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Abstract

For fixed graphs F' and H, the generalized Turdn problem asks for the maximum
number ex(n, H, F') of copies of H that an n-vertex F-free graph can have. In this
paper, we focus on the case when F'is B, ,, the graph consisting of two cliques of
size r sharing s common vertices. We determine ex(n, K¢, B;.o), ex(n, K¢, By,1) and
ex(n, K4, B3 1) for all values of a,b,r,t if n is large enough.

1 Introduction

A central question in extremal graph theory, the so-called Turdn problem asks for the max-
imum number ex(n, F') of edges that an n-vertex graph G can have without containing F’
as a subgraph. Graphs with this property are called F-free. The asymptotics of ex(n, F)
is given by the celebrated Erdés-Stone-Simonovits theorem [10] if the chromatic number of
F' is at least three. For results and open problems in the case when [ is bipartite, see the
survey by Fiiredi and Simonovits [13].

A natural generalization of this problem is to maximize the number of copies of some
other graph H while forbidding F' as subgraph. This maximum is denoted by ex(n, H, F').
More precisely, we denote by N (H,G) the number of (unlabeled) copies of H in G, and
ex(n, H, F) := max{N(H,G) : G is an F-free graph on n vertices}. So the original problem
is the H = K5 case and ex(n, F)) = ex(n, Ko, F'). More generally, for a family F of graphs,
we denote by ex(n, H, ) the maximum number of copies of H in n-vertex graphs that do
not contain any member of F. After some very interesting but sporadic results [4], 21, 23],
these so-called generalized Turdn problems were first addressed systematically by Alon and
Shikhelman [2].

In this paper we study the case where H consists of two cliques sharing some vertices.
Let us denote by B, ¢ the graph consisting of two r-cliques sharing exactly s vertices. We
also call it a generalized book graph. We call the vertices shared by the two r-cliques rootlet
vertices, and the other vertices of the book graph are page vertices. The page vertices are
partitioned into two pages, according to which of the two r-cliques they belong to.
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Let us denote by G; + G5 the graph consisting of a vertex disjoint pair of copies of
G and Gy and by kG the graph consisting of k vertex-disjoint copies of G. Let T'(m, s)
denote the Turan graph, which is the complete s-partite graph on m vertices with each part
having order |m/s] or [m/s|. For graphs Gy, Gs, their join Gy V G2 denotes the graph
obtained by taking vertex disjoint copies of G, Gy and joining every pair vy, ve of vertices
with v; € V(G1),v9 € V(G3). For a set U C V(G), we denote by G[U]| the subgraph of G
induced by U, i.e., the subgraph we obtain by deleting the vertices not in U.

As it was observed by Clark, Entringer, McCanna, and Székely [6], the celebrated 6-3
theorem of Ruzsa and Szemerédi [30] can be reformulated the following way: the largest
number of edges in an n-vertex graph where every edge is contained in exactly one triangle
is o(n?) but at least n>7°(. This implies the same bounds on ex(n, K3, Bss). Gowers and
Janzer [20] (motivated by a rainbow variant of generalized Turan problems [17]) generalized
this by showing that for 2 < s < r, we have n*~°1) < ex(n, K,, {Bys,Brst1,---s Brr_1}) =
o(n®). Liu and Wang [26] initiated the study of ex(n, K., B, s). They determined its value
exactly for s = 0 and s = 1 in the case n is large enough, and gave bounds in the case of
other values of s.

In this paper we extend these investigations to counting other graphs. Let us first discuss
other results that fit into this setting. If s = 0, we forbid two vertex-disjoint copies of K.
Moon [29] showed that ex(n, kK,) = |E(K_1 VT (n—k+1,7—1))|. Concerning generalized
Turdn problems, ex(n, H, kG) was studied in [I§], in particular the order of magnitude of
ex(n, Ky, kK,) was determined there.

If s > 2, then B, ; has a color-critical edge, i.e., an edge whose deletion decreases the
chromatic number. Simonovits [32] showed that for an r-chromatic graph F' with a color-
critical edge, ex(n, F) = |E(T(n,r — 1)|. Ma and Qiu [2§] showed that if £ < 7, then
ex(n, Ky, F) = N(Ky,T(n,r — 1)). Gerbner and Palmer [19] and Gerbner [14] showed that
we also have ex(n, P3, F) = N(Ps,T(n,r — 1)). Gerbner [15] presented a theorem that
determines the exact value of ex(n, H, B,.;) for a class of graphs H if n is large enough.

In the case s = 1, we have ex(n, B, 1) = |E(T(n,r —1)|+1 and the extremal construction
is the Turdn graph with an arbitrary additional edge. This was proved in [7] for r = 3
and in [B] for larger r. Gerbner and Palmer [19] determined ex(n,Cy, Bs;i). B,.; has a
color-critical vertex, i.e., a vertex whose deletion decreases the chromatic number (from r
to r — 1). Gerbner [15] determined ex(n, H, F') for every r-chromatic graph F' with a color-
critical vertex if H is a complete balanced (r — 1)-partite graph K, ., with a large enough.
In particular, this determines ex(n, K, ,, Bs1) for every a.

For a family of graphs H, we denote by ex(n, H, F') the largest value of >, N (H,G)
n-vertex F-free graphs G. The study of counting multiple graphs in generalized Turén
problems was initiated in [I6]. Now we are ready to state our results.

-----

Theorem 1.1. For any r and large enough n, we have the following:

(i) if k < r, then ex(n, Ky, 2K,) = N (K, Ky VT(n—1,r — 1)),

(ZZ) Zf’l“ S k < 27“, then eX(n, {Kk,Kk+1, .. .,Kgr_l},QKr) = N(KkaK2k—2r+1 vV T(?’L —
2k +2r —1,2r —k —1).

Note that the above theorem determines ex(n, K, 2K,) for every pair of s and r if n
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is large enough. The second statement gives a bit more: if we count the copies of larger
cliques in addition to K}, then we obtain the same bound. The extremal graph is the same
for ex(n, { Ki, Kxi1, ..., Kor_1},2K,) and ex(n, K, 2K,), and it does not contain cliques of
order more than k.

Theorem 1.2. Foranyr >3, 1<s<r—1,and1 <t <r—s, we have
ex(n, K4, Brg) = Q(n" 757171,
Foranyr >3, 2s+t+1 <r and n large enough, we have
ex(n, Kyi4, Brg) = O(n 57171,
Foranyt>1,t+3 <r andn large enough, we have
ex(n, Kyit, Bra) = N(Kyip, Kogo VT (0 — 2t — 2,7 — t — 2)).

Observe that the above theorem determines ex(n, Ky, B, 1) for every k > r and n large
enough. Consider now the case k < r. For s = 0, the value of ex(n, Ky, B, s) is determined
exactly for sufficiently large n by Theorem [LII We have mentioned a result of Ma and
Qiu [28] earlier about graphs with a color-critical edge, which determines ex(n, Kj, B, ;) for
sufficiently large n if £ < r and s > 2. We now deal with the remaining case s = 1. Let
T*(n,r — 1) denote the graph we obtain from T'(n,r — 1) by adding an edge to a smallest
part.

Theorem 1.3. If k < r and n is sufficiently large, then ex(n, Ky, B.1) = N (Ky, T"(n,r —
1)).

In the case r = 3, we can obtain a much more general result.

Theorem 1.4. For any integers a < b and n large enough, we have that ex(n, K, p, Bs1) =
N(Kop, T) for some n-vertex graph T that is obtained from a complete bipartite graph by
adding an edge.

For given a and b, a straightforward optimization shows what 7" is. In the case K, is
not a star, i.e., a,b > 2, the extra edge of 1" cannot be in any copy of K,, thus a complete
bipartite graph K, ,_, is also an extremal graph.

2 Forbidding 2K, and counting cliques

In this section, we prove Theorem [[LIl First we gather some results that we will use in the

proof. A family F of sets is t-intersecting if for any F, F" € F we have |F'N F’'|> t. For a

set X we denote by ()k() the family of all k-subsets of X. The set {1,2,...,n} of the first n

positive integers is denoted by [n], and we write [a, b] for the interval {s € N :a < s < b}.
We will use the following theorem of Frankl.
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Theorem 2.1 (Frankl [11]). Let F C ([Z]) be t-intersecting with |NperF|< t. If n is large
enough, then |F|< max{|Fi|, | Fz|}, where

flz{Fe ([Z]):[t]cF,Fm[t+1,k+1]7A®}u([’“Z”)

and

romfre (M) ez}
Let us remark that later Ahlswede and Khachatrian [I] strengthened this result by de-
termining the maximum size of a t-intersecting family F C ([Z}) with |NperF|< t for any

n, k, and t.

Another tool in the proof will be the following generalization of the Erdds-Simonovits
stability theorem [8, 32]. We say that two graphs G and G’ have edit distance at most x if
we can obtain G’ from G by adding and deleting = edges

Theorem 2.2 (Ma, Qiu [28]). Let H be a graph with x(H) =r+1>m > 2. If G is an
n-vertex H-free graph with N (K,,,G) > N (K,,,T(n,r)) — o(n™), then G and T(n,r) have
edit distance o(n?).

We will also need the following two well-known results.
Theorem 2.3 (Zykov [34]). For any 2 < s <r <n we have
ex(n, K, K,) = N(K;, T(n,r —1).

Theorem 2.4 (Removal lemma, Erdés, Frankl, Rodl [9]). For any graph H on h vertices
and € > 0 there exists 6 = d(g, H) such that if a graph G = (V, E) on n vertices contains
at most on" copies of H, then there exists E' C E with |E'|< en? such that (V,E \ E') is
H -free.

Proof of Theorem[I1l. Let G = (V, E) be a 2K,-free graph on n vertices.

Suppose first that £ < r. Let ¢ be the minimum number such that there exists a vertex
subset U C V of size t such that G[V \ U] is K,-free. Observe that t < r as if K is a
copy of K., then G[V \ V(K)| must be K,-free since G is 2K,-free. By Theorem 2.3 we
have N (K}, GIV \U]) < N(Ky, T(n —t,r —1)). If t < 1, then this immediately yields the
statement of (i).

Assume 2 <t < r. Assume that N (K}, G) > N (Ky, T(n —t,r — 1)). Then the number
of k-cliques intersecting U is at least N'(Ky, K1 VT(n—1,r — 1)) = N (K¢, T(n —t,r — 1)).
Observe that

N(K, KivT(n—1,r—1)) = N(Kg, T(n —t,r — 1))

— (14 o())((t — DN (Kpy, T(n"= i,r — )+ N(Kpr, T(n— 1,7 — 1)),




If n is large enough, then

N(Ki_1, T(n—1,7—1))
N(Kp—1, T(n™=2,r — 2))

r—17

>c > 1

for some constant ¢, depending only on . This means that the number of k-cliques meeting U
is at least (t — 14 ¢, 4+ 0o(1))N (Ky_y, T(n™=2,r —2)). As the number of k-cliques containing
at least two vertices of U is O(n*~2), we obtain a contradiction by proving that for any
u € U, the number of k-sets S C V with SN U = {u} and G[S] = K} is at most (1 +
o(1))N (Ky_1, T(n=2,r — 2)).

To this end, observe first that for any u € U the number of (r — 1)-subsets A of V' \ U
such that {u} U A form a clique in G is O(n""?). Indeed, as U is minimal, there exists an
r-clique A’ with u ¢ A’, thus every such (r — 1)-subset A with A 3 u must meet A’ (as G is
2K,-free), so their number is at most r(?jg) By Theorem 2.4} there exist a set Ey of o(n?)
edges whose deletion removes all these K,._is. The number of k-cliques containing u and at
least one edge from Ej is o(n*~1).

As the number of k-cliques in G' meeting U is O(n*~1), we must have N (K, G[V \U]) >
N(Ky, T(n—t,7—1)) —o(n¥). Theorem 2.2 implies that V' \ U can be partitioned into r — 1
almost parts V;, Va, ..., V,_y such that G[V \ U] has edit distance o(n?) from the Turan-graph
on the V;s as partite sets and each V; has order either |(n —1t)/(r—1)] or [(n —1t)/(r —1)].

We claim that there exists an 7 such that |Ng(u) N V;|= o(n). Indeed, otherwise we can
pick ©(n"!) (r — 1)-sets having exactly one element in each Ng(u) N'V;. Only o(n™!) of
these (r — 1)-sets contain a pair of vertices v,v’ such that vv’ is not an edge of G, since
only o(n?) edges between the sets V; (i < r — 1) are missing from G. Therefore, there are
O(n"1!) copies of K,_;s in the neighborhood of u, but we have already seen that there are
only O(n"~2) of them.

Clearly, there are o(n copies of K} containing v and a vertex from a V; with | Ng(u) N
Vi|= o(n). This implies that the number of k-cliques containing u is indeed at most o(n*~1)+
N (Kj—1,T(n*=2,r — 2)) as claimed. This finishes the proof of (i).

Let us start the proof of (ii) with the special case when we only count copies of Ky, i.e.,
we are interested in ex(n, K, 2K,). Asr < k < 2r — 1, any two copies K', K? of K} must
meet in at least 2k — 2r + 1 vertices, otherwise their union would contain at least 2r vertices
and thus a copy of 2K,. Therefore, the k-uniform hypergraph H = (V&) with &€ = {S €
(V) : G[S] = Ky} is (2k — 2r + 1)-intersecting. Applying Theorem 2T}, we obtain that either
all the k-cliques of G' contain a fixed (2k —2r 4 1)-set, or N (K}, G) = o(nF~*=2+1) In the
latter case, we are done, since N'(Ky, Ko or41 VT (n—2k+2r —1,2r —s—1)) = ©(n? k1),

Therefore, we can assume that all the k-cliques of G contain a fixed (2k — 2r + 1)-set K.
Then the vertices of K are adjacent to all vertices that are contained in a K} in G. Let U
denote the set of vertices outside K that are contained in at least one copy of K in GG, so
|U|<n— 2k —2r+1). If G[U] is Ky,_x-free, then

k—l)

N (K, G) = N(Koy—j—1, GU)) < N (Kopp1, T(n — 2k +2r — 1,2r —k — 1)) =
N(Kk, ng_gﬂ_l V T(n — 2k + 2r — 1, 2r — k — 1))



. Finally, if G[U] contains a copy K’ of Ky, then G[U \ [V (K’)] cannot contain a copy of
Ky,_j_1 as such a copy with K and K’ would contain a 2K,. Every copy of K}, in G must
contain K and intersect U in a copy of Ko,._;_1, thus must intersect K’. Therefore, we have
N(Kk, G) = O(nZT—k—2) = O(N(Kk, K2k—2r+1 V T(n — 2k + 2r — 1,2r — k — 1))

Finally, let us consider the general case of (ii). Observe that similarly to the special case
above, the (k 4+ i)-uniform hypergraph H; = (V,&;) with & = {5 € (V) : G[S] = Kyyi}

ot
is (2(k + i — r) + 1)-intersecting. Applying Theorem [2I] we obtain that the number of
(k + i)-cliques is O(n?"~*=%=1) and thus the number of cliques larger than k is O(n* ~%=2).

This means that

e in order to contain ©(n?~*~1) cliques of size at least k, all the k-cliques of G' must

contain the same 2k — r + 1 vertices just as in the special case,

e as any vertex contained in an (k + i)-clique is also contained in a k-clique, every clique
of size at least k is contained in U,

o if G[U] is Ky, _i-free, then there are no cliques of size larger than k in G, so the proof
finishes as in the special case,

e if G[U] does contain a k-clique, then, just like in the special case, there are O(n? —%~2)
copies of K}, in G. As the number of cliques larger than k is O(n?"~*2), we obtain the
same conclusion.

3 Forbidding B, and counting large cliques

In this section, we prove Theorem [[L2l Again, we begin by collecting the tools we will use.
The following is a simple corollary of Theorem 2.2,

Proposition 3.1. For any r > 3 and large enough n, we have ex(n, K, 1, K, + K,_1) =
N(K,_1,T(n,r—1)). Furthermore, if G is an n-vertex (K,+K,_1)-free graph with N (K,_1,G) =
N(K,_1,T(n,r —1)) —o(n""1), then G has edit distance o(n*) from T'(n,r —1).

Proof. If an n-vertex graph G contains a copy K of K, then all the copies of K,_; must
meet K, so their number is O(n"~?) = o(N(K,_1,T(n,r — 1)). If G is K,-free, then by
Theorem 2.3, we have N(K,_1,G) < N (K,_1,T(n,r — 1)) and the furthermore part follows
from Theorem 2.2 [ |

If L is a set of non-negative integers, we say that a family F of sets is L-intersecting if
for any distinct F, F' € F, we have |F N F'|€ L.

Theorem 3.2 (Frankl, Fiiredi [12]). Let F € (7)) be a {0,1,... 0=1,k—0 k—0'+1,... k—
1}-intersecting family. Then the following statements hold.
(i) There exists a constant dy, such that |F|< dyn™@{64



(i) If ¢ > £ and n > no(k), then |F|< ("_ffrél) and equality holds if and only if there
exists a (k — {')-subset X of [n] such that F = {F € ([Z}) : X C F}.
(i) If € > 0 and k — € has a primepower divisor q with ¢ > (', then |F|< (1 +

k40!

o) ;) .

The result of Theorem itself will not be sufficient for us, we will also need some parts
of the proof. In the following lemma, we gather the parts of the Frankl-Fiiredi proof that
we will use.

To state the lemma we need to define the i-shadow of a family F of sets as A;(F) :=
{G :|G|=1i, IF € F such that G C F}.

Lemma 3.3 (Lemma 6.1 and several propositions in [12]). If ¢ < ¢ and F C ([Z]) is a
{0,1,....0 —1,k—=0 k=0 +1,...,k — 1}-intersecting family, then F can be partitioned
mto ./_"1 U .FQ U---u -Fh U fh—l—l such that

o [Fhiil=0m"),
o for every 1 < j < h there exists a (k —{')-set A; such that F; C {G € ([Z]) t A C G,

o writing H; = {F \ A; : F € F;} we have that the {-shadows are pairwise disjoint, i.e.,
for every 1 <i < j <h Ay(H;) N A(H;) = 0.

We will also use the Lovész version [27] of the Kruskal-Katona shadow theorem [25] 24].
It states that if a family H of k-subsets has size (z) = W for some real x, then
for any ¢ < k we have |A;(H)|> (%).
We will also use a theorem of Andrasfai, Erdds, and Sés [3] that states that an n-
vertex K, -free graph with chromatic number at least r contains a vertex of degree at most
! n.

(1 B (r—l)—4/3)
For integers n,r, s,t with r > s+t 4+ 1 and n > 2t + s + 1, let us define the function

F(n) = frsa(n) = N (Ko, Koo VT (n—s—2t—1,r—s—t—1)) =[]

pai r—s—t—1

Tﬂ%ﬂ{n—s—%—l+w
Observe that for fixed r, s, ¢, the function f(n) is a polynomial of n of degree r —s—¢—1.
We will need the following simple properties of f(n).

Proposition 3.4. (i) For any pair ni,ny of positive integers f(ny) + f(n2) < f(ni + no)
holds.

(i) For any e > 0 there exists § > 0 such that if n is large enough, then f((1 —e)n) +
fen+o(n)) < (1 —0)f(n) holds.

(i) If r —s—t—1> 2,y =o(x) and x = o(n), then f(n —z)+ f(z +y) < f(n) —
Q(zn™72) holds.

Now we are ready to prove Theorem



Proof of Theorem[1.2. Each of the lower bounds is obtained from the following construction:
let m = s+2t+1 and G be the join K,, VT (n—m,r—s—t—1). Asm+r—s—t—1=r+t,
we have N(K,44,G) = N(Kr—s4—1,T(n —m,r —s —t — 1)) = (14 o(1))(-2=2) "
To see that G is B, s-free, observe that out of the 2r — s vertices of a copy of B, ;, at least
2r — s —m = 2r — 2s — 2t — 1 vertices belong to T'(n — m,r — s —t — 1). Therefore at least
r — s —t vertices belong to the same K, of B, in T'(n —m,r —s —t — 1). As there is no
clique of r — s —t vertices in T'(n —m,r — s —t — 1), the graph G is indeed B, ,-free.

For the general upper bound, let G be a B, s-free graph on n vertices. Define the (1 +t)-
uniform family Fg = {K C (Z(ﬁ)) : G[K] = K,4}. Observe that Fg is {0,1,...,5s— 1,2t +
s+ 1,2t+s+1,...,r +t— 1}-intersecting. Indeed, assume that two cliques K7, K5 each of
size r + t intersect in at least s, but less than (r +¢) — (r —t —s — 1) = 2t + s + 1 vertices.
Then the union of K; and K, contains at least 2(r +t) — (2t 4+ s) = 2r — s vertices and their
intersection contains at least s vertices, and thus G contains a copy of B, , a contradiction.
We can apply Theorem B.2 (i) to show that N (K,,;, G) = O(n"—s7t71).

Finally, we consider the case s = 1. Let k = r +t, and /' = r —t — 2. Suppose G is
such that N (K,.,G) > f(n). By the assumption ¢t + 3 < r, we have 1 < ¢ and so by
Lemma B3] we obtain a partition Fg = Fy U --- U Fp U Fpo1 and m-sets Ay, As, ..., Ay
with the properties ensured by Lemma [3.31 We introduce positive reals 1, ..., xj, such that
| Fil= |Hi|= (j,) Without loss of generality, z; > xp > -+ > x5, Let M; = Upcr, I and
clearly, we have |M;|> x;.

Claim 3.5. There ezists an integer ng and a constant C' such that if n > ng, then Ai(Fy) >
n—C.

Proof. By the Lovéasz version of the Kruskal-Katona shadow theorem, we know that |A,(H;)|>

() < ()

x; and thus by Lemma [3.3] we have Z?Zl x; <n. Also, x; > x; implies ~£= > (x—
J

y y SRS ) oo
SIFI= o Hl= Yt < AN < M= O(a /) ). (1)
j=i j=i J tog=i ¢

j=i

. Therefore,

Then |M;|> en for some fixed ¢ > 0 as otherwise |F|= o(n"), while f(n) = ©(n"). By
Lemma [3.3] we have that the sets M; \ A; are pairwise disjoint and thus |M; \ U;;lle/|2
|M;|—(5 — 1)m. Let j; be the largest index j with |M;|> (m + 1)n?®. Then () implies
that Z?:jl+1|]:j|: O(n*~1/3), and Lemma 3.3 shows that |Fj.|= O(n”~'). We claim that
41 < n'/3. Indeed, if not, then for j < n'/?, we have |M; \ U;,;IIM]-/Q | M;|—jm > n?? and

1/3 i—1 ..
n > Y0 | M\ UL My | > n'3n?/3, a contradiction. As a consequence, we also have

Ji J1
SUIMI< 0+ > = Dm < nt jim = n+ On??).
j=1 j=1

Observe that for every j < h, every vertex of M; is connected to every vertex of A;.
This implies that G[M; \ A;] is K,_4_1 + K,_;_o-free, and thus, by Proposition B, |F;|=
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N (K11, GIM;]) < f(|M;]). Using Proposition B4 (i) and () we obtain

h+1
Y IFIS FUM) + f(n+ jim — [Mi]) + O~ + O(n" ). (2)

i=1

Assume first that |M;|< n—n?3logn. Let 2 = n*3logn —j? and y = j2. Then Proposition
B4 (iii) yields that f(|M|)+ f(n-+ 52— |M|) < f(n) —Q(zn”~1). Therefore, the right hand
side of (@) is less than f(n) — Q(zn® 1) + O(n"~1/3) + O(n"~') < f(n), a contradiction.
Suppose towards a contradiction that r(n) := n — |M;| tends to infinity. Let us write
p(n) = (m+ 1)(r(n))*? (n). Then by (I,
we obtain Z?:;H\}"j\: O(n(p(n))*~") = O(n"~'p(n)). We claim that j* < (r(n))"/3.
Indeed, we can argue similarly as for the upper bound on j; earlier: if (r(n))'/3 < j*,
then for j < (r(n ))1/3 we have |M; \ W] M;|> |M;|—j(1 +m) > (r(n))*? and r(n) >
SO Ny — U My |> (r(n))/3(r(n)?, a contradiction. This implies that 37| M;|<
r(n )—l—(l +m)p(n ) Applymg Proposition 3.4 (i) and (iii) with = r(n) and y = (1+m)p(n),
we obtain that

h+1

N(EK,41,G) = Z|f|<f|M1 +Zf n"~'p(n))

IN

fln— T(n)) + f(r(n) + (1+m)p(n)) + O(n""p(n)) < f(n),
a contradiction. [

By Claim B.5, we may assume that |M;|> n — C for some constant C'. By Lemma
B3, this implies N (K, 4, G) < f(|Mi]) + O(n*~). As N(K,;,G) > f(n), we must have
N(Kp, GIM; \ Ay]) > f(|M;]) — D(n*~") for some constant D. Proposition BI]implies that
G[M; \ A] is Ky y-free and it can be made ¢-partite by deleting o(n?) edges. Let us delete
those edges and let Uy, U,,...,Uy be the corresponding partition. We say that a vertex
v € U; is problematic if there exists j # i such that there are at least (‘z';L vertices in U; not
adjacent to v. A set of vertices W C M; \ A; is good if it does not contain any problematic
vertices.

Claim 3.6. There exists a set X C My \ Ay with | X|= O(1) such that My \ (A1 UX) is good.

Proof of Claim. First we find a set X; of vertices whose removal from G[M; \ A;] makes
the remaining graph ¢'-partite such that |X;|= O(1). Then we show that there are O(1)
problematic vertices in the remaining I’-partite graph.

Suppose first that x(G[M; \ A1]) > ¢ + 1. Then by a theorem of Andrésfai, Erdds, and
Sés [3], there exists a vertex v with degree (in G[M; \ A1]) at most (1— m +o(1))| M\ Ayl
As G[M; \ Ai] is Kpyi-free, G[Ng(v) N (My \ Ay)] is Kp-free and the number of copies of
K, in G[M;] containing v is at most

1

N (Ko, GINa(v) V(M A1) < N (et T(0 = 5—

+o(1)[Mi\ Ag|, ¢ —1)).



Now observe that the difference between the number of copies of Ky in Tp(|M; \ A;|) con-
taining a fixed vertex u and this number is at least an® ~! for some constant «. So we remove
v and add it to X;. If the remaining graph is /’-partite, then we are done with the first step,
otherwise we use the Adrasfai, Erdds, Sés theorem to find another vertex of low degree, and
so on. Observe that if | X;|« is larger than D, then N(K,.;, G) < f(n), so indeed we can
guarantee that the size of X is bounded by a constant.

From now on, we can assume that the remaining graph G[M; \ A; \ X;] is ¢’-chromatic
with partition Uy,...,Uy. If a vertex u € U; is problematic, then the number of copies
of K, in G[M;] containing v is at most (1 — ﬁ) [1,1Ujl; so again some Bn’ ! smaller
than in the appropriate Turan graph. We remove problematic vertices one by one, let X5 be
the set of vertices removed this way. As in the above paragraph, if | X5|3 is larger than D,
then N(K, 4, G) < f(n), so indeed we can guarantee that the size of X5 is bounded by a

constant. [}

We claim that if an (r+t)-clique W contains a vertex from V'\ My, then W and M;\ X are
disjoint. Indeed, assume to the contrary that for a clique W ¢ M; we have [WN(M;\ X)|> 1
and let y be an element of W N A; if such an element exist and y € W N M; \ (A; U X)
otherwise.

Let us go through the indices ¢ with y ¢ U; in an arbitrary order. For each i, we pick a
vertex v; € U; \ W that is connected to y and every vertex already picked. As the number of
vertices picked this way is at most 7 —t — 3, at most (r —t —3)|U;|/(r —t —2)? 4 o(n) vertices
of U; are forbidden, thus we can pick the desired vertex. Then we can add the vertices of
A; U |{y} to obtain a clique W’ of size m + ¢ = r +t. Because y is in both W and W’,
we have [W N W'|> 1. We claim that |W U W’'|> m +2¢ +1 = 2r — 1. Indeed, as W
contains a vertex from V' \ M;, we cannot have A; C W and thus by construction, we have
|[WNW'|<m. Observe that 1 < |WNW’| and |[WUW’|> 2r —1 imply that W UW’ contains
a copy of B, ;. This contradiction shows that W is indeed disjoint with M; \ X.

The number of (r + t)-cliques disjoint with M; \ X is

(\(V\Ml)UX\
r4+t

) =0(1) = 0(n"72).

As a consequence we obtain that the number of (r + t)-cliques of G meeting V' \ M is
o(n*~1), while f(n) — f(n—C) = Q(n"~1) as long as C is positive. Therefore, we must have
that |M;|=n. As the sets M, \ A; are pairwise disjoint, this implies that for any F' € F;, the
subset F'\ A; be contained in M \ Ay, so their total number is O(n™). That means even with
the exceptional sets from Fj,;q, the number of sets of Fg \ Fy is O(n®~'). If there exists a
set F' € Fg with A) ¢ F and AN F # (), then, as G is B, ;-free, every F; € F; must meet F
outside A, so F; and F both have size O(n*~1), which contradicts |F|> f(n). If F contains
a set F' disjoint with A;, then, as G is B, ;-free, every set F} € F; is either disjoint with F' or
|[FNE|> 2,80 |FI< f(n—8)+(,",) + {F € F: FNA; = 0}, where S = [Uper a,nrj=oF|.
By Proposition B4 (iii), f(n) — f(n — S) = Q(n*~1), and so |F|< f(n), a contradiction.

We have established that all F' € F must contain A;, and then we are done by Propo-
sition 311 |

10



4 Forbidding B,; and counting small cliques

In this section we prove Theorem [[.3l Recall that it states that for k& < r and n large enough,
ex(n, Ky, Br1) = N (K, TT(n,r — 1)). We will use the asymptotic result ex(n, K, B,1) =
(14 o(1)N(Ky, Tt (n,r — 1)) = (1 4+ o(1))N (K, T(n,r — 1)). It follows from a theorem
of Alon and Shikhelman [2] that states that if x(F) = r > k, then ex(n, Ky, F') = (1 +
o())N (K, T(n,r —1)).

Proof. Let G be a B,.;-free graph on n vertices. By Theorem 2.2 if G has at least N (K}, T'(n, r—
1)) — o(n*) copies of K}, then G can be obtained from T'(n,r — 1) by adding and removing
at most en? edges. We consider the (r — 1)-partite subgraph G’ of G with the most number
of edges. Let Vi,...,V,_; be the parts of G’, then there are o(n?) edges inside the parts V;.
Moreover, each vertex is connected to at most as many vertices in its part as in any other
part. Also, every V; has size (1 —o(1))-"5.

Let us pick o < (r — 2)/(r — 1), and assume first that every vertex has degree at least
an. We partition V; to V/ and V;” with V/ containing those vertices of V; that are connected
to all but o(n) vertices outside V;. By the assumption on the degrees, all v € V" are incident
to Q(n) edges inside V;. This implies |V |= o(n).

We will use that for any ¢, for any set U C V/ U ..., V! with |[U|= O(1), the common
neighborhood of the vertices of U’ contains all but o(n) vertices from V; ; U...UV/ ;. In
particular, if we take at most four vertices from V;, we can find a copy B, or B, in their
common neighborhood by picking the necessary vertices from the other parts one by one.
Let m be the largest number of edges inside a V;, without loss of generality there are m edges
inside V;.

Consider first the case that m > 1. We claim that there cannot be two edges within
V. Indeed, if u,v,w is a path, then in the common neighborhood of u,v,w outside V;, we
can find two disjoint cliques K7, K» each of size r — 2, so G[K7, UKs, U{u, v, w}| contains a
copy of B, ;. Similarly, if uv and wz are edges in Vj, then in the common neighborhood of
u,v,w, z outside V; one can find a copy B of B,_3;, and B together with u,v,w, z form a
copy of B, ;. These contradictions prove our claim.

The remaining possibility is that there exists a vertex u € V/” and thus u has n’ = Q(n)
neighbors in V;. We also know that for any ¢ > 1, u has at least n’ neighbors in V;, thus at
least n’ — o(n) > n’/2 neighbors in V. Let U; be an arbitrary set of [n//2] neighbors of u
inV;,and U =UyU...,U,_;. We can now count the copies of K. There are o(nk) copies
containing an edge inside a V;. Let G” denote the complete (r — 1)-partite graph with parts
Vi,...,V,_1. Now compare the number of copies of K}, inside G’ to the number of copies of
K in G”. We claim that that U is 2K,_o-free. Indeed, if K, Ky were two cliques of each
of size r — 2 in U, then the common neighborhood of the of the vertices of K; U Ky would
contain all but o(n) vertices in Vj, in particular all but o(n) neighbors of u. So Ki, Ky, u
and two such neighbors would form a B, ; in G. This contradiction proves our claim.

The 2K, _»-free property yields that the number of copies of K} containing a vertex
of Vi and a Kj_; inside U is less in G’ by ©(n*) than in G”. Indeed, there are at most
Vilex(|U|, Kk-1,2K,-2) = (1 4+ o(1))|Vi|N (K, T(JU|,7 — 3)) such copies of K}, in G’ and
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(VAN (K, T(|U|,r — 2)) such copies of K} in G”. This implies that G has less copies of K},
than a complete (r — 1)-partite graph, which has no more copies of K}, than the Turén graph,
completing the proof in this case.

Assume now that m = 1, i.e. there is at most one edge inside each V;. If there are at
least two such edges, say uv € Vi and zy € Vs, then we pick U = {uy,us,...,u,_1} and
U’ = {vy,us,vy,...,0._1} with u;,v; € V;. If both U U {z,y} and U’ U {u, v} induce cliques,
then we find B, ;, a contradiction. Thus there is a missing edge between parts V; among
these vertices, thus there are {)(n) missing edges between parts altogether. We can again
compare the number of copies of K} inside G’ to the number of copies of K} in the complete
(r — 1)-partite graph with parts V4, ..., V,_;. The additional at most r — 1 edges inside parts
create O(n*=2) copies of K}, while the missing edges between parts are in Q(n*~1) copies of
K.

If there is only one edge uv inside a part, say Vi, then we have to show that the order of
the parts is as balanced as possible. If we have |V;|> |V;|42, then we move a vertex from V;
to V;. The number of copies of K}, not containing uv increases by ©(n*2), while the number
of copies of K}, containing uv increases by O(n*=3), completing the proof in this case.

Assume now that there are vertices of degree less than an. We erase such vertices one by
one till we arrive to a graph Gy with no such vertices. Assume that we removed ¢ vertices.
If ¢ < n/2, then Gy has sufficiently many vertices, thus at most N (K, TF(n — ¢,r — 1))
copies of K}, by the above part of the proof. We removed at most lex(an, Ky_1,2K,_1) =
(14 o(1))N (Ky_1,T(an,r — 2)) copies of K}, using Theorem [T If we add ¢ vertices to
T*(n—4£,r—1)) to form the T"(n,r — 1)) instead, then we add (1 + o(1))(N (Ky_1, T((r —
2)n/(r—1),r—2)) copies of K}, thus we obtain more copies than in G, completing the proof.

If £ > n/2, then we cannot apply the earlier part of the proof, since |V (Gy)| may not be
large enough. However, we removed at most lex(an, Kj,_1,2K,_1) = (140(1))UN (Ky_1, T(an, r—
2)) = N (Kj_1, T((r —2)n/(r —1),7 —2)) — ©(n¥) copies of Ky, and the resulting graph Gy
has at most (14 o(1))N (K, T*(n—£,r —1)) copies of K} by the known asymptotic bound,
completing the proof.

[ |

5 Forbidding B;; and counting complete bipartite graphs

Let us start this section by describing the symmetrization method due to Zykov [34]. He
used it to show that ex(n, Ky, K,) = N (K, T(n,r —1)). We say that we symmetrize a
vertex u to another vertex v in a graph G when we delete all the edges incident to v and for
each edge vw, we add the edge uw. In other words, we replace the neighborhood of u by the
neighborhood of v. We apply this operation to non-adjacent vertices. One can show that if
G is K,-free for some r, then the graph G’ we obtain by symmetrizing u to v is also K,-free.

Let d(H,v) denote the number of copies of H containing a vertex v. Extending Zykov’s
idea, Gyéri, Pach and Simonovits [22] showed that if H is a complete multipartite graph and
d(H,u) < d(H,v), then this symmetrization does not decrease the total number of copies of
H. Thus, for any pair of non-adjacent vertices (u,v) we can symmetrize one to the other
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such that the total number of copies of H does not decrease. We apply such symmetrization
steps as long as we can find two non-adjacent vertices with different neighborhoods. At the
end of the symmetrization process we obtain a K,.-free complete multipartite graph with
at least N'(H,G) copies of H, which implies that ex(n, H, K,) is attained by a complete
(r — 1)-partite graph (one also needs to show that this process terminates).

In a sense, this is the most general application of Zykov symmetrization for generalized
Turan problems: if F'is any graph that is not a clique, then symmetrization may ruin the
F-free property. If H is any graph that is not complete multipartite, then it is possible that
both symmetrizing v to v and symmetrizing v to u decreases the total number of copies
of H. However, Liu and Wang [26] introduced a restricted version of symmetrization that
avoids the first of these problems. Here we state the general version of the basic idea.

Proposition 5.1. Let G be a B, s-free graph, u and v be non-adjacent vertices of G, and
assume that v is not a rootlet vertex of any B, s11 in G. Let G' be the graph obtained from
G by symmetrizing u to v. Then G’ is B, s-free.

Proof. Assume that there is a copy B of B, s in G'. Then B has to contain u, otherwise B
would be contained in GG. If B does not contain v, then we can replace u with v to obtain
a copy of B, that is also present in G, a contradiction. If B contains v, then, as u and
v are not adjacent in G’, they are both page vertices of B, on different pages. But they
have the same neighborhood, thus v is connected to every vertex of B but u. Then the s
rootlet vertices of B with v form the rootlet vertices of a copy B’ of B, s11 in G, where the
pages of B’ are the pages of B without v and v. Thus v is a rootlet vertex of a B, ;41 in G,
contradicting our assumption. [ |

Let us repeatedly apply symmetrization on the vertices that are not rootlet vertices of
any B, ,11. Assume that the process terminates and let Gy be the resulting graph. Let G,
be the subgraph of G induced by vertices that are not rootlet vertices of any B, 541 in Gj.
Then the proposition above implies that G is a complete multipartite graph. Moreover,
vertices of the same partite set of G; have the exact same neighborhood in the other vertices
of G(].

Now we are ready to prove Theorem [[.4] which we restate for convenience.

Theorem. For any integers a < b and n large enough, we have that ex(n, K,p, Bs1) =
N (Ko, T) for some n-vertex graph T that is obtained from a complete bipartite graph by
adding an edge.

Proof. Let G be an n-vertex Bsj-free graph with ex(n, H, B3 1) copies of H = K,;. Let @
denote the set of vertices in G that are not rootlet vertices of a Bso. If there are two non-
adjacent vertices u and v in Q with d(H,u) < d(H,v), then we symmetrize u to v and obtain
a Bji-free graph with more copies of H, a contradiction. Thus we can assume that non-
adjacent vertices in () have the same d(H, v) value (and also later, after any symmetrization).
This means that for non-adjacent vertices u and v, we can choose whether we symmetrize u
to v or v to u and the total number of copies of H will not change.
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Recall that Bs, consists of two triangles sharing an edge. We call the graph consisting
of k > 2 triangles sharing an edge a book graph with k pages. Observe that for any vertex
v € () there exists at most one book B, of which v is a page vertex. Indeed, the two books
have at least 3 rootlet vertices. If the two books have four rootlet vertices, we find a Bs ;.
Thus the two books have at least 3 rootlet vertices z,y, z, each connected to wu, such that
xy and yz are in E(G). If these three vertices and v induce a K}, then v is a rootlet vertex
of a Bs,, a contradiction. Otherwise, there is a fifth vertex w in one of the books, without
loss of generality w is joined to x and y with an edge. Then x,y,w and vy, z, v form triangles
sharing exactly one vertex, a contradiction.

Let v and v be page vertices from different copies of Bs, that are not rootlet vertices
of any Bss. If B, has more pages than B,, then we symmetrize v to u. If they have the
same number of pages, then we symmetrize arbitrarily. If u is the page vertex of a Bs, but
v is not, then we symmetrize v to u. We claim that after such a symmetrization, the total
number of pages in the largest ¢ books does not decrease for any ¢ and increases for some .
Indeed, observe that if B, is among the largest ¢ books, then so is B,. We deleted at most
one page containing v, but added a page when we connected v to the neighbors of u. This
proves the first part of the claim. Assume that there are i — 1 books with more pages than
B,. Those are unaffected by the symmetrization, and B, has one more page, proving the
second part of our claim.

Let us apply such symmetrization steps as long as we can. We claim that after finitely
many steps this process terminates. Indeed, for any i the total number of pages in the largest
7 books can increase at most in times.

Let G be the resulting graph, G; be the subgraph induced on the vertices that are not
rootlet vertices of any Bs o and Gy be the subgraph induced by the other vertices. Note that
the vertex set of G; might be different from @), as symmetrization may destroy or create
copies of Bss. Non-adjacent vertices of GG; have the same neighborhood, as otherwise we
would symmetrize one vertex to another. This means that G, is a complete m-partite graph
for some m with partite sets Ay, ..., A,,. Observe that m < 3 because there are no rootlet
vertices in G.

Observe that in a page vertex of a B3 can be a rootlet vertex of a B, only if the book
is actually a K4, as otherwise one can easily find a Bs;. Furthermore, every vertex outside
the K, can have at most one neighbor inside that K. This implies that for every i < m, we
have that the vertices of A; have at most one neighbor in a K. If v and v are the rootlet
vertices of a B that is not a K4, then its page vertices are in (1, and belong to the same
partite set A;. It is easy to see that if u/v’ is an edge in Gy and {u/,v'} # {u,v}, then we
cannot have that «' and v are both connected to a vertex w € A;. Indeed, if u,v,u,v" are
four vertices, then they form Bs; with v. If, say, v = o/, then u,v,w and w,v,w’ for any
page vertex w’ from B, form two triangles sharing exactly one vertex. In other words, the
only copies of Bs, with page vertices in A; are those with rootlet vertices u and v.

Assume first that m = 3. Then G, is a triangle because there are no rootlet vertices in
G1. Then (Y is the vertex-disjoint union of a K3 and several copies of K, with additional
edges between these subgraphs. However, every vertex v is connected to at most one vertex
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in every copy of K, and K3 (except the one containing v). This means that the degree of
v is at most d := 2+ (n+ 1)/4. Then we can count the copies of K,; the following way.
Assume that a # b; if a = b, then each of our bounds are divided by 2 because of symmetry.
Either we pick a vertex v, a of its neighbors and b — 1 of their common neighbors other than
v, or pick b neighbors of v and a — 1 of their common neighbors other than v. This way
we count every copy of K, exactly a + b times, since we can pick any vertex as the first
vertex. Thus we obtain the upper bound n((z) (bfl) + (z) (afl))/(a +b). We can count the
copies of K, in K| 2),[n/2) the same way and we get n((cg) (bcfl) + (Cg) (ai[l))/(a +b) copies,
where d’ = |n/2]. Clearly this is a larger number if n is large enough, a contradiction to our
assumption that G is extremal.

Assume now that m < 2. We will handle together the cases m = 1 and m = 2; in what
follows As may be empty. Observe that G5 contains at most two edges uv and u'v’ such that
u, v are connected to the vertices in A; and u/,v" are connected to the vertices of A,. G9 also
may contain several copies of K, with additional edges between these subgraphs. However,
at most one vertex of those copies of K, can be connected to vertices in A; for every 7. Also,
such a vertex can be connected to vertices of at most one of A; and A, otherwise Gy would
contain a K4 and a K3 meeting in exactly one vertex, thus a Bs ;.

Let us assume that there are p > 1 copies of K in Gy and let U be the set of their
vertices. Recall that Go has at most 4 other vertices: wu,v connected to the vertices in A;
and u',v" are connected to the vertices of A;. Let us obtain G the following way. For each
vertex w € U, we delete the edges incident to w. If w is connected to the vertices of Ay, we
add w to A}, and if w is connected to the vertices of Ay, we add w to A}. Then we add the
remaining vertices of U to A} and A} such that for each Ky, 2 of its vertices are in A} and
2 are in A). Finally, we add A; to A} and As to A,. Then we connect the vertices of A} to
the vertices of A% and to u and v, and similarly we connect the vertices of Af to u’ and v'.
Clearly Gy, is B3 -free.

Claim 5.2. G{, contains more copies of K, than Gy.

Proof. Assume first that p > 4. Then the degree of a vertex w has not decreased. If
w € Ay U Ay, then the edges incident to w in Gy are also in Gf. Otherwise, w was connected
to at most p+ 2 vertices of U in Gy and is connected to 2p vertices of U in Gf. Furthermore,
if w was connected to vertices in G1, those edges remain intact. Finally, w was connected to
at most 3 vertices out of u, v, u’, v’

Consider a copy Hy of K,; in Gy that intersects G; in a non-empty set X of vertices.
If X intersects both partite sets of Gy, then Hj is also in Gy, as the edges of G, that are
incident to vertices of G are present in Gy. If X is a subset of A, then they belong to the
same partite set of Hy and the other partite set of Hy belongs to the set of vertices connected
to Ay in Go. Thus we have to pick the remaining vertices of Hy from the common neighbors
of these vertices; they have more common neighbors in Gf, thus we can find more copies of
K, this way in Gj,. This shows that there are more copies of K, in Gy, intersecting A; U Ay
than in Gj.

Finally, if a copy of K,; does not intersect Gy, then we can pick it the following way.
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We pick a vertex w, then we pick either b of its (at most p + 2) neighbors in G5 and a — 1
of the at most (p + 2) common neighbors of those in Go, or we pick a of its neighbors and
b — 1 of their common neighbors. We can pick more copies of K,; in G, the same way, as
there are 2p neighbors of w from V(G3) in Gf) and those have at least 2p common neighbors
from V(G3) in Gy.

Assume now that 1 < p < 3. Observe that if |A;|= o(n) or |As|= o(n) then we have
o(n®*?) copies of K,y in Gy, less than in K|, /2| ,n/2], a contradiction. In a Ky, at most two
vertices are connected to vertices in Gy, and the other at least two vertices have degree at
most 4+ p < 7 in Gy. By deleting the edges incident to them we removed O(n’!) copies of
K,p. By adding them to A; or Ay, we added Q(n®t~1) copies of K,, a contradiction. M

The above claim finishes the proof if p > 1. Finally, if p = 0, then G without uv and u'v’
is a complete bipartite graph, thus we are done if m = 1 or if u/v" does not exist. Observe
that a triangle on the vertices u, v, ', v would create a Bs; with a vertex of A; or Ay. Thus,
we can assume without loss of generality that uu’ and vv” are not edges of Gy. Let G be the
graph obtained by deleting from Gg the edge u'v" and adding uu’ and vv’. We have removed
some copies of K, only if @ = b = 2 or if a = 1. In the first case, we removed only one copy,
and we created more copies of Ky 9. In the second case, the degree of every vertex remained
the same or (for two vertices) increased. Thus in both cases, the number of copies of K,
increased, a contradiction. |
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