U; N P, = {u}, by Lemma (P1) we have
u € V(Fsym). Hence u € P/, NV (Fsym), so P}, NV (Feym) # 0 as claimed. 0

Lemma 4.7 H; is ICg’,g—hom—free for every 0 < i < /.

Proof This is true for ¢ = 0. It thus suffices to prove that no homomorphic copy of a IC§73 is
created as a result of Cleaning and Merging. This is obvious for Cleaning. It holds for Merging
by its definition and Lemma (P3) and (P4). O

The next lemma asserts that Merging does not decrease size.
Lemma 4.8 e(H;) > e(H}) holds for every 1 < i < /.

Proof Fix some 1 < i < {. Assume that P;, was merged into P/, during the ith merg-
ing step. By definition of Merging we have degH;(u) > degH;(v), and e N Pi’7u = 0 or
e P/, =0 for every e € E;. Hence, it follows by Lemma (P4) that e(H;) = e(H)) +

%

(degae; () = degay (1) |PL,| = e(H)). 0

The next lemma asserts that the Symmetrization process does not require deleting too many
vertices.

Lemma 4.9 |V (Fyym)| > (1 — 28 5/a) n.

Proof Write ny = |V (Fsym)|. By Lemma 4.8/ and the definition of Cleaning we have

n

e(Fym) 2 e(F) = Y (55 —a)i? = e(F) = (3 — §)(n® —nf) + O(n?).

j=ni1

[S3
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Assume first that ny > ng/2. Since Fgyp, is IC§73—free by Lemma and ng l « d, by Theo-
rem [4.1| we have e(Fyyn) < (5 + 6)nj. This gives

e(F) < (55 — §)n° + (§ + 0)nf + O(n?).

Recalling that e(F) > (& — 0)n?, we estimate §(n® — n}) < §(n® + n}). This implies §(n —
n1)® < 20m3, so n —ny < 2¢/8/a - n, as claimed. On the other hand, if ny < ng/2 then
n—ny > n/2 > 2Y§/a-n. But applying the same calculation as above to the 3-graph

obtained from F by deleting the first [2{/0/a - n] + 1 vertices results in a contradiction. O
Lemma 4.10 F[U| is intersecting.

Proof By the stopping rule for Symmetrization, Fgym[Uy] covers pairs. By Lemma (P2),
the same holds for F[U;|. Assume for the sake of contradiction that there exist edges {a1, a2, a3}
and {by, be, bs} of F[Uy] such that {a1,as,as} N {b1,be,bs} = 0. Since F[U] covers pairs, for
every 1 < i,j < 3 there is x;; € V(F[Uy]) such that {a;,b;,x;;} € E(F[Ug]). Hence, F[U,] is
not IC§’73—hom—free, s0 Fsym is not K§73—hom—free, contrary to Lemma O

Lemma 4.11 Fyy,[Ug & K2 and (1/5 — B)n < |A| < (1/5+ B)n for every part A € P. In
particular |P| = 5.

Proof For every u € [n] let y, = |Pry|/|Vi| if w € Uy and y, = 0 otherwise. Let y =
(Y1, ---,Yn); note that Zue[n} y» = 1. By Lemma we have

AFIU) > pry () > 124 5 B0 =20/ (5) 2 o e

Since § < a < 1, by Lemma and Theorem we have F[Uy| = K3. Hence, Feym[Us] =
K3 holds by Lemma (P2). Assume for the sake of contradiction that there is A € P such
that [|A| — n/5| > Bn. Then there must be some B € P such that |B| < (n/5 — fn/4). It
follows that

e(Foym) < 4(n/5+ Bn/16)® + 6(n/5 — Bn/4)(n/5+ Bn/16)* < 2n°/25 — 3°n® /40.
Then Lemmamgives e(F) < e(Foym) + ¥/0/a - n® < (& — 6)n?, a contradiction. ]

This completes the first stage of the proof. The second stage is to show that F[V;] is a
subgraph of a blow-up of K2. To do so, we will reverse the Merging steps performed during
Symmetrization (this process was called Splitting in [10]). By Lemma[4.11] we have |U;| = 5, so
we can identify Uy with [5]. For every 0 < i < ¢ we will find a partition Q; = {Q;; : 1 < j <5}
of V; which satisfies the following three properties:

(R1) j € Q;; holds for every 1 < j <5,

(R2) for every v € Vj there exists some 1 < u < 5 such that P, NV, C Qj,, that is, the
restriction of P; to V; is a refinement of Q;,
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R3) HilQipUQ;q =0 for 1 < p,q <5, that is, H;[V;] is a subgraph of a blow-up of K3 with
( P q g 5
parts Q;1,...,Qis.

Set Qp = Py. It follows by Lemma that Qg satisfies (R1) — (R3). Assume that for some
1 <i < ¢ we have already defined a partition Q; which satisfies (R1) — (R3); we will show how
to define a partition Q;_1 with the desired properties.

We adopt the following notation. Let u,v € U] be such that in the ith Merging step P' was
merged into P . Note that u € U; but v ¢ U;. Write

Gi=HiVil, Gii=HMialVi], Au=PF,NV, and A, =P NV,

We can view G; as being obtained from G;_1 by Merging A, into A,. Since Q; satisfies (R2),
we can assume without loss of generality that

Au U Av - Qi,l-
Write
Wy = Qi,l \AU, Wj = Qi,j for 2< j <5, and W=V, \ A, = U?:1Wj.

We can assume A, # (), otherwise setting Q; 1 = Q; yields the desired partition. Then A, # ()
by Lemma so W1 # (). Moreover, A, # 0, A, # () and Lemma (P1) imply u,v € V,.
We also note that any triple e C W belongs to F; if and only if it belongs to E;_1.

During the next series of lemmas, we will show that there exists some 1 < j < 5 such that
adding A, to W; yields the desired partition Q; 1. Write

= [Vl

and let B; be a blow-up of K3 with parts {Q;;:1<j <5}
Lemma 4.12 For every 0 <i</{ and 1 < j <5,

(i) 0(G;) > (% — 2a) m?2, so e(G;) > (2% — %O‘) m3,
(i) [|Qi ;| —m/5] < ym/100,

(iii) dgy\g,(u) < ym? for every u € V.

Proof Fix some 0 < i < {. By definition of Cleaning, dy,(v) > (& — a)m? holds for every
v € V. It follows by Lemma [4.9] that

(g,)z( )m—\V\Vg\n>( )m —2\/%n>(——2a) 2,

This proves (i). Next, assume for the sake of contradiction that there exists some 1 < j <5
such that ||Q; ;| —m/5| > ym/100. Then there must exist some 1 < p <5 such that |Q;,| <
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m/5 —ym/400. Let 1 < g <5 be such that |Q; 4| = max{|Q;q|: 1 < a <5}, and let € Q4
be an arbitrary vertex. Since Q; satisfies (R3), it follows that

8(Gi) < dg,(z) < (3)(m/5 +ym/1600)% + (3)(m/5 — ym/400)(m/5 + ym/1600)
< (2% — 2a) m?

contrary to (i). This proves (ii). Finally, let € V; be an arbitrary vertex. By (ii) we have
dg,(u) < (3) (m/5 4 ym/400)* < (% +7/2) m2.

Since G; C B; by (R3) for Q;, this implies (iii), using (i) and o < 7. O

Next we need some more notation and terminology. Suppose the partition {W, : 1 < i < 5}
of Vy is obtained from {W; : 1 < i < 5} by adding A, to some part. We call an edge e € E;_;
bad if |e N Wy| = 2 for some 1 < p < 5, very bad if |e N Wj| = 3 for some 1 < p < 5, or good
otherwise. Suppose without loss of generality that adding A, to W5 minimises

5
Si= Y eg (WUW)) =2 eg, ,(W).

1<p<g<s p=1
Forevery 1 <j <5let Qi—1; = W]’ (where {W/ : 1 <14 <5} is obtained from {W; : 1 < i <5}
by adding A, to W5) and let Q;—1 := Q;j—11 U...UQ;—15. We will prove that Q;_; satisfies
(R1) — (R3). This is immediate for (R2), and (R1) follows since Wi # () and A, N [5] = 0 by
definition of Merging. It remains to show (R3), i.e. that all edges are good. Equivalently, we
need show that ¥ = 0, as every bad edge is counted exactly once in 3, and every very bad
edge is counted exactly twice in X, whereas good edges are not counted at all.

First we note that any e € E;_1 that is not good satisfies
lenA,| = 1.

This holds as |e N A,| < 1 by Lemma [4.5] (P3) and |e N A,| > 1 by (R3) for Q;.

We say that a vertex of A, is bad if it is contained in at least 1073m? edges which are not
good. Before proving that all edges are good, we will prove that a vertex of A, cannot be
contained in too many edges which are bad or very bad.

Lemma 4.13 There are no bad vertices.

Proof Assume for the sake of contradiction that x € A, is a bad vertex. We consider two
cases according to the number of edges of E;_; containing x and a vertex of W5. Suppose first
that there are at least 1073m?/2 such edges. It follows that there exists an index 1 < p < 5
for which there are at least 10~4m? edges {z,y, 2} € E;_1 such that y € W5 and z € W,,. Fix
such a p and fix {a,b,c} C {1,2,3,4} \ {p}. For every q € {a,b, c} let

By(z) :={w € W, : Juw’ € V; such that {z,w,w'} € E;_1}.
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Consider the subcase that |B,(z)| > 10~°m holds for every q € {a,b,c}. Consider a maximal
matching {{xj, st j € J} in E; such that x] € By(z) for all ¢ € {a,b,c}, j € J. We
claim that [J| > 3 - 107°m. For otherwise we have B/ C By(), q € {a,b,c} of size 3 -107°m
such that there is no {z% 2% 2°} € E; with 29 € Bq(x) for all ¢ € {a,b,c}. But every such
triple is in B; \ G;, so this contradicts Lemma (iii) Thus |J| > 1 -1075m. Also, each edge
{azj, 5,25}, j € J belongs to Ej_p, as it is dlSJOlIlt from A,.

Fix an arbitrary edge {z,y, 2} € E;_; such that y € W5 and z € W), and note that for every j €
J there must be some g € {a,b,c} and w € {y, 2} such that {z§,w,w'} ¢ E;—; for all w' € Vj;
otherwise, by definition of the B,(z)’s, we would contradict G;_; being IC3 3-hom- free Assume
without loss of generality that {z%,y,w'} ¢ E;— for all w’ € V} for at least |J|/6 > & -107°m
indices j € J, and also b # 1 (so that A, N Q;p = ). By Lemma ii) there are at least
m/5 —~ym/100 choices of w’ € Q;p, so we obtain at least & - 10™°m - (m/5 —ym/100) > ym?
triples of B; \ G; containing y, contrary to Lemma [4.12[(iii).

In the other subcase, we can assume without loss of generality that |B,(z)| < 107>m. Now
consider the partition {W/ : 1 <1i < 5} of V; obtained by adding A, to W, rather than Ws.
By Lemma (P4) applied to A,, under this new partition, every very bad edge {w,w’, w"}
such that w € A, and w',w” € W5 becomes bad, and every bad edge {w,w’, w"} such that
w e Ay, w' € W5 and w” € W), becomes good. It follows by our assumptions on z that there
are at least |A,|-10~*m? such edges. Moreover, every good edge which turned bad, and every
bad edge which turned very bad, must be of the form {w,w’, w"} where w € A, and w' € W,,.
By Lemma (P4) there are at most |A,||B,(z)|m < |A,|107°m? such edges. However, this
contradicts the minimality of 3.

The second case is that there are less than 10™3m? /2 edges of E;_; containing = and a vertex
of Ws. Let ¢ € [4] be such that there is some {z,w;, w;} € E;—1 with w and wg in W;; such
an index t exists since = is bad. Fix {a,b,c} C [5] \ {1,¢} and let {{x], La$t J € Ji}
be a maximal matching in F; such that x? € W, for all ¢ € {a,b,c}, j € J;. Similarly to
the previous case, we have |J;| > (1/5 — 2,/7)m; otherwise using Lemma M(ii), we would
contradict Lemma(iii) Also, each edge {xj, 5T
from A,. Since Gi_1is IC33 -hom-free, for every j € Jt, there must exist d € {x,w;, w;} and
d' € {x§,x}, x5} such that {d,d’,d"} ¢ E;_; for any d" € V.

x5}, j € Ji belongs to E;_1, as it is disjoint

3’ J’
Cons1der the subcase that there are at least 60ym indices j € J; such that (d,d") € {wy, wi} x
{xj, 2,25}, Then without loss of generality {w¢,z%,d"} ¢ E;—; for every d” € V; and at least
10ym indices j € J;, and also b # 1. However, this gives at least 10ym - |Q; | > ym? triples of
B; \ G; containing wy, contrary to Lemma [4.12[(iii).

In the remaining subcase there is I; C J; such that |I;| > (1/5 — 3,/7)m and for every j € I;
there exists some ¢ € {a, b, c} such that {x,x?,w} ¢ E;_; for every w € V. Then the degree
of z in G;_1 is at most

(3)(m/5 + ym/100)% + 4("PFY0) L 10732 /2 — | L] (m — 2)/2 < (& — 2a) m?,

contrary to Lemma [4.12|(i). We conclude that there are no bad vertices. 0
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In our next lemma we will conclude the second stage of the proof by showing that every edge
of E;_1 is good. First we observe that |W;| > m/6, as otherwise, considering any w € A,, by

Lemmas ii) and we have

dgi—l(w) < 10_3m2 + Z ’WPHWQ‘
1<p<q<4
<107%m? + (3)(m/5 + ym/100)% + (3)(m/5 + ym/100)m/6
< (% — 2a) m? ,

contrary to Lemma [4.12|(i). We can now state our next lemma.
Lemma 4.14 Every edge of E;_1 is good.

Proof Assume for the sake of contradiction that {z,y,z} € E;_; is not a good edge. Without
loss of generality x € A,, y € Wy U W5 and z € Wy U W5. Consider a maximal matching
{le-,x?,x?}, j € J in E; such that 2§ € W, for all ¢ € {1,2,3}, j € J. Using [W1| > m/6 and
Lemma (ii) we have |J| > m/10, otherwise we would contradict Lemma [£.12{iii). Also,

each edge {x]l, x?, x?}, j € J belongs to E;_1, as it is disjoint from A,. Since G;_1 is IC§’3—hom—
free, for every j € J there exist some 1 < ¢ < 3 and w € {z,y, z} such that {x?,w,w’} ¢ B

for every w’ € V.

Consider the case that there are at least m/90 indices j € J for which {:cjl.,a:,w’ } ¢ E;_; for
every w’ € Vj. Since z is not bad, by Lemma [4.12(ii)

dg, () < (3)(m/5 +ym/100)? — m?/91 + 10~°m? < (& — 2a) m?,

contrary to Lemma[d.12{i). In the other case, without loss of generality there are at least m /90
indices j € J for which {a:jl, y,w'} ¢ E;_1 for every w’ € Vj. There are at least m/6 choices of
w' € Wy, each giving a triple of B; \ G; containing y, so we obtain at least m,/90 - m/6 > ym?
such triples, contrary to Lemma [4.12{iii). O

This shows that Q;_; satisfies (R3), so Splitting has the required properties. It terminates
with Qg such that F[V;] = Ho[V;] is a subgraph of a blow-up of K3 with parts Qo 1, ..., Qo5
Let Ay, ..., As be obtained from Qg by adding V(F)\ V¢ to Qo,1. Then by Lemma we have
d<icj<s €(Ai UA;) <25/6/a- n3 < en?. This concludes the proof of Theorem

4.2 Proof of Theorem [1.1]

First, we claim that it suffices to prove Theorem under the additional assumption that
the minimum degree of F is at least d3(n). Indeed, assume we have proved Theorem
for every maximum K§73-free 3-graph F with n > ng vertices and minimum degree at least
5g(n) Let H,, be a maximum K§73—free 3-graph on n > n% vertices. If there exists a vertex
un € V(H,) whose degree is strictly smaller than §3(n), delete it; that is, replace H,, with
Hp—1 = Hn \ {un}. Repeating this process, where at each step we delete vertices whose
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degree is too small with respect to the order of the current hypergraph, we end up with a
hypergraph H,, on m vertices whose minimum degree is at least §2(m) (or with an empty
hypergraph). We claim that m > ng (in particular, H,, # 0). For every m < i < n let
f(i) == e(H;) — t3(i). Note that f(i) < (g) holds for every m < i <n and that f(n) > 0 holds
by maximality. If, for some m < i < n and for some u; € V(H;), we have dy;, (u;) < §3(i) — 1,
then f(i — 1) = e(Hi—1) — t3(i — 1) = e(H;) — da, (wi) — (#3(i) — 62(i)) > f(i) + 1. It follows
that f(m) > f(n) +n—m >n —m. Hence, m >n — f(m) >nd — (") > ng. If m = n, then
there is nothing to prove. Otherwise, deleting uy,...,uny1 from the maximal H, yields a
IC§73—free 3-graph H,, with m > ng vertices, minimum degree at least 5? (m) and strictly more
than t3(m) edges. This contradicts our assumption.

Now let «, 3,7, and € > 0 be real numbers satisfying ¢ € § € v < f € a < 1. Let
F = (V, E) be a maximum size K§,3—free 3-graph on n vertices, where n is sufficiently large.
Clearly |E| > t3(n), and as noted above we can assume §(F) > §3(n). Let V = A; U...U 45
be a partition of the vertex set of F which minimizes

5
Si= ) e(AiUA;) -2 e(Ay).
1<i<j<5 i=1
By Theorem we can assume that ¥ < en3. Similarly to the proof of Lemma we
have ||A4;| — n/5| < én for every 1 < ¢ < 5; otherwise we would have the contradiction
|E| < 2n3/25 — §°n3/40 + en? < t3(n).

Similarly to the proof of Theorem [4.2] we call an edge e € E bad if there exists some 1 <47 <5
such that |e N A;| = 2, very bad if there exists some 1 <1 <5 such that |e N A;| = 3, or good
otherwise. Note that every bad edge is counted exactly once in ¥ and every very bad edge is
counted exactly twice in ¥ (good edges are not counted at all). We call a vertex u € V' bad if
it is incident with at least 40an? edges which are not good.

Lemma 4.15 There are no bad vertices.

Proof Assume for the sake of contradiction that v € V is a bad vertex. Without loss of
generality u € A;. We consider two cases according to whether there are at least 20an? edges
containing v and another vertex in A;. Suppose first that such edges exist, and without loss
of generality there are at least 4an? edges e containing u in A; U Ay such that |e N Ag| < 1.
Let {wg,w;}, k € K be a maximal collection of pairwise disjoint pairs in A; U Ay such that
{u,wg, wy.} € E for all k € K; then |K| > 4an. For every 3 < i < 5 let B;(u) be the set of
v € A; such that {u,v} is contained in at least 15 edges of E.

Consider the subcase that |B;(u)| > pn for every 3 < i < 5. Consider a maximal matching

{x?,x?,x?}, j € J in E such that 2§ € By(u) for all ¢ € {3,4,5}, j € J. Then |J| > fn/2,

otherwise we obtain at least (4n/2)® > ¥ triples in (A3 x A4 x As) \ E, which contradicts

|E| > t3(n). Since F is K%’,g-free, for every j € J and k € K there are a € {u,wy, w} } and

be {$§’, :n?, l‘? } such that there are at most 14 edges of E containing {a, b}; otherwise we can
4 .5

greedily choose vertices to extend {u,wy,w;} and {x?, ', 2} to a copy of K3 3. By definition
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of Bj(u) we have a € {wy,w}.}. However, this gives at least |K|- |J|-n/2 > X triples e ¢ E
with |e N A;] <1 for 1 <4 <5, which contradicts |E| > t3(n).

In the other subcase, we can assume without loss of generality that |Bs(u)| < fn. Consider
the partition {A; : 1 <1 < 5} of V obtained from {4; : 1 < i < 5} by moving u from A; to
As. In this new partition, every very bad edge {u,x,y} such that z,y € A; becomes bad, and
every bad edge {u,z,y} such that x € A; and y € Az becomes good. By assumption there
are at least 4an® such edges. Moreover, every good edge which turned bad, and every bad
edge which turned very bad, must be of the form {u,v,w} where v € As. There are at most
n|Bs(u)| + 14n < 4an? such edges. However, this contradicts minimality of 3.

The second case is that there are less than 20an? edges containing u and another vertex in
Aj. Let 2 <t <5 be such that there are at least 4an? edges {u, v, w} € E with v and w in Ay;
such an index ¢ exists since u is bad. Let {a,b,c} = {2,3,4,5} \ {t}. Let {v},wl}, k € K; be
a maximal collection of pairwise disjoint pairs in A; such that {u, v}, wt} € E for all k € K;
then |Ky| > 4an. Let {x;‘,x?,x;}, j € J¢ be a maximal matching in E such that x(} € Ay
for all ¢ € {a,b,c}, j € J;. Then |J;| > (1/5 — 2J)n, otherwise, using |A;| > (1/5 — d)n for
1 <i<5and X < en?, we would contradict |E| > t3(n). Since F is K§73—free, for every j € J,
and k € K; there are z € {x?,x?,aﬁ

2} and y € {u, v}, w}} such that {z,y} is contained in at
most 14 edges.

Suppose first that there are at least 6n? pairs (j, k) € J; x K; such that y € {vf,wk}. It follows
that there are at least dn?-n/2 > X triples e ¢ E with [en A4;| < 1 for 1 <4 < 5, contradicting
|E| > t3(n). Hence, there is I; C J; such that |I;| > (1 —a)n/5 and for every j € I; there exists
some ¢ € {a,b,c} such that {u, :1:;1, z} € E for at most 14 vertices z € V. Then the degree of u
is at most

(5)(n/5+dn)* + 4("/ 570 4 14n + 20an? — I (n — 2)/2 < 62(n),

contrary to our assumption on the minimum degree of F. We conclude that there are no bad

vertices. a

Finally, we prove that all edges are good. Assume for the sake of contradiction that {u,v,w} €
E is not a good edge. Without loss of generality u,v € A; and w € A; U As. Consider a
maximal matching {x?’,azﬁ,x?}, j € J in E such that $? € A, for all ¢ € {3,4,5}, j € J. Then
|J| > n/10, similarly to before. Since F is K§’73-free, for every j € J there are 3 < ¢ <5 and
y € {u,v,w} such that {:U?,y} is contained in at most 14 edges. Without loss of generality
there are at least /90 indices j € J for which {x?, u} is contained in at most 14 edges. Since u
is not bad, there are at most 40an? bad or very bad edges incident with u. Hence, the degree
of u in F is at most (3) (1/5+0)?n% —n?/91 +40an? < 63(n). This contradicts our assumption

on the minimum degree in F, so all edges are good. It follows that F = T3 (n). O
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5 Concluding remarks and open problems

The natural open problem is to extend our results from 3-graphs to general r-graphs. We
would like to determine the Turan number of the r-graph K7, with vertex set

V(K.,) =z, yi: 1 <i<r}U{zjp 0 1 <0, <, 1 <k <r—2}
and edge set
E(K::’T) = {{331, R ,l’r}, {yl, .. -;yr}} U {{xi,yj,zijl, .. 7Zij(r—2)} 1 <4,5 < T’}.

The main difficulty seems to be in obtaining the analogue of Theorem i.e. determining the
maximum lagrangian of an intersecting r-graph. At first, one might think that K3 _, should

be optimal, since this is the case when r = 3. However, this has lagrangian (27;—1) (27}_1)7«,
whereas stars (in which edges consist of all r-tuples containing some fixed vertex) give la-
grangians that approach % (1 — %)r_l, which is better for r > 4. We conjecture that stars
are optimal for » > 4 and that their blow-ups are extremal. Namely, we conjecture that the
following hypergraph Turan result holds. Let S"(n) be the r-graph on n vertices with parts
A and B, where the edges consist of all r-tuples with 1 vertex in A and r — 1 vertices in B,

and the sizes of A and B are chosen to maximise the number of edges (so |A| ~ n/r). Write

s"(n) = e(S"(n)).

Conjecture 5.1 ex(n,K,) = s"(n) for r > 4 and sufficiently large n > no(r). Moreover,
if n is sufficiently large and G is a K .-free v-graph with n vertices and s"(n) edges, then
G=S5"(n).

More generally, our work suggests a direction of investigation in Extremal Combinatorics,
namely to determine the maximum lagrangian for any specified property of r-graphs. For
this paper, the property was that of being intersecting. This direction was already started by
Frankl and Fiiredi [5], who considered the question of maximising the lagrangian of an r-graph
with a specified number of edges. They conjectured that initial segments of the colexicographic

order are extremal. Many cases of this have been proved by Talbot [12], but the full conjecture

remains open.
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