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Abstract

A family of subsets of [n] is intersecting if every pair of its sets intersects. Determining the
structure of large intersecting families is a central problem in extremal combinatorics. Frankl—
Kupavskii and Balogh-Das-Liu-Sharifzadeh—Tran showed that for n > 2k + c¢vkInk, almost
all k-uniform intersecting families are stars. Improving their result, we show that the same
conclusion holds for n > 2k + 100Ink. Our proof uses, among others, the graph container
method and the Das—Tran removal lemma.

1 Introduction

Several problems in extremal combinatorics are about determining the size or the structure of a
system or collection of finite objects if it is known to satisfy certain restrictions. Once the answer
to this extremal question is known, one can strengthen this result by enumerating such systems
and determining their typical structure. Some cornerstone results of this type are theorems of
Kleitman [I5] who determined the log-asymptotics of the number of antichains in {0,1}", and
of Erdés—Kleitman—Rothschild [7] who proved that almost all triangle-free graphs are bipartite.
Motivated by these results, a large number of classical theorems in extremal combinatorics have been
extended to enumerative and structural results in the past decades. In particular, the celebrated
container method of Balogh-Morris—Samotij [4] and Saxton-Thomason [20] has seen particular
success with such problems.

The main topic of this paper is the structure of intersecting families. A family F c 2"
is intersecting if every pair of members of F has a non-empty intersection. The seminal result
of Erdés—-Ko-Rado [0] states that if F is a k-uniform intersecting family where n > 2k then
|F| < (Z:i) The trivial intersecting family, or star, the family of all the sets that contain a fixed
element, shows that this inequality is the best possible.

Improving a result of Balogh, Das, Delcourt, Liu and Sharifzadeh [1], Frankl and Kupavskii [§]
and independently Balogh Das, Liu, Sharifzadeh and Tran [2] showed that if n > 2k 42+ cVkInk,
for some positive constant ¢, then almost all intersecting families are trivial. Let I(n, k) denote the
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number of k-uniform intersecting families in 2" and I(n,k,> 1) the number of non-trivial such
families.

Theorem 1.1 (Balogh-Das-Liu-Sharifzadeh-Tran [2], Frankl-Kupavskii [§]). For n > 2k 4+ 2+
cvVkInk and k — oo we have

n—1

I(n,k) = (n+0(1)26)  and  I(n,k,>1) =0 (2(2’:})) 7

where ¢ = 2 in [§] and ¢ was a large constant in [2)].

A slightly weaker result, that covers the entire range of parameters, was obtained via the basic
graph container method in [1].

Theorem 1.2 (Balogh-Das—Delcourt-Liu-Sharifzadeh [1]). For n > 2k + 1 we have

I(n, k) = 20+,
Our main result significantly strengthens the bound of Theorem [T.11

Theorem 1.3. For n > 2k + 100Ink, almost all intersecting families in ([Z}) are trivial. In
particular, the number of non-trivial intersecting families I(n,k,> 1) is o (2(2:})) as k — oo.

We believe the same conclusion holds whenever n > 2k + 2.

Conjecture 1.4. Forn > 2k + 2 and k — oo we have
I(n,k,>1)=0(I(n,k)).

The other two remaining cases are n € {2k,2k + 1}. When n = 2k, we can choose at most one
set from every complementary pair so that
2k
k

12k, k) = 32(%).

When n = 2k + 1, it is not true that almost all intersecting families are trivial, as the following

construction from [2] shows. For an intersecting family A C ([2:}), let

Fq = {FG <[2k;—1]> :2k+1€F, FﬂA#@forVAGA}UA.

Note that if F’ is a subfamily of some F4 such that A C F’, then we can uniquely recover A. By
considering only families A C ([2: ]) of size |A| = (2kk) 27k of which almost all are intersecting, a
similar calculation as in [3, Example 3.1] shows that there are at least

Z ol La—1|=IN(A) > exp <<2:> 2—k> 2’“(215)271C . Q(szl)_k(zkl-ﬂ)zik"‘%(2;)27%_0(]“3/2)
A

2k 2k k21n2 [ 2k
> (1) —k -2k _ 3/2
_leexp<<k>2 + 5 <k:>2 0<k‘ >>

k-uniform intersecting families in 22%*1 where we use the fact that the number of such families
2k\o—k
A is exp ((2kk)2_k> ok ()2 " and that almost all such A satisfy |[N(A)| = k(Qkk)2_k - k—; (2,5)2_% +




0 (k:3/2). This is significantly larger than the number (2k + 1 — 0(1))2(1&1) of trivial k-uniform
intersecting families.

Let us describe what we believe the typical intersecting family looks like. For a family A C ([2:})
we can define an auxiliary graph G 4 with vertex set A, where for X, Y € A we include the edge
XY if [ X NY]|=k—1. Given a set family F C ([%;1}), we say that F is nice, if there is an index
(to simplify notation, assume 2k + 1), such that the following holds:

o for A={F :2k+1¢ F € F} the graph G4 has components only of sizes 1 or 2;
e ANB#forall Ac Aand B € F\ A.

We remark that a nice family is not necessarily intersecting, as such A might not be intersecting.

By constructing the abstract polymer model on connected subsets of G (241 of sizes only 1 or 2, and
k

= 2-IN(9)

calculating its cluster expansion with the weight function w(S) |, one can show that the

number of nice families is at most

1205 exp <<2:> 2k k22_ ! <2:> 9=2 | 0(1)> .

For detailed explanation of the cluster expansion and its application, we refer interested readers to
13, 12].

Conjecture 1.5. Almost all intersecting families F C ([%]:'1])

intersecting families is

are nice. In fact, the number of

2% exp ((35‘) >k 4o (kw)> .

The paper is structured as follows. In the remaining of this section we introduce some of the
notation we use. In Section 2] we associate each non-trivial k-uniform intersecting family to an
independent set in a fixed biregular graph; we also state the main tools we use, including the graph
container lemma we need. The proof of the graph container lemma is deferred to Section B We
split the proof of Theorem [[.3] into two cases, according to the sizes of the 2-linked components in
the associated independent set; Section B and Section [] each corresponds to dealing with one of
the cases.

1.1 Notation

Let G = (V, E) be a simple graph. The neighborhood of a set A of vertices in G, denoted by Ng(A),
is the set of vertices adjacent to A in GG. For a set S C V, the neighborhood of A restricted to S,
denoted by Ng(v), is the set of vertices adjacent to A, which are contained in S. The distance
de(u,v) between two vertices u, v is the length of the shortest path between u and v in G. When
the underlying graph is clear, we simply write N(A), Ng(A) and d(u,v) instead.

Let ¥ be a bipartite graph with classes X and Y. For A C X, denote by [4] := {v € X :
N(v) € N(A)} the closure of A and call A closed if [A] = A. We say a pair of vertices u and v is
k-linked in a set A C X, if there exists a sequence u = v1,v2,...,0/_1,v = v in A such that for
each i € [¢ — 1], the distance d(v;,v;11) is at most k. A set A is k-linked if every pair of vertices in
A is k-linked in A. A k-linked component of a set B C X is a maximal k-linked subset of B.

All instances of log refer to logarithm of base 2. We ignore all floors and ceilings whenever they

are not crucial. We also use the notation (}) as a shorthand for ;.. ().



2 Preliminary

Let n = 2k 4+ r. By Theorem [[.Il without specification, we may assume from now on that k is
sufficiently large and
100lnk <r <2+4+2vklnk. (1)

2.1 Relation to independent sets

Let F be an intersecting family in ([z}). Let f(F) be the most frequent element on F; in case there
are multiple choices, we always choose the one with the largest label. For ease of notation, assume
that f(F) = n. Define

A;:{[n—l]\A;n¢Aef}g<k[i;i]1> (2)

and

k—1

It is not hard to check that A is an intersecting family in (ki;il), for every r > 1. Let H be the
bipartite graph defined on

fo=(300) e = (10

such that two sets are adjacent if and only if one contains the other. Observe that A U B is an
independent set of H. Indeed, otherwise, there exist sets A, B € F, where n € B and n ¢ A,
such that B\ {n} C [n — 1]\ A, which implies that AN B = ), and then contradicts that F is an
intersecting family.

Roughly speaking, this indicates that each intersecting family in ([Z}) is corresponding to a
unique independent set in H (but not vice versa). More precisely, let Z(H) be the family of
independent sets in 4. Then we can define an injective map ¢ : I(n, k) — [n] x Z(H) such that

B::{B\{n}:neBe}‘}g<[n_1]>. ()

¢(F) := (f(F), AUB),

where A C L1 and B C Liy,—1. Whenever f(F) is not crucial, we simply refer ¢(F) to AU B.
Given the close relation between intersecting families and independent sets of H, we can always
learn about one object through the properties of the other one.

2.2 Tools

Recall that a composition of an integer n is an ordered sequence (aq, . ..) of positive integers summing
to n, the a;’s are the parts of the composition.

2n—1

Proposition 2.1. The number of compositions of n is and the number of compositions with

at most b parts is ), (";1) < 2blog(en/b) “yphen b < n /2.

We also need the following lemma from [10], which bounds the number of connected subsets of
a graph.

Lemma 2.2. For a graph G with mazimum degree A, the number of -vertex subsets of V(G) which
contains a fived vertexr and induce a connected subgraph is at most (eA).



We will use the following corollary, which immediately follows from the fact that a 2k-linked
subset of one part of an (r, s)-biregular graph is connected in a graph with all degrees at most 7*s*.

Corollary 2.3. For r,s > 2, let ¥ be an (r, s)-biregular graph with bipartition X UY . Then for
any m > 1, the number of 2m-linked subsets of X of size £ which contain a fized vertex is at most
exp(2¢mIn(rs)).
. . . . k4+r—1y (k
Next we will present some useful properties of H. First observe that H is a (( Zﬁl ), ( jr))—
regular bipartite graph with the bipartition L;4,_1 U Lg_1. Define

kE+r—1
)

Then H is ‘almost’ d-regular as (k;,”") = %(k;gizl) = &4 and r = o(k). Notice that

d:<k;—izl>:(k+r—rll)-...-k2(é)’" @

d— (k+r—1)-...-k < (2k)"  (10k "
N 7l (/) \r )7
where the last inequality is obtained using Stirling’s approximation.
We use isoperimetric inequalities on H, which can be easily derived from direct applications of

the Lovasz version of the Kruskal-Katona Theorem [16], [14].

and

(5)

Theorem 2.4 (Lovész [18]). Let A be a family of m-element subsets of a fized set U and B be the

family of all (m — q)-element subsets of the sets in A. If |A| = (;;‘;) for some real number x, then
1B > (,,,)-

m—q
Theorem 2.5 (Isoperimetry). Assume that 1 <r <2+ 2vVklnk. Let AC Liy,—1.

(i) If |A] < (32225) for some positive integer c, then

k+r—1
C C

(ii) If |A| < d3, then |N(A)| > d|A|/(5¢)".

Proof. (i) Let |A| = (k+f_1) for some x. Using the upper bound on the size of A, we have
x <2k +1r—2—c. By Theorem [Z.4] we have

vz () = (o) e e
= ’A’(k+(7ﬁkjcr—_1§).'.....:'(/]z—c) = 4 (H k—H‘—ic—1> (H kic> '

(ii) Let |A] = (k+i—1) for some 2. First note that (4r)! < 4% (r1)*. By the assumption on the

size of |A|, we have z < k + 5r — 1, as otherwise

< x >><k‘+5r—1> (k+5r—1)-...-(k+71)

kE+r—1 E+r—1 (4r)!
r 3 3
k (k+r—1)-...-k > kE+r—1 _ P
44ryp) l r

5



where the last inequality follows from the upper bound of . Similarly as in (i), by Theorem 2.4]
we have

IN(A) = (ki) - <k+f—1> (:c—kiklj;i-_--l)(%‘—nk'li”?)

htr—1)-.. b 50\ dlA|
z A ey @ _d’A’/<r> = Ger

O

We state and use a special case of the Das—Tran [5, Theorem 1.2] removal lemma, obtained by
setting £ = 1 and 8 = 0, in their notation.

Lemma 2.6 (Das and Tran [5]). There is an absolute constant C > 1 such that if n and k are
n]

positive integers satisfying n > 2k, and F C ([k ) is an intersecting family of size |F| = (1—a) ("_1),

k—1
where 2|a| < %, then there exists a family S C ([Z}) that is a star, satisfying
FAS| < Ca—" ("1
ao——- .
- n—2k\k—1

2.3 The graph container theorem

The most important tool of this paper is the following graph container theorem, which estimates
the number of 2-linked sets in 7. This theorem is a variant of the graph container theorem of
Sapozhenko [19], and the variation comes from the fact that our bipartite graph is biregular and
not regular. The proof is quite technical and will be postponed to Section Bl

Theorem 2.7 (Graph container theorem). Assume that 1 <r <2+ 2vVklInk. Recall that H is a

(d, kzr )-biregular bipartite graph on Lyy,—1 U Lk_1, where d = (kzizl) For integers a,qg > 1, let

G(a,9) = {A C Ligr—1: A is a 2-linked set, |[A]| = a, [N(A)| = g},

and .
t:= Z ng — ad.
For every 1 < a < (2151'31/14) and 1 < ¢, < d — 1, there exists a family of containers W(a,g) C

2Lktr-1 % 2Lk-1 of size

Wia,g)| < |£icalexp (0 @%) 10 (%) Lo (%)) |
o (0 (@) o (@)

and a function f : G(a,g9) — W(a,g) such that for each A € G(a,g), the pair (S,F) := f(A)
satisfies:

(i) S2[A], F € N(A);

() 151 < B21F|+ % (5 + s ).



2.4 OQOutline of the proof of Theorem 1.3

First we will assign to each non-trivial intersecting family F C ([z}) an independent set ¢(F) in
‘H through the process described in Section 2.1l After doing this, we split the counting into cases
according to whether |[¢(F) N Liir—1]] > (2::32/14) or not.

In Section B we prove that the number of non-trivial intersecting families with |[¢(F) N
Livr—1]| > (ziiir_/f)) is 20((::1)). The proof, which is similar to that of [2 Theorem 1.6], is
based on the Das-Tran [5] Removal Lemma, and an application of the Bollobds set pairs inequality
on maximal intersecting families, see [I, Proposition 2.2].

We will dedicate Section [l to bound the number independent sets I with |[I N Liir1]| <
(2::'31/14) Like many of the advances in counting independent sets (for example, see [3] [0} 12} 19]),
we will use the graph container method of Sapozhenko [19], together with some isoperimetric
properties of H (see Theorem [2.5]).

Adding up the bounds obtained from Sections [3] and (] will give an upper bound for the number

of non-trivial intersecting families F C ([Z]), which leads to Theorem [L.3]

3 Intersecting families with large components

In this section, we will prove the following lemma, which helps us to narrow down the family of
intersecting families we have to care about. The proof uses an idea from [2, Theorem 1.6].

Recall from Section 2] that for each intersecting family F € ([Z]), there exists a unique set
¢(F) such that ¢(F) is independent in H.

Lemma 3.1. The number of intersecting families F € ([Z]) with

21{:4—37‘/4)

kE+r—1 (6)

6(F) N Lagr_i]] > (
18 at most 2(2:3_%"(2:).

Proof. An intersecting family is mazimal, if no further set can be added without destroying the
intersection property. For each ¢ € N, let M, be the collection of maximal non-trivial k-uniform

intersecting families of size exactly (Zj) — ¢. Hilton and Milner [I1] proved that if n > 2k + 1 and
n—l) _ (n—k—l

F is a non-trivial k-uniform intersecting family, then |F| < ( 1 ool

assume that ¢ > (";ﬁ;l) — 1, as otherwise |M,| = 0.
Fix an arbitrary intersecting family F satisfying (6l), and let F* be a maximal intersecting

family with F C F*. We will show that

) + 1. Therefore, we can

F* e M, for some{ > n<2:>

. -1
Assume for contradiction that ¢ < n(%f) Set a:=1¢- (Z_}) . Then we have

a§n<2k><n—1>_1:n(/€+r) (ktr=1-... (k+1) _ nk+r) <2>7”—1S n — 2k

k) \k—1 ko @Qk+r—1)-...-(2k+1) — k& 3

(20C)%n

for some constant C, where the last two inequalities follow from the range of r, see ([Il). Applying
Lemma on F* with «, we obtain that

* =3 * n 7’L—1 2 2]’{7
< < < _ < <
|FAS| < |FAS*| < |F*AS y_can_%(k_l) <Cnl<Cn <k>



where S, §* are stars consisting of all k-sets of [n] containing the most frequent elements of F and
F* respectively. Since ¢(F) is an independent set of H and H is (d, k;f - d)-regular, we then have

k+r 2k
[6F) 1l 0 NGO 1 Lo )l < 21600 - o) < 21788) < 2002 (3F).
On the other bound, by the assumption (6], we have
r—1 . r—1 .
2k +3r/4\ (2K 2k + 5 k—r+147
o neel> (0 = (T2 T 5
j=1 j=|3r/4]+1

o (2R (2T k)4 r/4
—\k k+r 2k + 3r/4 ’

Since 7 < 2+ 2vVkInk, we have 1.9 < (2k +r)/(k +r) and 0.4 < (k —r/4)/(2k + 3r/4). Then for
n sufficiently large, for the coefficient of (2,5) we get a lower bound of

19771047 > 1.5" > nd,

where the last inequality follows from 7 > 1001n k. This contradicts (7).
Therefore, each intersecting family with property (6l is contained in some F* € Ué>n(2k)Mg.
k
2k
From [I} Proposition 2.2], we know that ), M, < 237(%), Hence, the number of such intersecting
families is at most

> -2l <265 ST gt < 2l (),
(:1)zen(%) e>n()

as desired.

4 Independent sets with small components

The next theorem will be used to bound the number of families that remain to be counted by
Lemma Bl The proof uses ideas from [13] and [19].
Theorem 4.1. Let T be the collection of independent sets I in H with I N Lyyr—1 # 0 and

n—1y_va
1IN Lytra]| < (2::5’2/14) Then |Z| < o(ii)—¥¢

Before we move to the technical proof of Theorem 1] we first show how this theorem will be
applied to complete the proof of Theorem [I.3]

Proof of Theorem [I.3. First by Lemma B.], the number of intersecting families with property (@)
n—1
is o (2(1671)). For the rest of the non-trivial intersecting families F, they all satisfy 1 < |[¢(F) N

Liir—1]| < (2fifi/14) From here, we instead count the independent sets ¢(F), which by Theo-

n—1 \Vd n—1
rem [4.1] is at most 712(’%1)_E =o0 (2(16*1)), where n refers to the number of choices of the most
n—1
frequent element. In sum, we easily have I(n,k,> 1) = o <2(’c*1)). Note that the number of trivial

n—1
intersecting families is at least 2(’@*1), and therefore the typical structure naturally follows from the
counting result.
O



Proof of Theorem[{.1l Let I be an independent set in Z. We first define
a:=[INLyr]l and g:=|N(INLgpra])| =[NUTNLyir-1)|-

Let {41, Ag, ..., A;,...} be the collection of 2-linked components of INLy,_1. By the definition of
2-linked component, all N(A;)’s are pairwise disjoint. The set I N Liy,_1 is not necessarily closed,
it is closed when the family F associated to I is maximal, but we are not assuming it. We write

a; := [[Ai]] and g; == [N([A])| = [N(4)]-

Note that a = > a; and g = ) ¢;. By the condition of the theorem for |[I N Ly1,—1]| = a, we have
for every i that

k+r—1 (8)

Recall that for each independent set I in H, we denote by {A;, As,...} the collection of its 2-
linked components in Lxy,_1. Given the collection {A1, Ay, ...}, define the set C as C = (|J4;) U
(Lx—1 —UN(A;)). Notice that I C C. Instead of counting independent sets directly, we estimate
the number of possible sets C' and bound the number of independent sets assigned to each C. In
particular, for a given set C' with 2-linked components {A;, Ag, ...}, the number of independent
sets assigned to C' is exactly

l<a<a< <2k+37’/4>'

)

9Lk 1—UN(A)| _ o(371)9 (9)

as I N Lyy,—1 is fixed by the set C' and all vertices in £;_; can appear in I except for those adjacent
to A;’s. Let Cy denote the number of sets C' C V(H) that are associated to an independent set /
with |N(I N Lg4r—1)] = g. We have that the number of independent sets we would like to count,
|Z], is bounded by

71 <> ¢, -2l (10)

For a pair of integers (a;,g;) with 1 < a; < g; and a; < (25132/14), let

G(ai, i) == {Ai | A; is 2linked, [[A;]| = a; and [N(4;)| = gi} .

Recall that H is a (d, ktr )—regular bipartite graph where d = (k?;izl) We may thus assume

T
g; > d as otherwise |G(a;, g;)| is trivially zero. From now on, we fix a; and g; and obtain a bound

on |G(a;,g;)|. For this, we split into two cases.

Small case. g; < d°.
By Corollary 23] we have at most

‘£k+r—1‘22ai log(d-d%) < on+tba; log d

options for [A4;] and with it fixed, 2% options for A;. We have

|g(ai,gi)| < 2n+5ai log d+a; < 2n+6ai logd < 2n+6(5e)rgi logd/d < 29i/4+gi/4 _ 2gi/2’ (11)

where the second inequality follows from Theorem [2.75](ii), and the last inequality follows from g; > d
and d = (k+:_1) > k2/2.

Large case. g; > d°.



In this case, we will prove that

Glar gl < 2%(-7a). (12
Since a; < (2:I§i/14), applying Theorem 2.5](i) with ¢ = r/4 — 2, we have
r/4—2 r/4—2 72
a1+ —L— = )1 T s (1), 13
9-“( +k+3r/4+1> ( +k:—r/4+2> “< +8k> (13)
Let t; = kzrgid — a;d. Then, for large enough k, we have
t; ; 1 In?
Ly k+r a > d 1{:—1—7‘_72 ZQZM, (14)
gi ko g R ko= dl/?

where the last inequality follows from (10k/r)" > d > (k/r)" and the range of r. Applying Theo-
rem 2.7l with ¢ = d/2 and ¥ = VdInd, we find a family W(a;, g;) such that for every A; € G(a;, gi),
there exists a pair of sets (S;, F;) € W(ai, g;) with

S2040, Fe N, Isi< R 1o (%ﬂ) < 2g, (19

We first fix the set pair (S;, F;), the number of options for it is

n gi In2d t;vVind t;VInd
W(as, gi)| < 2" exp <O ( 7 > +0 ( /2 >> < exp (0 < B2 ,

where the second inequality follows from g; > d* and (I4]). Define 2 and y real numbers such that

g=(1+2)a,  I8I=(1+7) (16)

Without loss of generality, we may assume

tikvind tikvind
_ eV < vV
c BRg S r<r-+c g (17)

for some sufficiently large constant ¢, where the upper bound directly comes from the upper bound

of |S;| on (I3 and |F;| < g;. If the lower bound did not hold, we would have |S;| < g; — ct"czél/g_d,
and since A; C S;, we then easily have

SZ' tiV Ind i_cti”“d i(1— L=
1G(ai,gi)| < Z <‘< CL’2> < exp <O ( FE )) i < 99 ( k\/E),
J\S

(Si,Fi)eW(as,g:

where the last inequality follows from (I4]), which would complete the proof.

Now, take a certificate (S;, F;) and a set A* with |[A*]| = a; and |N(A*)| = g; associated to
the certificate. For ease of notation, let s; := |S;| and f; := |F;|. For each element in G* \ F;
where G* = N(A*), choose if it is included in Gy, so the cost of specifying G; N G* is 29~ fi. Since
Gi\G* C N(A4;\ A*), there exists a set Y C A;\ A* that is a minimum cover for G; \ G* and define

j = |Y]. The cover can be chosen from S; \ A* in at most Z?iz_of ‘ (SZ;“Z) ways. With the vertex

10



cover Y and G; N G* given, we obtain G; and with it, [4;]. Now we only have to determine which
elements of [4;] \ Y belong to A;. In total, there are at most

g—fi o '
N := 29— fi Z <82 j al> 9ai—J (18)

J=0

ways to determinate A;. We use (6] to get the bound

k r—2x r—2x t;vind
i — fi=T——si— [i i < i ; 1
gi = Ji= s et k+rg+0< B2 ) (19)
where the last inequality follows from (IT]). For the error term, since r < k, we have t; = k;”’ gid —
a;d < 2g;d, and then

t;VInd i

0 (—n) i (20)
d3/2 401

We can upper bound N by ignoring the last 277 term in (I8]) and then use (), to get

T—x

g
Frrdit 30T

N < aFe s 3 <‘> (21)

j=0 J

Using (20) and (I7), we have z > —k/d%'. Since @) gives d > (k/r)", we have r > k/d*! for large
enough k. Using these lower bounds for z and r and substituting a; = kiﬂ g; in ([2I) gives
2r

r—x . 94
Frrdit oo

% 9i
r—x. . 99  _k . S; — a; 2r 4k . S; — Q;
N < 2k+rgl+d0»1+k+ygl Z < Zj Z> < 2kgl+k+ygl Z < ‘ . Z)- (22)

=0 =0 J
Note that from (I6) and (I3)), it follows that

y > —. (23)

From (I6)) it follows that s; — a; = ¢; + % gi — k—f—y g;- Now let us look at the binomial sum on
the right side of ([22]). We have

2 2r

r 2r
* 9i % 9i T k % 9i
5 — aj 9i (1 LR v )> <2gi>
M = § ‘ < § b7 < E s
; ( J > < J J

i=0 j=0 j=0

where in the last inequality we used that < k and y > 0. Using the known bound > 7, (TZ”’) <
(em/q)? for ¢ < m/2, we get

2r .
2e w 2r
M < — — 95 gilog(k)

\%
Using (22)) then gives

2r gi 2rlogk 3rlogk k
log N < —g; < ; ;.
0og _k’gl—l_l—l-%—i_ L gi > L gl_‘_k‘—l-ygl

11



Recall from (23) that y > r2/10. Since r > 100lnk and d < (10k/r)", we then have ky >

8(k + y) log d, and therefore

k <1_810gd'
E+y —

On the other hand, as (@) gives d > (k/r)", we have

(25)

3rlogk < Tlogd
k= k7
for large enough k. Therefore summing (25]) and (26]), from (24]) we get

1 1
10gN§9i—gi%d§9i <1_k:—\/8>’

(26)

as desired.
Once we figure out the bound of each individual |G(a;, g;)|, we can bound C, with

> Z( > @ Y H\gmi,g»r)

1<a<g a=as+ar \as=3 ai, gs=3 i 1 a=3ai, ge=3.9gi !
9=9s 00 d<gi<d® gizd®

> Y x e ¥ plw)
1<a<g aias—i-ag as=>.a;, gs=y_9i ag=y a;, ge=y,9i

9=9s+ge d<g;<d? gi>d3
Z Z 9 29gs I?ig(ed) 293/2 9 2gp IC;g(ed?’) 2 (1_m>

1<a<g a=as+ay
9=gs+g¢

> X 2(1-3a) < gn g2 99(-7a) < 9042,

1<a<g a=as+ay
9=9s+ge

IN

IA

IN

where the third inequality follows from Proposition 2.1], and the last inequality follows from - \/_

% > n, as g > d and r > 1. Finally, recall from (I0) that we have

|I|<ZC’2k1 9<ZQZ% £ <2(Z 1) . on . 2—@32(23).2—1—3,

which completes the proof.

5 Proof of Theorem [2.7]

We will derive Theorem 2.7 as a corollary of a more general theorem, which extends Sapozhenko’s
graph container lemma [19] from regular bipartite graphs to biregular graphs.
For1<p<s—1,let

my = min{|N(K)|:y €Y, K C N(y), |[K|> ¢}. (27)

12



Theorem 5.1. Let X be a (g, s)-biregular graph with bipartition X UY . For integers a, g, let
Gla,g9) ={A C X : A is a 2-linked set, |[A]| =a, |N(A)| =g},

and sett :=gs—aq. Let 1 <p <s—1,1<v <min{q,s} — 1, and C > 0 be an arbitrary number
such that C'lnq/(pq) < 1. Then there exists a family of containers W(a,g) C 2% x 2V of size
54Cglnqln(gs) = 54gln(gs) 54tInsln(gs)

©oq qCme/(pa) q(s — )

(i) (o) (<ot om)

and a function f : G(a,g) — W(a,g) such that for each A € G(a,g), (S, F) := f(A) satisfies:
(1) S2[A], FCG;
(ii) dp(u) > q— 1 for everyu € S;

(iii) dx\g(v) > s —1 for everyv € Y \ F;

; s @t (1 1
(iv) 151 < 21F)+ 2 (s + Lg).

The proof of Theorem [B.1] is very similar to Sapozhenko’s original proof for regular bipartite
graphs. For the sake of completeness and for providing reference for future work, we give a self-
contained proof in the Appendix. Note that the only difference is that our ¢ is defined to be gs —aq,
i.e. the number of edges from N(A) to X \ [A], while the original proof uses t = g — a, the difference
of the set sizes, as their graph is regular.

Wia, )| < |V]exp (

Proof of Theorem [2.7. We will apply Theorem [5.1] on the (g, s)-biregular graph H with bipartition
Liyr—1ULy_1, where ¢ = d and s = (k + r)d/k. First, by Theorem Z3[ii), we have my, > Cjsopd
for some number Cj,,, and so for large enough d we may take C' = 10/Cjs,.

By Theorem (.1l we have

gln?d glnd tn%d tlnd  gd
< |Lh_ 4= — = In
W(a,g)| < |Lk 1|exp<0< - >+O<d10>+0<d(d—4p) exp [ O d

2 (0 (G250) e (0 (G2

By Theorem 2.5(i), as a < (2k+3r/4) we have g > a (1 + = _r/A2 ) (1+ 2%), and then
<

k+r—1 k—(r/4-2)

gd g 1 1 <k> 1

U < S . o) <0(d (28)

t Mrg—a” B o m 14— (L= to(s) ( )
9)

Therefore, we can further simplify the upper bound of [W(a, g)| to the following:

W(a,g)| < [Lr-1]exp (O <g$;d> +0 <%> 0 <dfal’/n7—2?0)>> =P <O <t1;<21d>>
o0 (@m)) e (0 (@im)
= ewalen (0(25%) o (75) +o (%))
(0 (@aw) o (@im))
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which completes the proof. O
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A Graph container lemma for biregular graphs

We will use the following lemma, a special case of a fundamental result of Lovész [I7] and Stein [21].
For a bipartite graph ¥ with bipartition X UY, we say that Y/ CY covers X if each x € X has a
neighbor in Y.

Lemma A.1. Let ¥ be a bipartite graph with bipartition X UY , where |[N(x)| > a for each v € X
and [N (y)| < b for each y € Y. Then there exists some Y' CY that covers X and satisfies

Y| < %-(1+lnb).

For q,s > 2, let 3 be a (g, s)-regular bipartite graph with bipartition X UY. From now on,
without further specification we always work on the graph X.
Definition A.2. A @-approzimation for A C X is a set I/ CY satisfying
N(A)Y CF'CN(A) and N(F')2[4], (29)

where
N(A)? :={y e N(4): [Ny > ¢}

Lemma A.3. Let ¥ be a (q, s)-reqular bipartite graph with bipartition X UY . For integers a, g, let
G=G(a,g) :={AC X : A is 2-linked, |[A]| =a, |[N(A)| = g}.

Let 1 < p < s—1, and C be a positive number such that Clnq/(pq) < 1. Lett := gs — aq. Then
there exists a family A; C 2¥ of size

54Cg1nqln(gs) n 54g1n(gs) n 54t lnsln(qs)) < 3030% >’ (30)

<
|A1| = |Y| exp < ©q qu¢/(s0q) q(s — 90) < 3CtIng
= " pq

and a map 71 : G — Ay for which m(A) := F' is a p-approximation of A.

Clngqg

Proof. Fix an arbitrary set A € G, and let p = T
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Claim 1. There is a set Ty € N(A) such that

To| < 3gp, (31)
e(To, X \ [4]) < 3tp, (32)

and
IN(A)?\ N(Nay(To))| < 3gexp(—pmy,). (33)

Proof. Construct a random subset T C N (A) by taking each y € N(A) independently with prob-
ability p. It is easy to observe that
E(IT|) =gp and E(e(T,X \[A])) = e(N(A), X \ [A])p = (95 — ag)p = tp.
By the definition of m,, (see ([21)), for every y € N(A)? we have |[N(N4(y))| > m,. Therefore, we
have
E(N(A)?\ N (Npy (T Z P(y ¢ N(Npy(T) = Y P(TON(N(y)) = 0)
yeN(A yeEN(A)¥

<g(1- p) 7 < gexp(—pmy).
Applying Markov’s inequality, we can find a set Ty C N(A) satisfying the desired conditions. [
Define
T) = N(AP \ N(Ny(T)),  Li=TUNNy(To), Q= BT, X\[4).  (34)

Let T3 € N(A)\ L be the minimal set that covers [A] \ N(L) in the graph X([A]\ N(L), N(A)\ L).
Let F' := L UT}, by definition F” is a p-approximation of A.

Next, we study the properties of the sets defined in (34]). First note that L O N(A)¥, and then
we have

IN(A)\ Li(s — ) < e(N(A), X \ [A]) = ¢.
Together with Lemma [AT] we obtain that

|IN(A)\ L] 3tins
q

T < 1+1Ins) < .
| (1+ns) < 205

Let T := Ty UT, U Ty. By (3I), B3] and (35), we have

3tlns  3Cglng 39 3tins

- = thound-
a(s — ) vq qCme/(va) ~ q(s — ) bound (36)

|T| < 3gp + 3gexp(—pmy,) +

We also have the following claim.

Claim 2. T is an 8-linked subset of Y .

Proof. We start with an easy argument that [A] is 2-linked. First observe that for every two vertices
u,v € [A], there exists two vertices u/,v" € A such that d(u,u),d(v,v") < 2. Since A is a 2-linked
set, hence v,v" are 2-linked in A, and therefore in [A]. Thus, v and v are 2-linked in [A].

Next we show that F’ is 4-linked. Let u,v be two distinct vertices in F’. First, as F’ C
N(A) = N([A]), there exists two vertices u/,v" € [A] such that u ~ « and v ~ v'. Moreover,
since [A] is a 2-linked set, then u' and v’ are 2-linked in [A], that is, there exists a sequence
u' = v, vy,...,v_q,vp = v in [A] such that d(vj,vj ;) < 2 for each i € [¢ — 1]. Recall that
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N(F") D [A]. Then for each v}, where 2 < i < ¢ — 1, there exists a vertex v; € F’ such that v} ~ v;.
Hence, we obtain a sequence u = vy, vz, ...,v—1,v = v in F' with d(vi,vi11) < d(vj, v, ) +2 <4
for each i € [¢ — 1], which indicates that u,v are 4-linked.

Now we are ready to prove the claim. First observe that T C F’ and for every v € F\ T,
there exists a vertex v € T such that d(v,v") < 2. Let u,v be two distinct vertices in 7. Since
F' is 4-linked, then there exists a sequence u = vy, vy,...,vy_q,v, = v in F' with d(vj,vj, ;) < 4
for each @ € [¢ — 1]. Let v; be the vertex in T" with d(v;,v}) < 2. Then we obtain a sequence
U =v1,02,...,0-1,V = vin T with d(vi, vi11) < d(vs, v;) +d(vj, vi ) +d(vi g, vig1) < 2+4+2 =8
for each i € [¢ — 1], which indicates that u,v are 8-linked. O

Observe that Ty and Q together determine N(Np4(7p)). Therefore the set F’ is uniquely
determined by the set tuple (Tp, Ty, T1,€). Let A; be the collection of all sets F’, which are
produced in such a way from some set A € G. Hence, to get an upper bound on the size of Aj, it

is sufficient to consider the number of choices for such set tuples.
By Corollary 23] and (36]), the number of choices for T is at most

Y| Z exp(8¢1n(gs)) < |Y|exp(16tpound In(gs)).

égtbound

For a fixed set 7', the number of choices for T and T}, are both at most 2feund  and then 7} is

uniquely determined. Moreover, by ([B2]), for a fixed Tp, the number of choices for €2 is at most

(3gps

S3tp)' To summarize, we obtain that

AL S 1Y 105016 ngs) - 2 - ( 200 ) < 1 xp(18tuma n(as) 2,

< 3ip < 3tp
54Cglngln(gs) 54gln(gs) = 54tInsln(gs) %
< |Y|exp . .
©q qCme ! (9a) q(s — o) < g
]
Definition A.4. A t-approzimation for A C X is a pair (S, F) € 2% x 2¥ satisfying
FCN(4), S214] (37)
dr(u) >q—1v¢ for wes, (38)
and
dx\s(v) >s—¢ for veY\F (39)

Proposition A.5. Let A be a 2-linked subset of X with |[A]| = a, IN(A)| = g. If (S,F) is a
WY-approximation for A, then

s ¥(gs — aq) 1 1
L <q—w+s—¢>' (40)

Proof. First by (38]) and ([39), we have
qlS| = IS\ [A]l = ql[A]l + (¢ = ©)IS \ [A]] < e(S,N(A)) < s|F|+¢[N(A)\ Fl,
which gives

S U
SI< IFL+ - (INCGA) \Fl 18 [4]]). (41)
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Note that each v € N(A) \ F contributes at least s — ¢ edges to E(N(A),X \ [4]), while each
v € S\ [4] contributes at least ¢ — 1) edges to E(N(A), X \ [A4]). This implies that

VO L4181 < eV XD (b ) = s —an) (2 + 2 ).

which together with (Il completes the proof. O
Lemma A.6. Let X, G, Ay and t be as in LemmalA.d For1 <o <s—1 and a set F' € Ay, let
G =G(F"):={AeG: F isap-approvimation of A}.

Then for every 1 <) < min{q, s} — 1, there exists a family Ay C 2% x 2Y of size

02 (o i) (o ) “2)

and a map 7o : G' — Ag for which ma(A) := (S, F) is a ¢-approximation of A.

Proof. Fix a set A € G’ and we will construct a y-approximation (S, F) for A via the following
two-step algorithm.

Step 1. We start the algorithm with F; = F’ and an empty set P;. In the i-th iteration, we pick a
vertex v; € [A] with dy(apr, (v;) > 9. In case there are multiple choices, we give preference
to vertices that come earlier in some arbitrary predefined ordering of X. Then we update F
by Fy UN(v;) and P; by Py U{v;}, and move to the next iteration. We stop the process when
{velA]:dyaprm (v) > ¢} =0. Let S; = {v € X : dp, (v) > ¢ — 1} and move to Step 2.

Step 2. We start with S = 51, and an empty set P. In the j-th iteration, we pick a vertex
uj € Y\ N(A) with dg,(v;) > 1 (we break the ties similarly as before). Then we update S
by S2\ N(u;) and P> by PU{u;}, and move to the next iteration. We stop the process when
{u e Y\ N(A):dg,(u) >} = 0. In the end, we let S = Sy, Fo ={u €Y :dg(u) > v}, and
F =FUFs.

Next we verify that such a pair (S, F) is indeed a 1-approximation of A. Recall that F' C N(A),
as F" is a p-approximation of A. Then the procedures in Step 1 immediately shows that F; C N(A).
Observe that F» C N(A), as otherwise Step 2 would not stop. Therefore, we have F' C N(A).
Similarly, we observe that S; 2 [A], as otherwise Step 1 would not stop. Since in Step 2 only
neighbors of Y\ N(A) were deleted from S;, we still have S O [A]. Conditions (38) and (39])
immediately follow from the definitions of Sy, F», and S C Sy, F' O F, Fs.

Note that the output of the algorithm is completely determined by the sets P; and Ps. Initially.
since F' O N(A)¥, we have [IN(A)\ F'|- (s —¢) < e(N(A), X \ [A]) = t, which gives [N(A)\ F'| <
t/(s — ). Each iteration in Step 1 removes at least ¢ vertices from N(A)\ F1, so there are at most
t/((s — ¢)1) iterations. Therefore, we have

[P < t/((s = ¢)9),

and each v € Py is an element in [A] and hence N(F”), a set of size at most gs.

Similarly, for Step 2 initially we have |S7\ [A]| < t/(q—1), as each vertex in S7 \ [A] contributes
at least ¢ — 1 edges to E(N(A), X \ [A]). Each iteration removes at least ¢ vertices from the set
So \ [A] and so there are at most ¢/((q — 1)) iterations. Therefore, we have

|| <t/((g = ¥)v),

18



and each v € P is an element in N(S1) C N(N(F})), a set of size at most gsq.
Let Ay be the collections of all pairs (S, F') which can be produced from the above algorithm
by some set A € G’. From the above discussion, we have

el = (g t/’ifffilm)) <t‘j¥<(;v —(Zl))z)p‘)) = (g s - ¢)¢)> <t/<<qgqu>w>>'

Theorem [.1] immediately follows from Lemmas [A3] [A.6 and Proposition

Proof of Theorem [51. By Lemmas[A.3][A6] for each set A € G(a, g), there exists a set pair (S, F') €
2X x 2Y such that (S, F) is a tp-approximation of A. Let W(a, g) be the collection of all such (S, F)
pairs, and then we have

54Cqglnqgln(gs 54¢g1In(gs 54t1n sln(gs
|W(a,9)|§|«41||A2|§|Y|exp< glngln(gs)  54gln(gs) . <q>>'

©q qCme/(#a) q(s — @)

<ﬁ> <S t/((gs— s@)¢)> (S t/((gfyzsg ¢)¢)>'

Finally, by Definition [A.4] and Proposition [A.5] such a (S, F') pair satisfies conditions (i)—(iv). O
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