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Abstract

A hypergraph H is called linear if every pair of vertices in H is contained in at most
one edge. Given a family F of r-uniform hypergraphs, an r-uniform hypergraph H
is called F-free if H does not contain any member of F as a subhypergraph. The
linear Turán number exlinr (n,F) of F is the maximum number of edges in an F-free
linear r-uniform hypergraphs on n vertices. A linear r-uniform hypergraph is called
acyclic if it can be constructed starting from one single edge then at each step adding
a new edge that intersect the union of the vertices of the previous edges in at most
one vertex. Recently, Gyárfás, Ruszinkó and Sárközy [Linear Turán numbers of acyclic
triple systems, European J. Combin. 99 (2022) 103435.] initiated the study of the linear
Turán numbers of acyclic linear triple systems. In this paper, we extend their results
to linear quadruple systems. Among acyclic linear quadruple systems, we concentrate
on small trees, paths and matchings. For the case of small trees, we find that for a
linear tree T , exlin4 (n, T ) relates to difficult problems on Steiner system S(2, 4, n). For
example, we show that exlin4 (n, P4) ≤ 5n

4 with equality holds if and only if the linear

quadruple system is the disjoint union of S(2, 4, 16). Denote by E+
4 the linear tree

consisting of three pairwise disjoint quadruples and a fourth one intersecting all of them.

We prove that 12bn−4
9 c ≤ exlin4 (n,E+

4 ) ≤ 14(n−s)
9 , where s is the number of vertices in

G with degree at least 8. Denote by Mk and Pk the set of k pairwise disjoint quadruples
and the linear path with k quadruples, respectively. For the case of paths, we show
that exlin4 (n, Pk) ≤ 2.5kn. For the case of matchings, we prove that for fixed k and
sufficiently large n, exlin4 (n,Mk) = g(n, k) where g(n, k) denotes the maximum number
of quadruples that can intersect k−1 vertices in a linear quadruple system on n vertices.
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1 Introduction

We use stadard notation and terminology. A hypergraph H = (V (H), E(H)) consists of a set
V (H) of vertices and a set E(H) of edges, where each edge is a subset of V (H). In particular,
if each edge in a hypergraph H is an r-element subset of V (H), then H is an r-uniform
hypergraph (or r-graph for short). When r = 2, it reduce to a simple graph. Generally, we
call a 3-graph the triple system where each edge is a triple and a 4-graph the quadruple system
where each edge is a quadruple. For any v ∈ V (H), the degree d(v) of the vertex v is the
number of edges containing v. For an edge e ∈ E(H) and a vertex subset S ⊆ V (H), e and S
are incident if the edge e contain at least one vertex of S. For any two edges e, f ∈ E(H), e
and f are intersecting (or say e intersects f) if |e∩ f | ≥ 1. For positive integers k and a ≤ b,
we use [k] and [a, b] to denote the integer set from 1 to k and the integer set from a to b,
respectively.

For a hypergraph H and a family F of hypergraphs, H is called F-free if H does not
contain any member of F as a subhypergraph. The Turán number exr(n,F) of F is the
maximum number of edges in an F-free r-graphs on n vertices. The Turán numbers of
hypergraphs have been studied extensively, we refer the reader to the surveys [10, 12, 19, 21]
and the book [15]. Recently, the study on the Turán numbers of hypergraphs have been
extended to the linear hypergraphs. A hypergraph H is linear if every pair of vertices in H
is contained in at most one edge. Given a family F of r-graphs, the linear Turán number
exlinr (n,F) of F is the maximum number of edges in an F-free linear r-graphs on n vertices.
When F = {F}, instead of exlinr (n, {F}) we write exlinr (n, F ). This notion was firstly been
proposed by Collier-Cartaino, Graber and Jiang [5] in 2018. However, the study on linear
Turán number can be traced back to the famous (6, 3)-problem which studied by Brown, Erdős
and Sós [2] in 1973. The (6, 3)-problem says that what is the maximum number of edges of
triple systems not carrying three edges on six vertices. A Berge cycle Berge-Ck of length k in
a hypergraph H is an alternating sequence v1e1v2e2 · · · vkek, where vi ∈ V (H), ei ∈ E(H) for
i ∈ [k], vi, vi+1 ∈ ei for i ∈ [k − 1] and vk, v1 ∈ ek. In 1976, by applying the regularity lemma
[26], Ruzsa and Szemerédi [23] proved the triangle removal lemma which can be phrased as

n
2− c√

logn ≤ exlin3 (n,Berge-C3) = o(n2)

where c > 0 is a constant. After that, the linear Turán number of Berge-Ck has been studied
extensively, see [8, 11, 13, 14, 16, 20, 27].

A linear r-graph is called acyclic if it can be constructed starting from one single edge
then at each step adding a new edge that intersect the union of the vertices of the previ-
ous edges in at most one vertex. An acyclic linear r-graph is a linear r-tree if at each step
the new edge we add intersect the union of the vertices of the previous edges in exactly
one vertex. In particular, a linear r-star is a linear r-tree whose edges are all intersecting
in the same one vertex. A linear r-path is a linear r-tree whose edges are all consecutive.

Denote by T
(r)
k , S

(r)
k and P

(r)
k the linear r-tree with k edges, the linear r-star with k edges

and the linear r-path with k edges, respectively. Note that |V (T
(r)
k )| = (r − 1)k + 1. For

the disconnected case, an r-matching is a set of pairwise disjoint edges in an r-graph. De-

note by M
(r)
k an r-matching with k edges. Recently, Gyárfás, Ruszinkó and Sárközy [17]

initiated the study of exlin3 (n, F ) for F ∈ {T (3)
k , P

(3)
3 , B4, P

(3)
4 , E4, P

(3)
k ,M

(3)
k }, where E(B4) =

{{1, 2, 3}, {3, 4, 5}, {3, 6, 7}, {7, 8, 9}}, E(E4) = {{1, 2, 3}, {4, 5, 6}, {7, 8, 9}, {1, 4, 7}} and
V (B4) = V (E4) = [9].
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Later, Carbonero, Fletchcher, Guo, Gyárfás, Wang and Yan [3] conjectured that exlin3 (n,
E4) ∼ 3n

2 . Furthermore, Fletchcher [9] proved that exlin3 (n,E4) <
5n
3 . Recently, Tang, Wu,

Zhang and Zheng [25] proved that if H is an E4-free 3-graph on n vertices, then |E(H)| ≤
3(n−s)

2 where s is the number of vertices in H with degree at least 6.
In this paper, we consider the acyclic linear quadruple systems. Among acyclic linear

quadruple systems, we concentrate on general trees, paths, small trees and matchings. For
convenience, we use Tk, Sk, Pk and Mk to denote the linear 4-tree with k edges, the linear 4-
star with k edges, the linear 4-path with k edges and the 4-matching with k edges, respectively.
In the next three subsections, we give the results for general trees, paths, small trees and
matchings respectively.

1.1 Results for general linear 4-trees

We can obtain an upper bound of exlin4 (n, Tk) by analyzing the characterization of linear
4-trees.

Proposition 1.1. Let Tk be a linear 4-tree with k > 1 quadruples. Then exlin4 (n, Tk) ≤
(3k − 5)n.

Proof. Let H be a Tk-free linear quadruple system on n vertices with more than (3k − 5)n
quadruples. We may assume that H is a minimal counterexample. Then we have that each
vertex of H has degree at least 3k − 4, otherwise we can find a smaller counterexample by
deleting a vertex with a smaller degree. Then by the greedy algorithm we can construct a
linear 4-tree Tk, adding one quadruple at each step such that the new quadruple intersect the
union of vertices of the previous edges in the required vertex.

We note that lower bounds for linear Turán numbers of linear 4-trees relate to Steiner
systems S(2, 4, n). A Steiner system S(t, k, n) is a pair (V,B) where V is an n-element vertex
set and B is a family of k-element subsets of V called blocks such that each t-element subset
of V is contained in exactly one block. Steiner system with t = 2 and k = 3 is called Steiner
triple system, denoted by STS(n). For more details of Steiner triple systems see [4]. Steiner
system with t = 3 and k = 4 is called Steiner quadruple system, denoted by SQS(n). Here,
we consider the Steiner system S(2, 4, n) on n vertices. Hanani [18] proved that a Steiner
system S(2, 4, n) exists if and only if n ≡ 1, 4 (mod 12). Thus, configurations S(2, 4, 13) and
S(2, 4, 16) exist (we depict these two configurations in the Appendix of this paper). For more
details of Steiner systems S(2, 4, n) see survey [22].

We can obtain a natural lower bound for exlin4 (n, Tk) when we can use Steiner systems
S(2, 4, 3k − 2) as components and n is divisible by 3k − 2.

Proposition 1.2. If (3k− 2)|n and 3k− 2 ≡ 1, 4 (mod 12), then exlin4 (n, Tk) ≥ n(k−1)
4 . This

is sharp when Tk is the linear 4-star Sk.

1.2 Results for small linear 4-trees and linear 4-paths

For k = 2, it is trivial that exlin4 (n, P2) = bn4 c. For k = 3, we have the following result.

Proposition 1.3. exlin4 (n, P3) ≤ n with equality if and only if the linear quadruple system is
the union of disjoint Steiner systems S(2, 4, 13).
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There are four non-isomorphic linear 4-trees Tk with k = 4. The case of linear 4-star
S4 is treated in Proposition 1.2. There also are three linear 4-trees with four quadruples
except the linear 4-star S4. Denote by S+

3 the linear 4-tree obtained from S3 by appending a
quadruple at a vertex of degree one (see Figure 1, where straight lines with 4 vertices indicate
quadruples).

Figure 1: Configuration S+
3

Figure 2: Configuration E+
4

Theorem 1.1. Let F ∈ {S+
3 , P4}. Then

exlin4 (n, F ) ≤ 5n

4
.

Equality holds if and only if the linear quadruple system is the union of disjoint Steiner
systems S(2, 4, 16).

Denote by E+
4 the linear 4-tree obtained from three pairwise disjoint quadruples by adding

one quadruple that intersect all of them (see Figure 2, where straight lines with 4 vertices
indicate quadruples). For convenience, we let ε = 0 for n − 4 ≡ 0, 1, 2 (mod 9), ε = 1 for
n − 4 ≡ 3, 4 (mod 9), ε = 2 for n − 4 ≡ 5 (mod 9), ε = 4 for n − 4 ≡ 6 (mod 9), ε = 5 for
n− 4 ≡ 7 (mod 9), and ε = 8 for n− 4 ≡ 8 (mod 9).

Theorem 1.2. Let G be any E+
4 -free linear 4-graph G on n vertices. Then its number of

edges satisfies

12bn− 4

9
c+ ε ≤ |E(G)| ≤ 14(n− s)

9
,

where s is the number of vertices in G with degree at least 8.

For a linear 4-path Pk, we slightly improve the general bound of Proposition 1.1.

Theorem 1.3. Let n, k ≥ 1 be two positive integers. Then exlin4 (n, Pk) ≤ 2.5kn.
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1.3 Result for 4-matchings

In 1959, Erdős and Gallai [7] determined the Turán number of matchings. In 1965, Erdős
[6] extended this problem to hypergraph, proved that for sufficiently large n, the maximum

number of edges in an M
(r)
k -free r-graph occurs if all edges intersect a fixed set of k − 1

vertices. For linear Turán number, Gyárfás, Ruszinkó and Sárközy [17] obtained an analogue
result.

Theorem 1.4 ([17]). Let n, k be two positive integers. For n > 16(k − 1)2 + 1,

exlin3 (n,M
(3)
k ) = f(n, k),

where f(n, k) denotes the maximum number of triples that can intersect a fixed (k−1)-element
vertex subset in a linear triple system on n vertices.

In this paper, we extend their result to 4-matchings.

Theorem 1.5. Let n, k be two positive integers. For n > 37(k − 1)2 + 3,

exlin4 (n,Mk) = g(n, k),

where g(n, k) denotes the maximum number of quadruples that can intersect a fixed (k − 1)-
element vertex subset in a linear quadruple system on n vertices.

Note that Theorem 1.5 holds only for sufficiently large n. For example, g(n, 2) = bn−13 c <
exlin4 (n,M2) = 13 for n < 40 as the Steiner system S(2, 4, 13) shows. For k = 2, n ≥ 40 is the
sharp threshold in Theorem 1.5, because in a linear quadruple system pairwise intersecting
quadruples either form a linear 4-star or form a subsystem of the Steiner system S(2, 4, 13).

2 Proofs of Proposition 1.3, Theorems 1.1 and 1.2

Proof of Proposition 1.3. Firstly, we prove that exlin4 (n, P3) ≤ n. Let H be a P3-free lin-
ear quadruple system on n vertices with more than n quadruples. We may assume that H
is a minimal counterexample. By the minimality, H contains only one connected compo-
nent. Otherwise H contain at least two connected components H1 and H2. Then e(H) =
e(H1) + e(H2) > n. Therefore either e(H1) > |V (H1)| or e(H2) > |V (H2)| holds, otherwise
e(H) = e(H1) + e(H2) ≤ |V (H1)| + |V (H2)| = n, a contradiction. Thus, we find a smaller
counterexample, a contradiction. We claim that each vertex of H has degree at least two,
otherwise we can find a smaller counterexample by deleting a vertex with a smaller degree.
We may assume that H contains a vertex with degree at least 5, otherwise e(H) ≤ n. Thus
we can select a linear 4-star Sk with center vertex p, where k ≥ 5. Then we select another
vertex q in Sk. Since the vertex q has degree at least two, there is a quadruple e such that
q ∈ e but p /∈ e. Then e with two suitable quadruples of Sk form a P3, a contradiction. Thus,
exlin4 (n, P3) ≤ n.

From the above argument we can also see that if H is a P3-free linear quadruple system
on n vertices with exactly n quadruples, then each connected component of H is 4-regular,
i.e. each vertex of H has degree 4. Select one linear 4-star A = S4, we claim that any
quadruple intersecting it must be completely inside A. Otherwise, we can find a P3 leading
to a contradiction. Thus, each connected component of H is 4-regular on 13 vertices, i.e. the
Steiner system S(2, 4, 13).
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Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let F ∈ {S+
3 , P4}. Firstly, we prove that exlin4 (n, F ) ≤ 5n

4 . Let H
be an F -free linear quadruple system on n vertices with more than 5n

4 quadruples. We
may assume that H is a minimal counterexample. By the minimality, H contains only one
connected component. We claim that each vertex of H has degree at least two, otherwise
we can find a smaller counterexample by deleting a vertex with a smaller degree. We may
assume that H contains a vertex with degree at least 6, otherwise e(H) ≤ 5n

4 . Thus we can
select a linear 4-star Sk with center vertex p, where k ≥ 6. Let ei = {p, xi, yi, zi}, i ∈ [k]
be the quadruples of Sk. In the following, we will first discuss the case of F = S+

3 and then
F = P4.

Case 1. F = S+
3 . Select another vertex q 6= p in Sk. Since the vertex q has degree

at least two, there is a quadruple e such that q ∈ e but p /∈ e. Then e with three suitable
quadruples of Sk form an S+

3 , a contradiction. Therefore if H is an S+
3 -free linear quadruple

system on n vertices with exactly 5n
4 quadruples, then each connected component of H is

5-regular. Select one linear 4-star A = S5, we claim that any quadruple intersecting it must
be completely inside A. Otherwise, we can find an S+

3 leading to a contradiction. Thus, each
connected component of H is 5-regular on 16 vertices, i.e. the Steiner system S(2, 4, 16).

Case 2. F = P4. In this case, we first give the following claim.

Claim 2.1. V (Sk) = V (H).

Proof. Indeed, if there exists one vertex w ∈ V (H) but w /∈ V (Sk), then the shortest path
P from w to V (Sk) has just one quadruples. Otherwise, we can extend P to a P4 with two
suitable quadruples of Sk, a contradiction. Thus there exist two quadruples f1, f2 containing
w such that both of them intersect Sk in vertices different from the center vertex p of Sk. In
the following, we will discuss two cases.

Case 1. k ≥ 7. Since k ≥ 7, we can find a quadruple (say ei) of Sk disjoint from
(f1 ∩ Sk) ∪ (f2 ∩ Sk). Then we can find a P4 containing the quadruples ei, ej , f1, f2 unless
both of f1 and f2 intersect the same three quadruples of Sk, where ej ∈ E(Sk) is a quadruple
containing a vertex from f1 ∩ Sk. If both of f1 and f2 intersect the same three quadruples
of Sk, say e1, e2 and e3, then we consider an arbitrary vertex v ∈ ei with i ≥ 4. Since v has
degree at least two, there must exist a quadruple f3 containing v different from ei. Note that
w /∈ f3. Otherwise we can find a P4 containing the quadruples f1, f3, ei, e

′
i, where e′i ∈ E(Sk)

and e′i∩(f1∪f3) = ∅. Then we claim that either (i):|f3∩(e1∪e2∪e3)| = 3 and f3∩(f1∪f2) = ∅
or (ii):|f3 ∩ (f1 ∪ f2)| = 2. Indeed, if f3 ∩ (e1 ∪ e2 ∪ e3) = ∅ then the quadruples f3, ei, e1, f1
form a P4, a contradiction. If 1 ≤ |f3 ∩ (e1 ∪ e2 ∪ e3)| ≤ 2 and f3 ∩ (f1 ∪ f2) = ∅, then we can
find a P4 containing the quadruples f1, ej , ei, f3 (ej ∈ {e1, e2, e3} satisfies that ej ∩ f3 = ∅), a
contradiction. If |f3∩ (f1∪f2)| = 1 (without loss of generality, |f3∩f1| = 1), then we can find
a P4 containing the quadruples ei, f3, f1, f2, a contradiction. Thus, the claim holds. However,
there are only 9 pairs of vertices between f1 and f2 and one remaining triple among e1, e2
and e3, but we have at least 12 vertices that may play the role of v, a contradiction.

Case 2. k = 6. We have two possibilities for f1 and f2: (i) both of f1 and f2 intersect the
same three quadruples of S6; (ii) f1∪f2 intersect all quadruples of S6. In any other cases, we
can find a P4 defined by f1, f2 and two suitable quadruples leading to a contradiction. We
consider firstly the possibility (i). Assume that f1 and f2 intersect the same three quadruples
e1, e2, e3 of S6. Consider an arbitrary vertex v of ei with i ≥ 4, there must exist a quadruple
f3 containing v different from ei. For another vertex u in ei, there must exist a quadruple
f4 containing u different from ei. Assume f3 ∩ (f1 ∪ f2) = ∅. If |f3 ∩ (e1 ∪ e2 ∪ e3)| = 3,
then we can find a P4 defined by f4, one of f1, f2, f3 and two suitable quadruples from S6

6



or f4, two of f1, f2, f3 and one suitable quadruple from S6 leading to a contradiction. If
|f3 ∩ (e1 ∪ e2 ∪ e3)| ≤ 2, then we can find a P4 defined by f3, one of f1, f2 and two suitable
quadruples from S6 leading to a contradiction. Assume |f3∩(f1∪f2)| = 1. Then we can find a
P4 defined by the quadruples ei, f3, f1, f2 leading to a contradiction. Assume |f3∩(f1∪f2)| = 2.
Then we can find a P4 defined by ei, f3, f1 and one suitable quadruple from S6 leading to a
contradiction.

Consider the second possibility (ii). Without loss of generality, assume that f1∩ei = {xi}
and f2 ∩ ej = {xj} for any i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, j ∈ {4, 5, 6}. Consider another vertex y1 ∈ e1, there
must exist a quadruple f3 containing y1 different from e1. If f3 ∩ (f1 ∪ f2) = ∅, then we can
find a P4 defined by the quadruples f3, e1, f1, f2 in this order leading to a contradiction. If
|f3 ∩ (f1 ∪ f2)| = 1, then we can find a P4 defined by f3, f1, f2 and one suitable quadruple
from S6 leading to a contradiction. If |f3 ∩ (f1 ∪ f2)| = 2, then we can find a P4 defined by
f3, one of f1, f2 and two suitable quadruples from S6 leading to a contradiction.

Combining all the cases, the claim holds, i.e. V (Sk) = V (H).

Also, we claim that there exists a pair f1, f2 of intersecting quadruples in H not containing
the center vertex p of Sk. Indeed, otherwise H contain at most n−1

4 + n−1
3 < 5n

4 edges, a
contradiction. We have three possibilities for f1 and f2: (i) f1 and f2 intersect exactly the
same four quadruples of Sk, say e1, e2, e3 and e4; (ii) k = 7 and f1∪f2 intersect all quadruples
of S7; (iii) k = 6 and f1 ∪ f2 intersect all quadruples of S6. In any other cases, we can find a
P4 defined by f1, f2 and two suitable quadruples leading to a contradiction. Then for k > 7,
we always have the first possibility (i). Then we consider the vertex x5 in e5. There must
exist a quadruple f3 containing x5 different from e5. Based on the above argument, f3 cannot
intersect f1, but f1 and f3 with two suitable quadruples of Sk form a P4, a contradiction.
Thus we have either k = 7, n = 22 and |E(H)| ≥ 28 or k = 6, n = 19 and |E(H)| ≥ 24.
If k = 7, then for any pair of intersecting quadruples in H not containing the center vertex
p of S7 we must have the above two possibilities (i) and (ii). If k = 6, then for any pair
of intersecting quadruples in H not containing the center vertex p of S6 we must have the
possibilities (i) and (iii).

We claim that there must exist two disjoint quadruples g, h in H not containing the center
vertex p of Sk for k ∈ {6, 7}. Indeed, otherwise for k = 7 (k = 6) the at least 21 (18) remaining
quadruples not containing p are pairwise intersecting. Thus they form a linear 4-star or a
subsystem of S(2, 4, 13). But within 21 (18) vertices there is no room for an S21 (S18) and
subsystem of an S(2, 4, 13) cannot have 21 (18) quadruples either. Thus we have g, h as
required. For k ∈ {6, 7}, we can find a P4 defined by g, h and two suitable quadruples of
Sk leading to a contraction unless g and h intersect the same four quadruples e1, e2, e3, e4 of
Sk. Assume that g = {x1, x2, x3, x4} and h = {y1, y2, y3, y4}. For e5 ∈ E(Sk) (k ∈ {6, 7}),
there must exist a quadruple f containing x5 but not containing p in H. Furthermore, we
have that f ∩ g 6= ∅ and f ∩ h 6= ∅ must hold for k ∈ {6, 7}. Otherwise we can find a P4

formed by f , one of {g, h} and two suitable quadruples, a contradiction. If k = 7, then we can
find a P4 defined by f , one of {g, h} and two suitable quadruples, a contradiction. If k = 6,
then there must exist two quadruples f ′ and f ′′ such that y5 ∈ f ′, z5 ∈ f ′′ and e5 /∈ {f ′, f ′′}.
Thus we also have f ′ ∩ g 6= ∅, f ′ ∩ h 6= ∅ and f ′′ ∩ g 6= ∅, f ′′ ∩ h 6= ∅. Since f ∩ g 6= ∅ and
f ∩ h 6= ∅, f and g (f and h) must satisfy the possibility (iii). The same argument hold for
f ′ and f ′′. If f, f ′, f ′′ are pairwise disjoint, then we can find a P4 defined by two of {f, f ′, f ′′}
and two suitable quadruples of S6, a contradiction. Thus we may assume that f ∩ f ′ 6= ∅.
If f ∩ f ′ ∈ ∪4i=1ei, then f and f ′ don’t satisfy the possibilities (i) and (iii), a contradiction.
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Thus, f ∩ f ′ ∈ e6.
Assume f and f ′ satisfy the possibility (i). Then f and f ′ intersect e5, e6 and the same

two quadruples from {e1, e2, e3, e4}, say e1, e2. If f ′′ is disjoint with f and f ′, then f ′′ intersect
e5, e6, e3 and e4. But we can find a P4 defined by f ′′, one of {f, f ′} and two suitable quadruples
of S6, a contradiction. We may assume that f ′′ intersect f and f ′. Note that f, f ′ and f ′′

intersect e6 ∈ E(S6) in the same vertex, say x6. Consider another vertex y6 in e6, there must
exist a quadruple f̃ contains y6 but not containing p in H. Note that f̃ must intersect at least
one of f, f ′ and f ′′. Then we can find a P4 defined by f̃ , two of {f, f ′, f ′′} and one suitable
quadruple of S6 or f̃ , one of {f, f ′, f ′′} and two suitable quadruples of S6, a contradiction.
This finishes the proof of exlin4 (n, P4) ≤ 5n

4 .
Assume f and f ′ satisfy the possibility (iii). If f ′′ is disjoint with f and f ′, then the two

statements f ′′ ∪ f covers exactly 4 quadruples of S6 and f ′′ ∪ f ′ covers exactly 4 quadruples
of S6 must hold. But this contradict the facts (f ∩ {e1, e2, e3, e4}) ∪ (f ′ ∩ {e1, e2, e3, e4}) =
{e1, e2, e3, e4} and (f ∩ {e1, e2, e3, e4}) ∩ (f ′ ∩ {e1, e2, e3, e4}) = ∅. We may assume that f ′′

intersect f and f ′. Note that f, f ′ and f ′′ intersect e6 ∈ E(S6) in the same vertex, say
x6. Consider another vertex y6 in e6, there must exist a quadruple f̃ contains y6 but not
containing p in H. Note that f̃ must intersect at least one of f, f ′ and f ′′. Then we can find
a P4 defined by f̃ , two of {f, f ′, f ′′} and one suitable quadruple of S6 or f̃ , one of {f, f ′, f ′′}
and two suitable quadruples of S6, a contradiction.

In the case of |E(H)| = 5n
4 , the above argument shows that each connected component of

H is 5-regular. We claim that any connected component of H containing an S5 must contain
only the vertices of S5. Otherwise if w is not on S5, then all the five quadruples f1, f2, f3, f4, f5
on a vertex w must intersect S5. If there exists one quadruple of f1, f2, f3, f4, f5 which
is disjoint with S5, then by the connectivity condition we can find a P4, a contradiction.
Moreover, if any fi intersects S5 in one vertex then it with fj (j 6= i) and two suitable
quadruples of S5 form a P4, a contradiction. Denote by N2(w) (N3(w)) the set of quadruples
from {f1, f2, f3, f4, f5} intersecting S5 in two (three) vertices. Let |N2(w)| = n2 and |N3(w)| =
n3. If fi, fj ∈ N3(w), then either fi and fj intersect the same three quadruples of S5 or fi∪fj
intersect all the five quadruples of S5. Otherwise we can find a P4 defined by the quadruples
fi, fj and two suitable quadruples leading to a contradiction. Then we have n3 ≤ 3. And if
fi, fj ∈ N2(w), then fi and fj must intersect the same two quadruples of S5. Thus, 2 ≤ n2 ≤ 3.
It follows from n2 +n3 = 5 that either n2 = 2 and n3 = 3 or n2 = 3 and n3 = 2. If fi ∈ N2(w)
and fj ∈ N3(w), then we have that fi∪ fj intersect all the five quadruples of S5. We consider
a vertex v ∈ fi) with v 6= w, fi ∈ N2(w) and v /∈ V (S5). Note that the above argument for w
also holds for v. Thus there is a quadruple gi containing v intersecting S5 in two quadruples.
Then we can find a P4 defined by fi, gi, fj (fj ∈ N3(w)) and one suitable quadruple from S5,
a contradiction. This proves that each connected component of H is 5-regular on 16 vertices,
i.e. S(2, 4, 16).

Before we prove Theorem 1.2, we give the following key lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Let H be a E+
4 -free graph and e = {u, v, w, z} ∈ E(H) satisfy D(e) ≥ (7, 7, 6, 6).

Then, the vertex set of all edges sharing a vertex with {u, v, w, z},

S = ∪f∈E(H),f∩{u,v,w,z}6=∅f,

contains exactly 22 vertices and all vertices in S have degree at most 7. The set of edges that
contain at least one vertex in S,

ES = {f : f ∈ E(G), f ∩ S 6= ∅},
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contains at most 25 edges, and all elements of ES are subsets of S. In other words, the
subgraph G[S] is a connected component of G.

Proof. Without loss of generality, assume that d(z) ≥ 7, d(w) ≥ 7, d(v) ≥ 6 and d(u) ≥ 6. As
D(e) = (7, 7, 5, 2) is impossible, we must have d(w) = d(z) = 7. Denote by G(p) the set of
all vertices distinct from u, v, w, z that lie on the same edge with p for any p ∈ {u, v, w, z}.
At first, we note that G(w) = G(z). Otherwise, we assume that there exists an edge e1 6= e
adjacent to w contain some vertex not in G(z). Then at most two edges adjacent to z other
than e contains a vertex in e1, so at least four edges adjacent to z are disjoint from e1. Since
d(x) ≥ 5, we can take an edge e2 adjacent to x that is disjoint from e1, then take an edge e3
adjacent to z that is disjoint from e1 and e2. Thus, e, e1, e2, e3 forms an E+

4 , a contradiction.
Similarly, we have G(u), G(v) ⊂ G(w). Since the proofs are similar, it suffices to show

G(u) ⊂ G(w). Suppose to the contrary that there exists an edge e1 6= e adjacent to u contain
some vertex not in G(w). Then, we can take an edge e3 adjacent to z that is disjoint from
e1. Among the six edges adjacent to w, at most three can intersect e3, and at most two can
intersect e1. Thus, we can choose e2 adjacent to w that is disjoint from e1 and e3. Thus,
e, e1, e2, e3 forms an E+

4 , a contradiction.
Thus, S \ {u, v, w, z} = G(w) = G(z) and G(u), G(v) ⊂ G(w). Define F as the set of all

edges in E(G) that adjacent to one of the vertices in S, but is disjoint from {u, v, w, z}. It
suffices to show that F = ∅.

Denote by G(z) = {a1, b1, c1, a2, b2, c2, a3, b3, c3, a4, b4, c4, a5, b5, c5, a6, b6, c6} such that
{z, a1, b1, c1}, {z, a2, b2, c2}, {z, a3, b3, c3}, {z, a4, b4, c4}, {z, a5, b5, c5}, {z, a6, b6, c6} are edges in
E(G).

(i) Define an auxiliary bipartite graph H = (XH , YH , EH) as follows; XH = {ei|w ∈
ei}, YH = {ej |z ∈ ej}, EH = {{ei, ej}|ei ∩ ej 6= ∅}. We claim that H contains a K3,3. We
first choose e ∈ G(u). Define V1 = e ∩ S,W1 = {ei|ei ∩ V1 6= ∅} ⊂ XH ∪ YH . Hence we have
|V1| ≤ 3, |W1| ≤ 6, |H −W1| ≥ 6. Note that if there is no E+

4 in G, H −W1 has to be a
complete bipartite graph. Since |H −W1| ≥ 6 and two parts have the same order, there must
exists a K3,3 in H −W1. So H contains a K3,3. Thus, we have H = K3,3 ∪K3,3.

By symmetry we can assume that {z, a1, b1, c1}, {z, a2, b2, c2}, {z, a3, b3, c3} are in a K3,3

and {z, a4, b4, c4}, {z, a5, b5, c5}, {z, a6, b6, c6} are in the other one. Further, we can assume
that {w, a1, a2, a3}, {w, b1, b2, b3}, {w, c1, c2, c3}, {w, a4, a5, a6}, {w, b4, b5, b6}, {w, c4, c5, c6} ∈
E(G).

(ii) Denote by V1 = {a1, b1, c1, a2, b2, c2, a3, b3, c3} and V2 = {a4, b4, c4, a5, b5, c5, a6, b6, c6}.
We have symmetry between V1 and V2, and symmetry inside Vi, i = 1, 2 as well. We claim
that there exists no edge containing v that contains exactly one vertex from one vertex
set in {V1, V2} and two vertices from another vertex set in {V1, V2}. Otherwise, we let it
be {v, a1, a4, b5} by symmetry. Then {z, a1, b1, c1}, {v, a1, a4, b5}, {z, a6, b6, c6}, {w, b1, b2, b3}
form an E+

4 , a contradiction.
(iii) Let f ∈ F . By symmetry we can assume that a1 ∈ f . Then we have that

a2, a3, b1, c1 /∈ f . We claim that f cannot contain exactly one vertex a1 in S. Otherwise,
{z, a1, b1, c1}, {w, b1, b2, b3}, {z, a4, b4, c4}, f form an E+

4 , a contradiction. Then we claim that
b2, c2, b3, c3 /∈ f . Suppose to the contrary that b2 ∈ f . Since d(v) ≥ 6, there must ex-
ists an edge containing v whose other three vertices are all from V1 − a1, say e′. Since at
most two edges of {z, a4, b4, c4}, {z, a5, b5, c5}, {z, a6, b6, c6} intersect f , we can assume that
{z, a4, b4, c4} ∩ f = ∅. Then {z, a1, b1, c1}, e′, {z, a4, b4, c4}, f form an E+

4 , a contradiction.
Therefore by symmetry we can also assume a4 ∈ f . Similarly, we have b5, c5, b6, c6 /∈ f .
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So f have exactly two vertices a1, a4 in S. Then there must exists one edge e′′ containing
v whose other three vertices are all from V1 − a1. Therefore {z, a1, b1, c1}, f, e′′, {z, a5, b5, c5}
form an E+

4 , a contradiction.
This completes the proof.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. For the lower bound of exlin4 (n,E+
4 ), we construct the linear quadruple

system as follows. Note that E(STS(9)) = 12 and there exist four perfect 3-matchings in
STS(9), where STS(9) is a Steiner triple system on 9 vertices. Consider perfect 3-matchings
of m disjoint copies of STS(9). We extend each of the four perfect 3-matchings into 3m
quadruples with four distinct new vertices a, b, c, d. This construction is a linear quadruple
system on 9m + 4 vertices with 12m quadruples. Note that it is also E+

4 -free. To find an
E+

4 in our construction, we need first select one edge and then select three disjoint edges
containing three distinct vertices from our first edge. Without loss of generality, we choose
one edge e containing a as our first edge. and then we need choose at least two disjoint edges
containing two distinct vertices from e\{a}, which is impossible since any two edges form two
distinct perfect 3-matchings are intersecting. Thus, our construction is E+

4 -free. Adjusting
this construction according to divisibility, if n− 4 ≡ 0, 1, 2 (mod 9), then we let ε = 0, ε = 1
if n − 4 ≡ 3, 4 (mod 9), ε = 2 if n − 4 ≡ 5 (mod 9), ε = 4 if n − 4 ≡ 6 (mod 9), ε = 5 if
n− 4 ≡ 7 (mod 9), ε = 8 if n− 4 ≡ 8 (mod 9). Thus, we have exlin4 (n,E+

4 ) ≥ 12bn−49 c+ ε.
Now let us to show the upper bound of exlin4 (n,E+

4 ). Let H be any linear quadruple system
on n vertices. Denote by D(e) = {d(a), d(b), d(c), d(d)} the degree sequence of any edge
e = {a, b, c, d} ∈ E(H), where d(a) ≥ d(b) ≥ d(c) ≥ d(d). For any f = {u, v, w, z} ∈ E(H)
and e = {a, b, c, d} ∈ E(H), we say D(f) ≥ D(e) if d(u) ≥ a, d(v) ≥ b, d(w) ≥ c and d(z) ≥ d.

Suppose to the contrary that H is the smallest linear 4-graph of size more than 14(n−s)
9 .

Fort any v ∈ V (G), we define f(v) = 1 if d(v) ≤ 7 and f(v) = 0 othewise. We follow the
observation from Tang et al. as follows.∑

e∈E(H)

∑
v∈V (H),v∈e

f(v)

d(v)
=

∑
v∈V (H)

∑
e∈E(H),v∈e

f(v)

d(v)
=

∑
v∈V (H)

f(v) = n− s.

Since |E(H)| > 14(n− s)/9, we have that there is an edge e = {u, v, w, z} ∈ E(H) satisfying
that

f(u)

d(u)
+
f(v)

d(v)
+
f(w)

d(w)
+
f(z)

d(z)
<

9

14
.

Without loss of generality, we assume that d(u) ≤ d(v) ≤ d(w) ≤ d(z). We note that
d(u) ≥ 2, d(w) ≥ 5 and d(z) ≥ 7, as otherwise the above inequality would be violated.
Moreover, if d(z) ≥ 8 then we can find a copy of E+

4 by choosing an edge e1 6= e adjacent to
u, an edge e2 adjacent to w that does not share a vertex with e1, and an edge e3 adjacent
to z that does not share a vertex with e1 and e2, contradiction. Therefore, d(z) = 7 and the
above inequality implies that D(e) ≥ (7, 7, 6, 6).

Assume that G−S be the graph obtained by deleting the vertices S and the edges in ES .
By Lemma 2.1, the graph G − S have n′ = n − 22 vertices and at least |E(G)| − 25 edges.
Furthermore, the number of vertices in G− S of degree at least 8 is exactly s. Therefore, we
have

|E(G− S)| ≥ |E(G)| − 25 >
14(n− s)

9
− 25 >

14(n′ − s)
9

,

a contradiction. This completes Theorem 1.2.
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3 Proof of Theorem 1.3

Let H be a Pk-free linear quadruple system on n vertices with more than 2.5kn quadruples.
We may assume that H is a minimal counterexample (neither k nor n can be decreased).
Since for k = 2, 3, 4 we have sharp results with bounds smaller than 2.5kn (see Proposition
1.3 and Theorem 1.1), we have that n > 4 and k ≥ 5. By the minimality of H for k, H
contains a path P = Pk−1 with quadruples ei = {x3i−2, x3i−1, x3i, x3i+1} for i ∈ [k− 1]. Also,
we claim that each vertex of H has degree at least 2.5k, otherwise deleting a vertex with a
smaller degree we will get a smaller counterexample, a contradiction.

For convenience, we call the vertices x1, x2, x3 the origin vertices of P , the vertices
x3k−4, x3k−3, x3k−2 the terminus vertices of P and the other vertices of P the internal vertices
of P . We call the vertices of H not in P the external vertices. For i = 1, 2, 3, denote by A1(xi)
the set of quadruples in H containing xi, one internal vertex and two external vertices. For
j = 3k − 4, 3k − 3, 3k − 2, denote by B1(xj) the set of quadruples in H containing xj , one
internal vertex and two external vertices. Note that we have the following inequalities.

|A1(xi)| ≤ 3(k − 3), |B1(xj)| ≤ 3(k − 3), where 1 ≤ i ≤ 3, 3k − 4 ≤ j ≤ 3k − 2. (1)

Let A1 = A1(x1) ∪ A1(x2) ∪ A1(x3) and B1 = B1(x3k−4) ∪ B1(x3k−3) ∪ B1(x3k−2). A
touching pair is a pair of quadruples f1, f2 ∈ E(H) such that f1 ∈ A1, f2 ∈ B1 and their
internal vertices are the same x3i−1 or x3i.

Claim 3.1. There are no touching pairs in E(H).

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that f1 = {x1, p, q, x3i} and f2 = {x3k−2, s, t, x3i} is a touching
pair, where p, q, s, t are distinct. We can find a Pk defined by ei+1, ei+2, · · · , ek−1, f2, f1, e1, · · ·
, ei−1, a contradiction.

Two quadruples f1, f2 ∈ E(H) are crossing over two consecutive internal vertices xi, xi+1

if f1 ∈ A1, f2 ∈ B1 and xi+1 ∈ f1, xi ∈ f2.

Claim 3.2. If f1, f2 ∈ E(H) are crossing, then f1∩f2 6= ∅ except for the case i ≡ 2 (mod 3).

Proof. Suppose that f1 = {x1, p, q, xi+1} and f2 = {x3k−2, s, t, xi}, where p, q, s, t are distinct.
If i ≡ 0 (mod 3), then we can find a Pk defined by f2, ek−1, ek−2, · · · , e i

3
+1, f1, e1, e2, · · · , e i

3
−1,

a contradiction. If i ≡ 1 (mod 3), then we can find a Pk defined by f1, e1, e2, · · · , e i−1
3
, f2, ek−1,

ek−2, · · · , e i+5
3

, a contradiction.

Claim 3.3. Assume that f1, f2 ∈ E(H) are crossing over the internal vertices x3i, x3i+1 and
xa ∈ f1 is the origin vertex, xb ∈ f2 is the terminus vertex. Then there exist one original vertex
v 6= xa and one terminus vertex w 6= xb such that {v, x3i+1} is not covered by any quadruple
of A1 and {w, x3i} is not covered by any quadruple of B1. Furthermore, if there exist exactly
one origin vertex v ∈ {x1, x2, x3}−xa and one terminus vertex w ∈ {x3k−4, x3k−3, x3k−2}−xb
such that {v, x3i+1} is not covered by any quadruple of A1 and {w, x3i} is not covered by any
quadruple of B1, then there exists one terminus vertex u such that {u, x3i−1} is not covered
by any quadruple of B1.

Proof. By Claim 3.2, we have that f1 = {xa, l, s, x3i+1}, f2 = {xb, l, t, x3i} and l, s, t are
distinct. If {xa′ , x3i+1} and {xa′′ , x3i+1} are covered by two quadruples g and h respectively,
where {xa, xa′ , xa′′} = {x1, x2, x3}. Then by Claim 3.2 and the linearity of H, we have
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|h ∩ g| = 2, a contradiction. Thus, there exists one origin vertex v 6= xa such that {v, x3i+1}
is not covered by any quadruple of A1. The proof of the second statement is similar. Assume
that there exist exactly one origin vertex v ∈ {x1, x2, x3} − xa and one terminus vertex
w ∈ {x3k−4, x3k−3, x3k−2} − xb such that {v, x3i+1} is not covered by any quadruple of A1

and {w, x3i} is not covered by any quadruple of B1. Without loss of generality, we assume
g1 = {v, t, p, x3i+1} ∈ E(H), g2 = {w, s, p, x3i} ∈ E(H), where l, s, t, p are distinct. Then
there must be one terminus vertex u such that {u, x3i−1} is not covered by any quadruples
of B1. Otherwise if there exists one terminus vertex u such that g3 = {u, a, b, x3i−1} ∈ E(H),
then we have that either a, b /∈ {l, s} or a, b /∈ {t, p} holds. Assume that a, b /∈ {l, s}. Then
we can find a Pk defined by g3, ek−1, · · · , ei+1, f1, e1, · · · , ei−1, a contradiction.

Claim 3.4. There exist an origin vertex xa and a terminus vertex xb of P such that |A1(xa)|+
|B1(xb)| ≤ 4(k − 3).

Proof. By the inequality (1), we have |A1|+ |B1| ≤ 18(k − 3). Since |A1|+ |B1| = |A1(x1) +
A1(x2) + A1(x3) + B1(x3k−4) + B1(x3k−3) + B1(x3k−2)|, it is enough for us to prove that
|A1| + |B1| ≤ 12(k − 3). We consider the number of ”missing quadruples” from A1 ∪ B1 as
follows. For every fixed i ∈ {2, 3, · · · , k − 2}, we consider two cases.

Case 1. There is no quadruple in A1 ∪ B1 containing x3i. Then the pairs {x3i, xa}
and {x3i, xb} are not covered by any quadruple of A1 ∪ B1 for xa ∈ {x1, x2, x3} and xb ∈
{x3k−4, x3k−3, x3k−2}. Thus we have six missing quadruples.

Case 2. There is a quadruple e ∈ A1 ∪B1 containing x3i.
Case 2.1 There is a quadruple e′ ∈ A1 ∪ B1 such that e, e′ is crossing over x3i, x

∗. If
e ∈ A1, then we have x∗ = x3i−1. By Claim 3.1, {x3i, xb} is not covered by any quadruple of
B1 for any fixed xb ∈ {x3k−4, x3k−3, x3k−2} and {x3i−1, xa} is not covered by any quadruple
of A1 for any fixed xa ∈ {x1, x2, x3}. Thus we have six missing quadruples. If e ∈ B1, then
x∗ = x3i+1. By Claim 3.3, we have at least three missing quadruples. By Claim 3.1, {x1, x3i},
{x2, x3i} and {x3, x3i} are not covered by any quadruples of A1. Thus we have at least six
missing quadruples.

Case 2.2. There exists no e′ ∈ A1 ∪ B1 such that e, e′ is crossing over x3i, x
∗. Without

loss of generality, assume that e ∈ A1, then {x∗, x3k−4}, {x∗, x3k−3} and {x∗, x3k−2} are
not covered by any quadruple of B1. By Claim 3.1, we have {x3i, x3k−4}, {x3i, x3k−3} and
{x3i, x3k−2} are not covered by any quadruple of A1. Thus we have at least six missing
quadruples.

We conclude that among all cases we have at least six missing quadruples. Thus altogether
we have at least 6(k − 3) missing quadruples in A1 ∪B1. Then |A1|+ |B1| ≤ 12(k − 3).

Without loss of generality, assume that |A1(x1)|+|B1(x3k−2)| ≤ 4(k−3). For i ∈ {2, 3}, we
use Ai(x1) and Bi(x3k−2) to denote the set of quadruples in H containing x1 and intersecting
P−x1 in i vertices and the set of quadruples in H containing x3k−2 and intersecting P−x3k−2
in i vertices, respectively. Since H is linear, We have

3|A3(x1)|+2|A2(x1)|+ |A1(x1)| ≤ 3k−3 , 3|B3(x3k−2)|+2|B2(x3k−2)|+ |B1(x3k−2)| ≤ 3k−3.

Adding above two inequalities to the inequality |A1(x1)|+ |B1(x3k−2)| ≤ 4(k − 3) we obtain

(3|A3(x1)|+2|A2(x1)|+2|A1(x1)|)+(3|B3(x3k−2)|+2|B2(x3k−2)|+2|B1(x3k−2)|) ≤ 10k−18.

Then we have either 3|A3(x1)|+2|A2(x1)|+2|A1(x1)| ≤ 5k−9 or 3|B3(x3k−2)|+2|B2(x3k−2)|
+ 2|B1(x3k−2)| ≤ 5k− 9. It follows that either 3

2 |A3(x1)|+ |A2(x1)|+ |A1(x1)| ≤ 2.5k− 4.5 or
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3
2 |B3(x3k−2)|+|B2(x3k−2)|+|B1(x3k−2)| ≤ 2.5k−4.5. Thus we have either dH(x1) = |A3(x1)|+
|A2(x1)| + |A1(x1)| ≤ 2.5k − 4.5 or dH(x3k−2) = |B3(x3k−2)| + |B2(x3k−2)| + |B1(x3k−2)| ≤
2.5k − 4.5, contradicting the minimum degree condition in a minimal counterexample.

4 Proof of Theorem 1.5

Before proving Theorem 1.5, we first introduce the notion of t− (m, k, λ) packing and some
useful lemmas.

A t − (m, k, λ) packing is a pair (V,B) where V is a vertex set on m vertices and B is
a collection of k-subsets (called blocks) of V such that each t-subset of V is contained in at
most λ blocks of B. The packing number Dλ(m, k, t) is the largest possible number of blocks
in a t− (m, k, λ) packing. A t− (m, k, λ) packing is called optimal if |B| = Dλ(m, k, t). Thus,

an S(2, 4,m) is an optimal 2− (m, 4, 1) packing with D1(m, 4, 2) = m(m−1)
12 .

Lemma 4.1 ([1]). If m /∈ {8, 9, 10, 11, 17, 19}, then

(i) for m ≡ 0, 3 (mod 12) an optimal 2− (m, 4, 1) packing is a linear quadruple system whose
quadruples cover all pairs of m vertices apart from m pairs which form a copy of m

3 K3

(the m
3 disjoint union of K3);

(ii) for m ≡ 2, 8 (mod 12) an optimal 2−(m, 4, 1) packing is a linear quadruple system whose
quadruples cover all pairs of m vertices apart from m

2 pairs which form a copy of m
2 K2

(the m
2 disjoint union of K2);

(iii) for m ≡ 5, 11 (mod 12) an optimal 2 − (m, 4, 1) packing is a linear quadruple system
whose quadruples cover all pairs of m vertices apart from m+3

2 pairs which form a copy
of K1,4 ∪ m−5

2 K2 (the disjoint union of K1,4 and m−5
2 disjoint edges);

(iv) for m ≡ 7, 10 (mod 12) an optimal 2 − (m, 4, 1) packing is a linear quadruple system
whose quadruples cover all pairs of m vertices apart from 9 pairs which form a copy of
K3,3;

(v) for m ≡ 6, 9 (mod 12) an optimal 2−(m, 4, 1) packing is a linear quadruple system whose
quadruples cover all pairs of m vertices apart from m + 3 pairs which form a copy of
(K6 \ K4) ∪ m−6

3 K3 (the disjoint union of K6 \ K4 and m−6
3 disjoint triangles, where

K6 \K4 denotes the graph obtained from K6 by deleting the edges from some K4).

Lemma 4.2 ([1, 24]).

⌊
m

4

⌊
m− 1

3

⌋⌋
−D1(m, 4, 2) =


1, if m ≡ 7, 10 (mod 12),m 6= 10, 19 or m = 9, 17;

2, if m = 8, 10, 11;

3, if m = 19;

0, otherwise.

By Lemma 4.2, D1(8, 4, 2) = 2, D1(9, 4, 2) = 3, D1(10, 4, 2) = 5, D1(11, 4, 2) = 6,
D1(17, 4, 2) = 20 and D1(19, 4, 2) = 25. An optimal 2 − (8, 4, 1) packing H1 can be defined
by (V (H1), E(H1)), where V (H1) = [8] and E(H1) = {{1, 2, 3, 4}, {5, 6, 7, 8}}. An optimal
2− (9, 4, 1) packing H2 can be defined by (V (H2), E(H2)), where V (H2) = [9] and E(H2) =
{{1, 2, 3, 4}, {1, 5, 6, 7}, {3, 6, 8, 9}}. An optimal 2 − (10, 4, 1) packing H3 can be defined by
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(V (H3), E(H3)), where V (H3) = [10] and E(H3) = {{1, 2, 3, 4}, {2, 5, 6, 7}, {1, 5, 9, 10}, {3, 7,
8, 10}, {4, 6, 8, 9}}. An optimal 2 − (11, 4, 1) packing H4 can be defined by (V (H4), E(H4)),
where V (H4) = [11] and E(H4) = {{1, 2, 3, 4}, {1, 5, 6, 7}, {1, 8, 9, 10}, {2, 5, 8, 11}, {3, 6, 9, 11},
{4, 7, 10, 11}}. For m = 17, an optimal 2−(m, 4, 1) packing can be obtained from S(2, 4, 16) by
adding an isolated vertex. For m = 19, Stinson [24] gave an optimal 2−(m, 4, 1) packing H =
{V (H), E(H)}, where V (H) = [19] and E(H) = {{1, 2, 3, 4}, {1, 5, 6, 10}, {2, 5, 7, 17}, {3, 6, 8,
18}, {4, 7, 9, 18}, {5, 8, 9, 11}, {1, 7, 11, 12}, {1, 8, 13, 14}, {1, 9, 15, 16}, {2, 6, 11, 15}, {2, 8, 12, 16
}, {3, 5, 13, 19}, {3, 7, 14, 15}, {3, 9, 10, 12}, {4, 5, 14, 16}, {4, 6, 12, 19}, {4, 8, 15, 17}, {6, 7, 13, 16
}, {6, 9, 14, 17}, {7, 8, 10, 19}, {1, 17, 18, 19}, {2, 10, 14, 18}, {3, 11, 16, 17}, {4, 10, 11, 13}, {5, 12,
15, 18}}.

Then we give a lower bound on g(n, k) for large enough n.

Lemma 4.3. g(n, k) ≥ (k − 1)bn−k+1
3 c+

(k−1
2 )
6 − 7

2 −
k+2
6 for n ≥ 4k − 4.

Proof. Let A be a fixed (k − 1)-element subset of n vertices. Then we can find an optimal
2 − (n, 4, 1) packing on A. By above argument about Steiner system S(2, 4, n) and optimal
2 − (n, 4, 1) packing, we know this leaves 0, k − 1, k−12 , k+2

2 , 9, k + 2 pairs of vertices in A
uncovered for k − 1 /∈ {8, 9, 10, 11, 17, 19}. And for k − 1 ∈ {8, 9, 10, 11, 17, 19} this leaves
15, 16, 19, 21 pairs of vertices in A uncovered. Since n − k + 1 ≥ 3k − 3, we can extend the
vertices of A into quadruples using k− 1 disjoint perfect 3-matchings of linear triple systems
on the n− k + 1 vertices outside A. Thus we have at least

(k − 1)

⌊
n− k + 1

3

⌋
+

(
k−1
2

)
−max{21, k − 1, k−12 , k+2

2 , k + 2}(
4
2

)
quadruples, proving the lemma.

In order to characterize the function g(n, k), we give a simple upper bound on g(n, k) as
well.

Lemma 4.4. g(n, k) ≤ (k − 1)bn−k+1
3 c+

(k−1
2 )
2 .

Proof. Let A be a fixed (k−1)-element subset of vertices in a linear quadruple system H on n
vertices such that all quadruples of H intersect A. For j ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}, we use ej to denote the
number of edges intersecting A in j vertices. Note that the quadruples intersecting A in two
vertices define a graph with vertex set A and degree sequence di for i ∈ [k−1]. Firstly, by the

definition of Steiner triple system STS(n) and Steiner system S(2, 4, n), we have e3 ≤
(k−1

2 )
3

and e4 ≤
(k−1

2 )
6 . It follows from H is linear that e1 ≤

∑k−1
i=1

n−k+1−2di
3 and e2 =

∑k−1
i=1

di
2 .

Hence, we have

e1 + e2 + e3 + e4 ≤ (k − 1)

⌊
n− k + 1

3

⌋
+

(
k−1
2

)
2
−
k−1∑
i=1

di
6
,

proving the lemma.

We prove Theorem 1.5 by induction on k. For k = 1, the result is trivial. For k = 2, the
above statement shows that it also holds. Let k ≥ 3. Assume that H is an Mk-free linear
quadruple system on n vertices such that |E(H)| > g(n, k) and n > 37(k − 1)2 + 3. By the
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inductive hypothesis H contains Mk−1 with quadruples Xi = {ai, bi, ci, di} where i ∈ [k − 1].
Similarly, we use E2 to denote the set of quadruples in H intersecting V (Mk−1) in at least
two vertices. Note that |E2| ≤

(
4(k−1)

2

)
}. When k = 3, we have E2 ≤ 18 since any quadruple

in E2 intersecting V (M2) in exactly two vertices or four vertices. Since H is Mk-free, the set
E1 of quadruples in H not in E2 must intersect V (Mk−1) in exactly one vertex.

Similar with Gyárfás et al’s notion, we call a quadruple {ai, bi, ci, di} good if one of its
vertex, say ai, has degree larger than 4(k − 1) in E1, otherwise we call it bad. Without
loss of generality, we assume Mk−1 contain j good quadruples X1, X2, · · · , Xj with vertices
a1, a2, · · · , aj of degree larger than 4(k − 1) in E1, where 0 ≤ j ≤ k − 1. Note that for a
fixed 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1, if a vertex in Xi has degree at least four in E1, then the other three
vertices of Xi have degree zero in E1. Otherwise we can find an Mk since the quadruple Xi

can be replaced by two disjoint quadruples of E1. It follows that the number of quadruples
in E1 intersecting a good quadruple Xi equals to the degree of ai in E1 and the number of
quadruples in E1 intersecting a bad quadruple Xi is at most 4(k− 1) for k ≥ 4(12 for k = 3).
Combining all above analysis, we have

|E(H)| = |E2|+ |E1| ≤

{
18 + j

⌊
n−8
3

⌋
+ 12(2− j), for k = 3;(

4(k−1)
2

)
+ j

⌊
n−4(k−1)

3

⌋
+ 4(k − 1)(k − 1− j), for k ≥ 4.

(2)

We claim that for j < k − 1, the inequality 2 contradicts the assumption E(H) > g(n, k).
It is enough for us to check that the right hand side of 2 is smaller than the lower bound
of g(n, k) in Lemma 4.3. When k = 3, it is easy for us to check that above statement hold.
When k ≥ 4, in order to make the above statement hold, by rewriting the second term of 2
as jbn−k+1

3 c − j(k − 1) and rearranging we need that(
4(k − 1)

2

)
− k2 − 5k − 44

12
− j(k − 1) + 4(k − 1)(k − 1− j) < (k − 1− j)

⌊
n− k + 1

3

⌋
. (3)

For 3, replacing bn−k+1
3 c by the smaller n−k−2

3 , rearranging and multiplying by 3 we have

24(k−1)2−6(k−1)− k
2 − 5k − 44

4
−3j(k−1)+(k−1−j)(13(k−1)+3) < (k−1−j)n. (4)

The last term on the left hand side of 4 is largest when j = 0 thus it is enough for us to prove
that

24(k − 1)2 − 3(k − 1)− k2 − 5k − 44

4
− 3j(k − 1) + 13(k − 1)2 < (k − 1− j)n. (5)

And since the sum of the three terms with a negative sign on the left hand side of 5 is less
than three for k ≥ 4, we have

37(k − 1)2 + 3 < (k − 1− j)n,

which is true by the assumption n > 37(k − 1)2 + 3.
If j = k − 1, then all quadruples Xi are good for 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1. We claim that the

vertex subset A = {a1, a2, · · · , ak−1} intersect all quadruples in H. Otherwise there exists a
quadruple B such that V (B) ∩ A = ∅. Since the degrees of the vertices ai are larger than
4(k − 1), by the greedy algorithm we can find k − 1 pairwise disjoint quadruples that are
disjoint with B as well, a contradiction. We conclude that A intersect all quadruples in H
implying that |E(H)| ≤ g(n, k). Thus, the theorem holds.
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Appendix

Configurations S(2, 4, 13) and S(2, 4, 16) are as follows. S(2, 4, 13) = (V (S(2, 4, 13)), E(S(2, 4,
13))) where V (S(2, 4, 13)) = [13] and E(S(2, 4, 13)) = {{1, 2, 3, 4}, {1, 5, 6, 7}, {1, 8, 9, 10}, {1,
11, 12, 13}, {2, 5, 9, 13}, {2, 6, 10, 11}, {2, 7, 8, 12}, {3, 5, 10, 12}, {3, 6, 8, 13}, {3, 7, 9, 11}, {4, 5,
8, 11}, {4, 6, 9, 12}, {4, 7, 10, 13}}. S(2, 4, 16) = (V (S(2, 4, 16)), E(S(2, 4, 16))) where V (S(2, 4,
16)) = [16] and E(S(2, 4, 16)) = {{1, 2, 3, 4}, {1, 5, 6, 7}, {1, 8, 9, 10}, {1, 11, 12, 13}, {1, 14, 15,
16}, {2, 5, 9, 13}, {2, 8, 12, 16}, {2, 11, 15, 7}, {2, 14, 6, 10}, {3, 6, 8, 13}, {3, 9, 11, 16}, {3, 12, 14,
7}, {3, 15, 5, 10}, {4, 7, 8, 15}, {4, 10, 11, 6}, {4, 13, 14, 9}, {4, 16, 5, 12}, {5, 8, 11, 14}, {6, 9, 12,
15}, {7, 10, 13, 16}}.

Figure 3: Configurations S(2, 4, 13) and S(2, 4, 16)
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[12] Z. Fűredi, M. Simonovits, The history of degenerate (bipartite) extremal graph prob-
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[23] I.Z. Ruzsa, E. Szemerédi, Triple systems with no six points carrying three triangles,
Combinatorics, II, Colloq. Math. Sco. J. Bolyai, North-Holland, 18 (1978) 939–945.

[24] D.R. Stinson, Determination of a packing number, Ars Combin. 3 (1977) 89–114.

[25] C. Tang, H. Wu, S. Zhang, Z. Zheng, On the Turán number of the linear 3-graph C13,
Electron. J. Combin. 29 (3)(2022)#P3.46.
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