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On the Maximum F5-free Subhypergraphs
of a Random Hypergraph

Igor Araujo* J6zsef Balogh*! Haoran Luo*

Abstract

Denote by F5 the 3-uniform hypergraph on vertex set {1,2,3,4,5} with hyperedges
{123,124,345}. Balogh, Butterfield, Hu, and Lenz proved that if p > Klogn/n for
some large constant K, then every maximum Fj-free subhypergraph of G3(n,p) is
tripartite with high probability, and showed that if pg = 0.1y/log n/n, then with high
probability there exists a maximum Fj-free subhypergraph of G3(n,pg) that is not
tripartite. In this paper, we sharpen the upper bound to be best possible up to a
constant factor. We prove that if p > Cv/logn/n for some large constant C, then
every maximum Fj-free subhypergraph of G3(n,p) is tripartite with high probability.

1 Introduction

In this paper, a (hyper)graph is maximum with respect to a property if it has the maximum
number of (hyper)edges among the (hyper)graphs satisfying the given property. Throughout
the paper, all logarithms are in base e.

One of the first results in extremal graph theory is Mantel’s Theorem [9], which states
that every triangle-free graph on n vertices has at most |n?/4] edges. Additionally, the
complete bipartite graph whose part sizes differ by at most one is the unique maximum
triangle-free graph. Later, Turan [13] generalized Mantel’s Theorem for all complete graphs.
Denote by K the complete graph on s vertices and by Ty(n) the complete s-partite graph
on n vertices where the sizes of the parts differ by at most 1. Turdn’s Theorem states that
Ts_1(n) is the unique maximum K-free graph on n vertices. Turdn’s Theorem can also be
understood as a property of K,. Namely, it claims that every maximum K-free subgraph
of K,, is (s — 1)-partite.
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Let G(n,p) be the standard binomial model of random graphs, where each edge in K,
is chosen independently with probability p. We say that an event occurs with high pro-
bability (w.h.p.) if its probability goes to 1 as n goes to infinity. A question related to
Turdn’s Theorem arises when G(n, p) replaces the role of K,,, that is, for what p = p(n) we
have that w.h.p. every maximum K,-free subgraph of G(n,p) is (s — 1)-partite.

This question was first raised by Babai, Simonovits, and Spencer [I], who gave an af-

firmative answer when p = 1 and s = 3. Later, DeMarco and Kahn [6] determined the

correct order of p for s = 3. They [6] showed that if p > K+/logn/n for some large con-
stant K, then w.h.p. every maximum triangle-free subgraph of G(n,p) is bipartite, while if
p = 0.1/logn/n, then this does not hold w.h.p. Finally, DeMarco and Kahn [7] answered

this question up to a constant factor for every s > 3.

Figure 1: The hypergraph F;. Figure 2: The hypergraph K, .
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Similar problems were also considered for hypergraphs. Denote by K, the hypergraph
obtained from the complete 3-uniform hypergraph on four vertices by removing one hyper-
edge. Let Fy, which is often called the generalized triangle, be the hypergraph on vertex
set {1,2,3,4,5} with hyperedges {123,124, 345}. Denote by S(n) the complete 3-partite 3-
uniform hypergraph on n vertices whose parts have sizes |n/3], [(n +1)/3], and | (n +2)/3],
and let s(n) == [n/3]| - [(n+1)/3] - [(n+2)/3] be the number of hyperedges in S(n). Bol-
lobas [4] proved that S(n) is the unique maximum { K, F; }-free n-vertex hypergraph. Frankl
and Fiiredi [§] proved that, for n > 3000, the maximum number of hyperedges in an n-vertex
Fs-free 3-uniform hypergraph is s(n).

The random version of this theorem was first studied by Balogh, Butterfield, Hu, and
Lenz [2]. Let G3(n, p) be the random 3-uniform hypergraph on vertex set [n] = {1,2,...,n},
where each triple is included with probability p independently of each other. Note that when
p is very small, G3(n, p) itself is tripartite and hence Fy-free w.h.p. Therefore, the interesting
case is when p is sufficiently large. In [2], it was proved that if p > K'logn/n for some large
constant K, then w.h.p. every maximum Fs-free subhypergraph of G3(n, p) is tripartite, and
it was conjectured that it suffices to require only p > C+/logn/n for some large constant C'
In this paper, we verify this conjecture. This is best possible up to the constant factor, as it



was also shown in [2] that when p = 0.1y/logn/n, then w.h.p. there is a maximum Fj-free
subhypergraph of G3(n, p) that is not tripartite.

Theorem 1. There exists a constant C' > 0 such that if p > C+/logn/n, then w.h.p. every
mazimum Fy-free subhypergraph of G3(n, p) is tripartite.

Our approach will follow the general structure of the proof of the main result of [2].
Several key lemmas are improved and adapted for this smaller p. In particular, in [2], an
easier version of codegree concentration was proved using Chernoft’s bound with the larger
p. Here, for the smaller p, we need a stronger statement, not only using Chernoft’s bound
(cf. Lemmas [6] and B). As typical with the probabilistic method, one must fight to avoid
applying the union bound when the concentration is not strong enough. This is the most
challenging and technical part of the proof, see Remarks [7] and [I9] for more details on that.
We trust that the new ideas used in the proof could be useful for other problems when one
has to beat the union bound.

The rest of the paper is structured as follows. In Section 2] we will introduce the notation
and lemmas needed. In Section B we give the proof of Theorem [Il

2 Preliminaries

To improve readability, as it is standard in the literature, we will usually pretend that
large numbers are integers to avoid using essentially irrelevant floor and ceiling symbols.
We often use the standard upper bound (}) < (£2)" for binomial coefficients. We will use
xy to stand for set {z,y} and zyz to stand for set {x,y,z}. We write z = (1 £ ¢)y for
(1-cy<z<(1+0)y.

We use G for G3(n,p) hereinafter and denote by ¢(G) the number of hyperedges in a
maximum tripartite subhypergraph of G.

We will always assume that the hypergraphs are on vertex set [n] = {1,...,n}, so we can
identify a hypergraph H by its hyperedges, and |H| stands for the number of hyperedges of
H. We use m = (Vi, V,, Vi) for a 3-partition of [n]. We say a 3-partition 7 is balanced if every
part has size (1£107'%)n/3. Denote by K, the set of triples with exactly one vertex in each
part of . Let G, := GN K,. For a hypergraph H C G, let H; ={e€ H : |enV;| > 2}
fori =1,2,3. Let H, = HN K, and H, = G, \ H,. We will call hyperedges in H, the
crossing hyperedges of H, and the hyperedges in H, the missing crossing hyperedges of H.

For a hypergraph H, a partition = = (Vi, V5, V3) of [n], vertices v,v" € [n], and subsets
of vertices S,T C [n], let

. Né{T(v) ={yz:y €S,z €T ,vyz € H} be the link graph of v between S and T,
o df;(v) = |Ngp(v)| be the degree of v between S and T,
o NH(v,v')={z:2€ S,0v'z € H} be the set of neighbors of v and v’ in S,

o d(v,v') = |NX(v,v")| be the codegree of v and v’ in S, and



o L (v,v) == N{p(v) N N&p(v') be the common neighborhood of v and v between S
and T

When S or T is [n] or H = G, we omit to write S, T, or G when there is no ambiguity.
When S or T is V;, we often just use ¢ in the subscript to stand for V;. For example, d(x)
is just the degree of z in G and N{I(y,2) is the neighbors of y and 2 in V; in H. Finally,
define Q(r) = {ay C Vi : |Las(z,y)| < 0.8p*n?/9}.

The first proposition we need is the following result from [2], which is a special case of
a general transference result of Conlon and Gowers [5], and as Samotij observed [10], of
Schacht [12]. It was also proved by the hypergraph container method [3L[11].

Proposition 2. For every § > 0, there exist € > 0 and C' > 0 such that if p > C/n,
then the following statement is true. Let H be a maximum Fs-free subhypergraph of G
and 7 be a 3-partition of [n| maximizing |H;|. Then, we have that w.h.p. © is balanced,
|H| > (2/9—¢e)p(3), and |H \ Hy| < opn®.

The following concentration results are also used in [2]. Lemma [3is the standard Cher-
noff’s bound. Lemmas [ and [ are standard properties of random hypergraphs, which are

direct applications of Lemma [3l and the union bound.
Lemma 3. Let Y be the sum of mutually independent indicator random variables, and let
w=E[Y]. For every e > 0, we have

PIlY — p| > ep] < 2e7H,
where ¢. = min {—log (e5(1 4+ )~ (+9)  £2/2}.
Lemma 4. For every ¢ > 0, there exists a positive constant C such that if p > C'logn/n?,
then w.h.p. for every vertex v, we have d(v) = (1 £ &)pn?/2.

Lemma 5. For every ¢ > 0, there exists a positive constant C such that if p > C/n,
then w.h.p. for every 3-partition m = (Vi, Vo, V3) with |Va|,|V5] = n/20 and every vertex
v € Vi, we have da3(v) = (1 £ ¢)p|Val|V3].

We also need the following concentration results.

Lemma 6. There exists a positive constant C' such that if p > C/logn/n, then w.h.p. for
every pair of vertices x,y, we have d(x,y) < pny/logn/loglogn.

pny/logn

Proof. For every pair of vertices xy, the probability that d(z,y) > TogTog is at most
Witrio
(pnﬁoﬂ) pﬁoglogg" . There are (g) pairs of vertices, so by using a union bound, the proba-
loglogn

bility that there exists a pair of vertices xy such that d(z,y) > ’LZLT v11(;>gg: is at most
pnylogn Clogn
loglogn Tos oz 11

<n) ( n ) puflEn enp <2 (elog log n) glog
m p O, ogn NS ﬁ NS S —
2 pn log logg” pn loglloggn IOg n

Clogn eloglogn C'log(eloglogn) C
P ( ogmt loglogn o8 Viogn ) =P << i loglogn 2 ) 8"

where the last expression is o(1) for sufficiently large C'. O
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Remark 7. Lemma [0l shows one of the differences when p is only at least Cv/logn/n,
whereas in [2] it is proved that w.h.p. we have d(x,y) < 2pn for every pair of vertices
x,y when p > Klogn/n. Note that with a direct application of Chernoff’s inequality, one
can only conclude that d(z,y) < pny/logn, without the loglogn factor. As we will see in
Section B this loglogn factor plays a vital role in the proof of Theorem [I] (see Remark [I9)).

Lemma 8. There exists a constant C > 0 such that if p > C\/logn/n, then w.h.p. for every
subset S C [n], we have

{xy C [n]\ S : ds(z,y) = 3pn}| < n2e—VIoEn

Proof. First, consider a fixed set S. For every pair of vertices zy C [n] \ S, the probability

that dg(x,y) > 3pn is at most g = (?)‘;qll)p?’p". For different pairs z191, x2y2 C [n]\ S, random

variables ds(z1,%1) and ds(z9,92) are independent. Hence, given a family of n2e~ V18" pairs
of vertices in [n] \ S, the probability that ds(z,y) > 3pn for every pair in this family is at
most ¢"*¢"¥'**". Then, by a union bound over all the families containing pairs of vertices not

in S with size n2e=°V1e" we get

2

—Jloan n n2e—viogn
P oy S0\ S : ds(z,y) > 3pn}| > n?e V57 < (nﬁ)q -

Finally, using a union bound over all the choices of S, the probability of failure is at most

2 Viogn

on n2 n p3pn n<e”
n2e—Vviogn 3pn

In our proof of Theorem [II, we will repeatedly use the following lemma to show that for
some given vertex v and vertex set S, the number of pairs that are in the link graph of v
and have a large neighborhood in S is small.

Let s = s(n,p), r =r(n,p), i = i(n,p) be positive integers depending on n and p, where
s<n,r< (Z), and i < n. Let E;,; be the event that for every vertex v € [n] and vertex set
S C [n], where v ¢ S and |S| = s, we have [{yz C [n]\ S :vyz € G,ds(y,z) = i}| <7, see
Figure Bl Define g(p, s,7,1) := n(Z) (":) (p(j)p")r, and let O be the set of (s,7,4) such that
g(p, s,r,i) = o(n™?) given p > Cy/logn/n. Let E be the event (| FE,;.

(s,r,1)€0

Viogn

2 _
3pn\ "€
< on (61+\/10gn (g) P ) = 0(1) ]

Lemma 9. E happens with high probability.

Proof. For distinct vertices v,y, z € [n] and vertex set S C [n] where v,y,2z ¢ S and |S| = s,
we have P(vyz € G) = p and P(ds(y,z) > i) < ()p’. Note that these two events are
independent since v ¢ S. Hence,

Pluyz € G,ds(y,2) > 1) < p(j)p"-



Figure 3: A pair of vertices yz satisfies that vyz € G and dg(y, z) > i. The event Ej,; is
that for every vertex v and vertex set S C [n]| \ {v} with size s, there are at most r such
pairs of vertices.

For fixed v and S, events vyz € G, dg(y, z) > i are independent for different pairs yz, so

(= € b\ S v € Gudsn) ) >0 < (7)) (o)) -

Then, using a union bound over all choices of v € [n] and S C [n] of size s, we get that

st <) () (o)) =t

where Es,m- is the complement of the event E, ;. Now we have

IP’(E)zIP’( U E>< > P(Es,m-)g|O|-0(n_5)<n<g)n~o(n_5):0(1). O

(s,r,1)€0 (s,r,1)€0

Remark 10. Lemmas [§] and [0 are similar, and one may hope that we can still keep the
e~VIe™ factor, by proving (s, pn?e=VI8™ 3ps) € O for every 1 < s < n. Unfortunately, this
is not necessarily true. In the proof of Lemma 8, we have n?e~ V6™ in the exponent, which
can beat the number of choices of S, whereas here pn?e~V8™ is not necessarily larger than
n. However, we have (s,pn?/logn,3pn) € O, see Claim

Finally, we will use the following lemma to give lower bounds on the number of copies
of F5. For fixed vertex v, vertex set A C [n] \ {v}, subset T" of Nppa,mpa(v), and subset E
of {vazw € G : x € A} satisfying that for every = € A, there exists e € F such that x € e,
define

K(v,E,;A,T) ={xyz:x € A, yz € T, there exists e € E such that x € e, y ¢ e, z ¢ e},
and G(v, B, A,T) = K(v, E, A, T)NG. We have that E(|G(v, E,A,T)|) = p|K(v, E, A, T)|;

note that here the randomness in this expectation is of the hyperedges in {zyz : x € A, yz €
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T} being or not in G. Also note that the events of the hyperedges in {zyz : z € A, yz € T'}
being or not in G are independent of the events of hyperedges containing v being in G. For
every zyz € G(v, E, A, T) with x € A, yz € T, we can find a copy of F5 = {yzv, yzz,vzw} in
G where vzw € E, see Figure[dl The condition y ¢ e, z ¢ e in the definition of K (v, E, A, T')
guarantees that we indeed find an Fj instead of a K .

Figure 4: A copy of F5 from xyz € G(v, E, A, T).

ew|] €F

Lemma 11. For any constants €,e1,e9 > 0, there exists a constant C > 0 such that if
p > Cy/logn/n, then w.h.p. for every choice of v, E, A, T as above with |A| > ein/+/logn
and |T| = eopn?, we have |G(v, E, A, T)| = (1 + ¢)p|A||T.

The proof of Lemma [[T] follows the same lines as the proof of Proposition 9 in [2].

Proof. For a fixed vertex v, we first reveal the hyperedges containing v. Then, fix a choice
of A, T and E. Let [A,T] = {ayz: 2 € A, yz € T}. For vertex « € A, let [x,T] = {zxyz:
yz € T}, d(z) =|{e € E: 2 €e}|,and T, .= {yz € T : voy € FE or vaz € E}. Note
that [A,T] O K(v,E,A,T) and d¥(x) > 1 by the definition of E. If d¥(x) > 3, choose
vTwy, vrwsy, vrws arbitrarily from E. For every yz € T, there exists some i € {1,2 3}
such that y # w; and z # w;. Hence, by the definition of K (v, E, A,T), we have [z,T] C
K(v,E,A,T). If d¥(z) < 2, then by Lemma [6, we have that w.h.p. |T,| < 2- ’ig‘@ and
2, T\ T,) = {ayz :yz € T\ T,} C K(v,E, A, T). Therefore,

Viogn

loglogn

AT - |K@wE,AT)|< Y |Tl<I|Al-2pn
z: €A, dE (2)<2
We have |[A,T]| = |A||T] > |Alespn?, so |K(v, E,A,T)| = (1 — o(1))|A||T| with high
probability.
Next, we reveal the hyperedges in [A, T]. Let p = E(G(v, E, A, T)) = p|K (v, E,A,T)| =
(1 —o(1))p|A||T|. By Lemma B we have

P(|G(v, E, A, T)| — p| > ep) < 2e7".
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Now, we apply the union bound over all possible choices of (v, £, A,T'). We have at most
n choices for v and at most (Z) choices for sets A with size a. With high probability we have

Viegn
that for every a,t > 0, given |A| = a and |T| = t, there are at most 2" Fsler choices for

E (by Lemma [6)) and at most (7’?2) choices for T (by Lemma []). By the union bound, the
probability that the statement in the lemma does not hold is at most

JIogn 2
S () (1) e ot

a>—1"_ t>eopn?

/\/_
gapn pn2 —ce-atp/2
Z Z n exp (a log ) Tateen exp tlogT - 2e” % +0o(1)
a> \;l t>eopn?
\/lognlogQ 1 ceatp
<2 >Zsln t>zzexp (logn—i-alog( \/logn)+ap “Toglogn tlogg— 5 +o(1)
a g2pn

<2 Z > exp (—ceatp/4) + o(1) < 2n° exp(—ny/logn) + o(1) = o(1). O

t>eopn?

/\/—

3 Proof of the Main Theorem

We first give an outline of the proof. Recall that for a hypergraph H and a partition
m = (V1, Vs, V3) of [n], we defined in Section [2] that

=G\ Hy,
—{eEH lenV;| =2} forie{l,2,3},
Q(m) ={uv C V; : |Las(u,v)| < 0.8p ’n?/9}.

Assume that H is a maximum Fs-free subhypergraph of G3(n, p). Let m = (V1, V5, V3) be
a partition of [n] maximizing |H,|. Let e = x;29v be a hyperedge in H where 1,29 € V).
For every yz € Lo 3(x1, x9) where y # v and z # v, at least one hyperedge from {yzx;, yzas}
cannot be in H, since otherwise hyperedges {yzz1, yzxs, z122v} form a copy of Fs. For those
1179 ¢ Q(m), there are at least 0.8p*n?/9 — d(z1,v) — d(x2,v) = Q(logn) such pairs yz.
Hence, the existence of e will cause H to lose Q(logn) hyperedges. Since H is maximum,
one can expect that H should not contain such hyperedges with more than one vertex in any
part of m, so H is tripartite. Proposition [[2l confirms this idea. We also need to handle Q().
A control over |Q(m)| will be given by Proposition I3, which states that if Q () is large, then
t(G) will be much larger than |G|. Theorem [ will be a simple corollary of Propositions
and [13|

For a 3-uniform hypergraph H, the shadow graph of H is the graph on the same vertex
set, where xy is an edge if and only if there exists another vertex z such that xyz is a
hyperedge in H.



Proposition 12. Let H be an Fs-free subhypergraph of G and m = (V1, V4, V3) be a balanced
partition mazximizing |H,|. Then there exist positive constants C' and § such that if p >
Cvlogn/n and if the following conditions hold:

1. |Hal, | Hal, [Hs| < dpn®/3,
2. the shadow graph of Hy is disjoint from Q(m),
then with high probability |H.| > 3|H,|, where equality is possible only if H is tripartite.

Proposition 13. There exist positive constants C' and § such that if p > C/logn/n and
the 3-partition w is balanced, then with high probability

t(G) = |G| +Q(m)|on’p”
where equality is possible only if Q(w) =

Based on Propositions [[2 and [I3], Theorem [I] easily follows, whose proof is similar to the
proof of the main theorem in [2].

Proof of Theorem[dl. Let H be a maximum Fj-free subhypergraph of G. We have |H| > t(G),
since Fy is not tripartite. Let m = (Vi, V5, V3) be a 3-partition of [n] maximizing |H,|.
Without loss of generality, we may assume |Hy| > |Ha|, |H;|. Besides, by Proposition 2 we
know that w.h.p. 7 is balanced and 37| |H;| < dpn®/3, where § is a constant smaller than
the 0’s in Propositions [I2] and I3l Now let

B(m) == {e € G : there exists uv € Q(m) such that uv C e}

and H' == H \ B(m), so the shadow graph of Hj is disjoint from @Q(w). Since B(w) con-
sists of only non-crossing hyperedges of H, 7 is still a partition maximizing |H/| and
|Hi|, |H5|, |H| < Z?:1 |H!| < Z?:1 |H;| < dpn3/3. Hence, H' satisfies the assumptions
in Proposition Now, we have w.h.p.

|H| < |H.| + 3|Hi| = |HL| + 3|H{| + 3|H N B(w)]

< [H |+ 3| Hy| + 3| B(n)]

< |Gx| + 3|B(m)] (1)
< |G| +3|Q(r Ipn\/@/loglogn (2)
< |Gxl +1Q(m)]0p*n (3)
< tHG). (4)

Here we use Proposition [[2 for ({II), Lemma @ for (2), the assumption p > C+/logn/n for (3)),
and Proposition [[3] for (). |H| cannot be strictly smaller than #(G), so all the inequalities
must hold with equality. By Propositions [2] and [[3] H’ is tripartite and Q(m) is empty.
Then, we conclude that H = H’ is tripartite. O



The proof of Proposition [[3] is exactly the same as the one in [2], where it is assumed
that p > Klogn/n. It can be easily checked that all the arguments still work verbatim
with p > C+v/logn/n, and hence we do not include its proof here. It remains to prove
Proposition

Clearly, we can assume that |H;| > |Hs|, |Hs|. Let 0 be small enough so that the following
arguments work, and fix three small positive constants €1, €5, and 3 such that

1 1 1 1 1 1006 ice
—2307 _—210a __€2>_a <53\51a 412

= 20.
7261 20 282 10 20 €1 363

For example, we can set

1

= =10"1,
3000’ & =10

0= 10_100, €1 E9 =

400’
Denote by J the induced subgraph of the shadow graph of H; on the vertex set V) and
use N7(z), d’(z) for neighborhood and degree of x in graph .J, respectively. Call a 4-set
{wy,wsy,y, 2z} an F5 if wiyz, weyz € G, and there exists e € H such that wy,wy € e NV,
y, z ¢ e. Note that wyws € J and {wyyz, woyz, e} forms a copy of F5 in G, so at least one of
wyyz and wyyz has to be in H;.

Figure 5: The set {wy,ws,y, 2} is an F} if there exists an edge e € Hy as below.

~ We next count copies of F to lower bound the number of missing crossing hyperedges
|H|, based on the size of (a subgraph of) J. First, we prove the following claim, which will
be used in the proofs of the next few lemmas.

Claim 14. Ifp > Cy/logn/n, then w.h.p. for every edge x1x9 € J\ Q(7), there are at least
p?n?/12 choices of (y, z) where y € Va, z € V3 such that {x1, x2,y, 2} spans an Fy.

Proof. Since x1xs is in J, there exists vy such that z1z5v9 € H. Since x1xs is not in Q(7),
there exist at least 0.8p*n?/9 choices of (y, z) such that y € V3, 2z € V3, and x1y2 and zyy2
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Vlogn
loglogn’

are both in G,. By Lemma [0, we know that w.h.p. d(x1,vp) is at most pn so there

can be at most pnlovgl‘l)ogg"n vertices v such that zyvgv € G,. Therefore, there are at least

0.8p°n2/9 — pn¥E™ > p2n2 /12 choices of (y, z) such that z1yz, zoyz € G, and vy & {y, 2}

loglogn /

For every such (y, 2), {x1,xs,y, 2} forms an Fy. O

Lemma 15. Suppose the assumptions of Proposition[I2 hold. Let J' be a subgraph of J and
denote by A(J") the mazimum degree of J'. If A(J') < e1n, then w.h.p. we have

| Hx| > 30pn|J'|.
If further A(J') < eyn/+/logn, then w.h.p. we have
Viogn

|H| > 20pn|.J'| :
log logn

Proof. For each wx € J', we get wz ¢ Q(m) by the assumption of Proposition [[2] so there
are at least p2n2/12 Choices of (y, z) such that {w x,y, 2} spans an F, by Claim [ Then
there are at least -5|.J'[p*n =3 DI ) copies of F in total.

Now consider mlssmg crossing hyperedges xyz € H, with x € V,. Call 2yz € H, bad if

, e1n / pnloglogn
d’ d |N NN’/
(#) < Vdiogn and - [N(y, 2) (@) = 5004/Togn ’
g1mn

N <d’(z) <emn and |N(y,2) N N7(z)| > 3e1pn.

Otherwise, call zyz good. We will show that the number of copies of Fj that contain a good
hyperedge from H is at least § >\, d’ (z ) . For x € V4, let n, be the number of copies

of Fy that contain vertex z and a bad hyperedge e € H, such that = € e, and let r, be the
number of (y, z) such that y € V5, z € V3, and zyz is bad. We will repeatedly use Lemma
for some choices of (s,r,i) € O to give upper bounds for r, and then obtain upper bounds
for n,. For every x € Vi, we consider the following two cases.

Case 1: d’'(z) < \/sli If d”'(x) = 0, then n, is trivially 0. For every positive integer

§ S = = s, and i = ’;’égﬁ%‘, we have (s,7,7) € O (see Claim 23] in the Appendix
pn

for the proof). Hence, by Lemma [0, we get r, < \/—d" (z). By Lemma [l we can assume

every pair of vertices has codegree at most pnlvlog “ in G. We conclude
og logn

2 2
ny < pn 8T D1 dJ’<a:><]91(;B

loglogn +/logn
€1

Case 2: \/% < d”(z) < en. For every integer s € (\/%, ein], r = &5

= 3e1pn, we have (s,7,i) € O (see Claim in the Appendix for the proof). Hence,

by Lemma [Q we have r, < é’&d" (z). By Lemma [0, we can assume every pair of vertices
Vlogn

loglogn

d’ ().

*s, and

in G. Besides, we have (s,pn?/logn,3pn) € O for every

has codegree at most pn

11



1 < s < n (see Claim 25 in the Appendix for the proof), so by Lemma [ there are at most
pn?/logn pairs (y, z) where y € Vi, 2z € V5 such that |N(y, 2) N N7' (x)| > 3pn. We conclude

2 /1 2,,2 3 2,2 , 2,2 ,
ne < o pn 50 g LD P a7 () < Bd ().
logn log logn loglogn +/logn 500 100

Recall that a copy of F contains at least one hyperedge from H,, which is either bad or
good. Thus, the number of copies of F5 that contain a good hyperedge from H, is at least

1 . p*n? p’n? 1 . op?n? 1
N (@ ST P ) 2 2 S @ (@) = e 5
PO oot @ 3 2 @ = gl e (5)

zeV] zeV] zeVy

If A(J") < ein, every good missing crossing hyperedge is in at most 3e;pn copies of £y
estimated in (), so
sl 1 pnl 7|

Hw P =
| | - 381]371 7251

> 30pn|J'|.

If further A(J') < ein/y/logn, then every good missing crossing hyperedge is in at most

pnloglogn : : 3
o osn Copies of Fy estimated in (), so

> =|J'|p*n? - 20pn|.J'|\/logn
"7 pnloglogn/(5004/Togn) ~ loglogn

Now, we divide the rest of the proof into two cases according to the size of H,. The
notations and calculations are similar in both cases.

O

3.1 |H,| < dpn?/logn
Define

S={recV; :d(z) >
Si={z €S : difs(x) > epn®}, and S =S5\ 5.

For the following lemmas, we always assume that |H,| < dpn®/logn and the assumptions of
Proposition 2] hold.

Lemma 16. With high probability |S| < esn/+/logn.

Proof. For each wx € J, we get wx ¢ Q(m) by the assumption of Proposition [I2] so there
are at least p?n2/12 choices of (y, z) such that {w, z,y, 2} spans an Fs, by Claim {4 Then
there are at least %|J |p?n? copies of F in total. On the other hand, at least one of wyz and
ryz must be in H,. For xyz where dy, (y, z) < 3pn, zyz can be in at most 3pn copies of Fx.
Hence the number of copies of F; containing a pair (y, z) € Vi x Vi with dy, (y, z) < 3pn is at
most 3| H,|pn. By Lemma[8] there can be at most n’e=V°¢" pairs (y, 2) with dy, (y, z) = 3pn,

12



and by Lemma [0, for every pair (y, z), we can assume dy, (y, 2) < d(y, z) < pnlovgl‘l)ogg"n Hence

the number of copies of F5 containing a pair (y, z) € Vo x V3 with dy, (y, z) = 3pn is at most

nle~Vioen (pnl—vl‘fg") . Therefore, we get
oglogn
2
/1 B J 2,2
n2e~Viosn pnﬂ + |H,| - 3pn > Jlp"n : (6)
loglogn 12

2 _
Note that n2e~viosn (p Vlog") < 2228 By the assumption |H,| < 5an’

1og logn = logn

|H7r| '

3pn < 3‘5” 2’ Hence, we get |J]| < 485" . Every vertex in S has degree at least 51\/:; in J, so
6 6
\/%|S| < 2|J| 900n- " which conﬁrms that | S| < 1% e S T O

Lemma 17. With high probability |H,| > 20pn?|S;|.

Proof. We can assume that |S;| > 0, since otherwise this inequality is trivial. For every
vertex x € 51, define

T, :={yz : ye Vo, 2 € V3, xzyz € H, dg\(2}(y, 2) < 3espn/+/logn}.

By Lemma [I6, we know that w.h.p. [Si| < [S| < e3n/v/logn. For every s < egn/+/logn,
we have (s, g9pn?/2, 3espn//logn) € O (see Claim 26 in the Appendix for the proof), so by
Lemma [9, there can be at most eopn?/2 pairs of (y, z) such that zyz € G and dg,\ (3 (y, 2) >
3espn/+/logn. By the definition of S, we have dé{g(:ﬂ) > gopn? for every x € S;. Thus, we
get |T| = eqapn?/2.

Now, we count the copies of Fy = {z,w,y, 2} where x € S, w € N’ (x), and {y, 2z} € T,.
Note that wyz must be in H,, since zyz € H. We have that |[N/(z)| > e;n/v/logn by the
deﬁmtlon of S, and we just confirmed |T},| > eypn?/2. Applying Lemma [I1l by setting v = =,

—{ecH :xece}, A= N/(z), and T = T, we get the number of such copies of Fj is
W.h.p. at least

1 1 e169p°n3| 5] |
ST AN @I =S n? > 7
= 2p| IT:] > = p \/ gn 2 4+/logn (7)

Every wyz € H, can be in at most 3es3pn/+/logn copies of Fy evaluated in ([@), because z is
assumed to be in Sy and dg, (v, 2) < 3espn/+/log n. Therefore,

1
| > 1e162p* 0% 51|/ Tog 1 N
3espn/+/logn

Lemma 18. With high probability |H.| > 5pn?|Ss|.

20pn?|Sy). O

Proof. For every vertex x € Sy, we have djs(z) < eypn® by the definition of S, but by
Lemmal5, dy3(7) > pn?/10. Thus, there are at least pn?/20 hyperedges in H, containing ,
so |Hy,| > |Sa|pn?/20. O

13



Finally, we deduce Proposition [2] assuming |H,| < dpn?®/logn.

Proof of Proposition[I2. We will show that with high probability |H,| > 3|H,|, by using the
lower bounds in Lemmas [I3] 7 and [I8 Partition H; into the following three sets.

e Hi(l)={e€e H :lenS|=2o0r |en(V1\S)| > 2}.

e Hi(2) ={ee H \ Hi(1): |enS;| = 1}. Hence, H{(2) contains those hyperedges in
H, with exactly one vertex in S, one vertex in V; \ 5, and one vertex in [n] \ V.

e H(3) = Hy\ (Hi(1) U Hy(2)). Hence, Hi(3) contains those hyperedges in H; with
exactly one vertex in S, one vertex in V; \ S, and one vertex in [n] \ V.

There are three cases needed to be handled.

Case 1: 3|H,(1)| > |Hy|.

Let J' = J[S]U J[Vi \ S], where J[S] and J[V; \ S] are the induced subgraph of J on
S and Vj \ S separately. By Lemma [6] |H1(1)| < |J'|pny/logn/loglogn. For every vertex
z € S, d’(x), the degree of z in J', is at most |S| — 1 < egn/+/logn < e1n/+/logn, by
Lemma For every vertex € V; \ S, we have d’'(z) < d’(x) < eyn/+/logn, by the
definition of S. Hence, A(J') < e1n/v/logn. Then, by Lemma [13]

20pn|J'|\/logn

Hy| >
[ Hrl log logn

> 20| H,(1)| > 3.3|Hy).

Case 2: 3|H,(2)| > |Hy|.
For every vertex x € S, there are at most 2pn?® hyperedges in H; \ H;(1) containing it,
by Lemma @l Hence, |H;(2)| < 2pn?|S;|. Then, by Lemma [I7,

|H| > 20pn®| S| > 10[Hy(2)] = 3.3|H4l.

Case 3: 3|H,(3)| > |Hy|.
By the definition of Sy, every vertex x € Sy has df5(x) < eopn®. Recall that 7 maximizes
|Hz|, so dffy(x), dis(x) < eapn®. Hence, |Hy(3)] < 2e9pn?|Ss|. Then, by Lemma I8,

1 [Hi(3)]

_ 1
H| > —pn?|Ss| > — > 10| H,(3)| > 3.3|Hy|.
[zl > gqpn®lSal > 55+ 55 > 10H1(3)] > 3.3/

20
Thus, we have |H,| > 3.3|H,| > 3|H,|, where the equality is possible only if |H;| = 0.
Recalling our assumption that |H,| > |Hy|, | Hs|, we have that |H,| = 0 implies 7, |H;| = 0,
which means H is tripartite. O

Remark 19. The loglogn factor in Lemmalfl plays an important role in the case 3|Hy(1)| >
|H,|. Without this factor, we would need to conclude | H,| > 20pn|.J'|\/log n from Lemma[I5],
which we can only obtain when A(J) < eyn/log"*"n for some constant ¢ > 0. Then, we
would need to modify the definition of S to be {z € V; : d’(z) > en/log"* n}. However,
the assumption of Lemma [I1] is no longer valid for sets A of smaller size. Therefore, we
would not be able to use Lemma [Tl in the proof of Lemma [I7

14



3.2 |H.| > dpn®/logn

All the notation and theorems here are similar to those in Section [3.1] so we will just point
out the necessary modifications. Define

S = {reV:d(x) > en},
St ={z €8 :dlls(x) = epn®}, and S :=5"\5].

For the following lemmas, we always assume that |H,| > dpn®/logn and the assump-
tions of Proposition hold. Note that by the assumption in Proposition [2 we have
|H,|,|Ha|,|Hs| < 6pn3/3. If |H,| > 3|H,|, then we are done, so we can assume that
|T,| < 3|, < 6pn.

Lemma 20. With high probability |S'| < e3n.

Proof. Inequality ()) still holds, and now we get |J| < 480n?. Every vertex in S” has degree
at least e;n in J, so e1n|S’| < 2 - 485n?, which gives |5’ < 100571 = £3n. O

Lemma 21. With high probability |H,| > 20pn?|S}|.

Proof. We can assume that |S7| > 1, since otherwise this inequality is trivial. For each
x € 51, define

T, :={yz : ye 'V, 2 € Vs, zyz € H,dg)\(2}(y, 2) < 3espn}.

By Lemma 20, |S]| < |S'| < e3n. For every s < e3n, we have (s, eopn?/2,3e3pn) € O (see
Claim 27 in the Appendix for the proof). Then by Lemma [ and the definition of S|, we get
that |17 > %egpnz. Now we count those copies of 5 = {z,w,y, 2} where x € S1, w € NJ(:z),

and {y,z} € T/. By Lemma [[T, the number of such copies of Fj is at least e1eop®n?|S).

Every wyz € H, can be in at most 3e3pn such copies of Fy, because z is assumed to be in
S1 and dgi (y, z) < 3ezpn. Therefore,

i€152p2n3|51|

| Hy| > 20pn?®| S| O
3espn
Lemma 22. With high probability |H,| > 5%pn®|S|.
Proof. Exactly the same as the proof of Lemma 18 O

We are now able to conclude the proof of Proposition for the remaining case that

o
S’ | H,| < i,

Proof of Proposition[I2. Similarly to the proof in Section B.Il we define H{(1) = {e € H; :
lenS’| = 2orlen (Vi \9)| =2}, Hi(2) ={e € H \ H|(1) : |[enS;| =1} and H|(3) =
Hi\ (H{(1) U H{(2)).

15



We still split the proof into three cases. The cases 3|H{(2)| > |Hy| and 3|H{(3)| > |H|
follow with the same proof as in Section Bl For the case 3|H{(1)| > |H;|, now let J' =
J[S'TU J[V; \ §']. By Lemmas [0 and [8

. Viogn

[H ()] < |J'] - 3pn 4 nPe”Vism . p :
log logn

(8)
Recall we have the assumptions that 3|H,| > |H,|, so 3|H|(1)| = |H,| = dpn3/(3logn).
Hence by (8)), we have that 0.99|H/(1)| < |J'|-3pn. Then, by Lemma 20 and the definition of
S’ we get that A(J') < eyn. Finally, by Lemma 5] |H,| = 30pn|J’| > 9.9|H;(1)] > 3.3|Hy|.

Thus, similarly as in Section B.1 we get |H,| > 3.3|H;| > 3|H,|, where the equality is
possible only if H is tripartite. O
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of the manuscript.
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Appendix: Final computations

Recall that g(p, s, r,i) = n(Z) (":) (p(f.)pi)r and O is the set of (s,r, i) such that g(p, s,r,i) =
o(n=%) given p > Cy/logn/n. In this appendix, we give the proof for the claims made in the
proof of Theorem [I] that certain (s,r,1) is in O.

£1n pn pnloglogn

Claim 23. For every positive integer s < Teen T T Tlogn S and 1 = 00T We have
(s,r,i) € O.
Proof. We have

pn

]
. n n2 S prn) l)ogllog n log
g(p? s, T, Z) =n s m_ g p pnloglogn p 200vicsn
Vlogn 500/log n
pn

n log log n Moo ns
(en)s (epnzx/logn (5006ps\/10g n) 00V Tog ) a
s pns

pnloglogn

<n

n

pnloglogn %S
< (€n>s <env logn (50065\/10gn) 5005%) vice
xn|\— )

S S nloglogn

There are three cases depending on s.
Case 1: 1 < s < y/n. In this case, (@) is at most

Cloglogn Cs

n(en)® <en\/@(w¢(’?) ) < nfen)’ (%)Cszo(n_5).

2
Case 2: /n<s< logn. In this case, we have 2 > logn > (5?2;7 V()Ei") and then

pn loglogn oo logn
<50068\/10gn) 300V log < <s 500«5’\/logn)l glog o (s>§10g105" o <s>100
_— S5 : = =~ ’

nloglogn n

n

n  loglogn n

Therefore, (@) is at most

S pn

o () (S (2 ) T (2 (2)

S S n S

en\s /s\¢s 5\° 1 \v" _5
(2 () n2) en (i) o0
s n n logn

Viegn®

Cloglogn ‘/—11;1 o loglogn Cs
500 500 1
n(elogn)® | elog*?n e <n(elogn)® | | ————
log logn log logn

1 \° 1\ en
< < =o(n™). O
" (1ogn) " (1ogn) o(n™")

17

Case 3: 2 <s< In this case, (@) is at most

logn >




Claim 24. For every positive integer s € (\/%, 51n] T = 455, and i = 3e1pn, we have

(s,r,i) € O.
Proof. We have that g(p, s,r,1) is

n ﬂs
n " v p ’ p361pn oo <n <@)S 500pn2 eps Seapmy 00
s) \ &S 3e1pn h s pns 3e1pn

(en>s (500n < es )38”7”) o < (6\/1ogn)s <500\/1ogn <e>3alcfog—n> Csylogn
=n|— <n =
3

s s 3e1n €1 €1
Joen\® Csylogn e
<n (65&) (2”10”) <n27% < n2 Viogr — o(n™?). O
1

Claim 25. For every positive integer s < n, we have ( ) Togn 3pn) 0.

Proof. We have that g(p, s,r,1) is

2

1 71/2
n n2 S lf”’g n n2 n lzcig n
§ logn pn logn pn

2
pn n2

2 3pn\ logn 3pn h
< n2" epn®logn (enp < n2 (elogn (f) pn'\ log
pn? 3pn 3

3CVIogn\ VioEw e Viogn Vi e\ Cn .
< n2" elogn( ) < n2" (—) =n2" (—) =o(n™"). O
3 3 3
. ., . e3n eapn?®  3e3pn
Claim 26. For every positive integer s < T we have (s, 5> V@) €O0.
Proof. We have that g(p, s,r,1) is
1eopn? 1eopn?
n n? s 3egpn 2= n n? \/Elgi 3egpn 22k
n 1 9 p 3eapn p\/logn < n can 1 ) P y ogn p,/logn
§) \z€2pn Jogn Vlogn/ \2€2Pn L
ogn ogn Viogn
_ean 3egpn \ 32PN’
o eny/logn\ Vieen [ 2epn? [eespn’ Vieen
n —_—
= £3n e9pn? \ 3ezpn
£33N 1 nz
e /logn Viogn 26( )% 22D
=n| —— —
€3 9 3
e3n c€3n
<n (e\/logn) VIO Leapn? <n (e\/log n) VBT 5 SeaOny/logn _ o(n?). 0
€3 €3

€2p’ﬂ

Claim 27. For every positive integer s < e3n, we have (s, 353pn) 0.

18



Proof. We have that g(p, s,7,1) is

Leomm?

n n2 s seam 1egpn? n n? ean - Teap
n o) P <n oo ) (P p

s 5E2PN 3e3pn g3n/) \3€2pN €3pn

12
. en \ " [ 2epn? [ eespn \ " 2 e\ " [ 2e (e>3€3pn 2020’
xn — =n|— Y
€3N gopn? \ 3espn €3 €9 \3

< n2 VBT — (),
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