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Abstract

Both the Simonovits stability theorem and the Nikiforov spectral stability
theorem are powerful tools for solving exact values of Turán numbers in ex-
tremal graph theory. Recently, Füredi [J. Combin. Theory Ser. B 115 (2015)]
provided a concise and contemporary proof of the Simonovits stability theorem.
In this note, we present a unified treatment for some extremal graph problems,
including short proofs of Nikiforov’s spectral stability theorem and the clique
stability theorem proved recently by Ma and Qiu [European J. Combin. 84
(2020)]. Moreover, some spectral extremal problems related to the p-spectral
radius and signless Laplacian radius are also included.

Key words: Turán number; Extremal graph theory; Spectral radius; Graph
stability theorem.
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1 Introduction

Extremal graph theory is one of the significant branches of discrete mathematics
and has experienced an impressive growth during the last few decades. It deals
usually with the problem of determining or estimating the maximum or minimum
possible size of a graph which satisfies certain requirements, and further characterize
the extremal graphs attaining the bound. Such problems are related to other areas
including theoretical computer science, discrete geometry, information theory and
number theory.

∗This work was supported by NSFC (Grant No. 11931002). E-mail addresses: ytli0921@hnu.edu.
cn (Yǒngtāo Ľi), ypeng1@hnu.edu.cn (Yuèjiàn Péng, corresponding author).
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We say that a graph G is F -free if it does not contain an isomorphic copy of F
as a subgraph. For given n, the Turán number of a graph F , denoted by ex(n, F ), is
the maximum number of edges in an n-vertex F -free graph. An F -free graph on n
vertices with ex(n, F ) edges is called an extremal graph for F .

Let Kr+1 be the complete graph on r + 1 vertices. In 1941, Turán [48] solved the
natural question of determining ex(n,Kr+1) for r ≥ 2. Let Tr(n) denote the complete
r-partite graph on n vertices where its part sizes are as equal as possible. Turán
[48] extended a result of Mantel and obtained that if G is a Kr+1-free graph on n
vertices, then e(G) ≤ e(Tr(n)), equality holds if and only if G = Tr(n). There are
many extensions and generalizations on Turán’s result. In the language of extremal
number, the Turán theorem can be stated as

ex(n,Kr+1) = e(Tr(n)). (1)

Moreover, we can easily see that (1 − 1
r
)n

2

2
− r

8
≤ e(Tr(n)) ≤ (1 − 1

r
)n

2

2
. It is a

cornerstone of extremal graph theory to understand ex(n, F ) for various graphs F ;
see [15, 20, 46] for surveys. The problem of determining ex(n, F ) is usually called
the Turán-type extremal problem. The most celebrated extension of Turán’s theorem
always attributes to a result of Erdős, Stone and Simonovits, although it was proved
first in [9], but indeed easily follows from a result of Erdős and Stone [10].

Theorem 1.1 (Erdős–Stone–Simonovits, 1946/1966). If F is a graph with chromatic
number χ(F ) = r + 1, then

ex(n, F ) = e(Tr(n)) + o(n2) =

(

1− 1

r
+ o(1)

)

n2

2
.

The Turán theorem implies that every n-vertex graph with more than (1 − 1
r
)n

2

2

edges contains a copy of Kr+1. The Erdős–Stone–Simonovits theorem states that for
any integer t and ε > 0, then for sufficiently large n, every n-vertex graph with at
least (1− 1

r
)n

2

2
+ εn2 edges not only contains a copy of Kr+1, but also contains a copy

of Kr+1(t), the complete (r + 1)-partite graph with t vertices in each part.
In 1966, Erdős [12, 13] and Simonovits [45] proved a stronger structural theorem

of Theorem 1.1 and discovered that this extremal problem exhibits a certain stability
phenomenon. Let G1 and G2 be two graphs which are defined on the same vertex set.
The edit-distance between G1 and G2, denoted by d(G1, G2), is the minimum integer
k such that G1 can be obtained from G2 by adding or deleting a total number of k
edges. The following structural stability theorem was proved by Erdős [12, 13] and
Simonovits in [45]. This result bounds the edit-distance between G and Tr(n) when
G is F -free and e(G) is close to (1− o(1))ex(n, F ).

Theorem 1.2 (Erdős–Simonovits, 1966). Let F be a graph with χ(F ) = r + 1 ≥ 3.
For every ε > 0, there exist δ > 0 and n0 such that if G is a graph on n ≥ n0

vertices, and G is F -free such that e(G) ≥ (1 − 1
r
− δ)n

2

2
, then the edit distance

d(G, Tr(n)) ≤ εn2.
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Roughly speaking, if G is an n-vertex Kr+1-free graph for which e(G) is close to
e(Tr(n)), then the structure of G must resemble the Turán graph in an appropriate
sense. Over the past twenty years, the stability theorem has attracted wide public
concern and plays an important role in the development of extremal graph theory.

1.1 Spectral extremal graph problems

Let G be a simple graph on n vertices. The adjacency matrix of G is defined as
A(G) = [aij ]n×n where aij = 1 if two vertices vi and vj are adjacent in G, and aij = 0
otherwise. We say that G has eigenvalues λ1, . . . , λn if these values are eigenvalues of
the adjacency matrix A(G). Let λ(G) be the maximum value in absolute among the
eigenvalues of G, which is known as the spectral radius of graph G, that is,

λ(G) = max{|λ| : λ is an eigenvalue of G}.

By the Perron–Frobenius theorem, the spectral radius of a graph G is actually the
largest eigenvalue of G since the adjacency matrix A(G) is nonnegative. The spectral
radius of a graph sometimes can give some information about the structure of graphs.

In the classic extremal graph problem, we usually study the maximum or minimum
number of edges that the extremal graphs can have. Correspondingly, we can study
the extremal spectral problem. We define exλ(n, F ) to be the largest eigenvalue of
the adjacency matrix in an F -free n-vertex graph, that is,

exλ(n, F ) := max
{

λ(G) : |G| = n and F * G
}

.

In 2007, Nikiforov [29] showed the spectral version of the Turán theorem.

exλ(n,Kr+1) = λ(Tr(n)). (2)

By calculation, we can obtain that (1 − 1
r
)n − r

4n
≤ λ(Tr(n)) ≤ (1 − 1

r
)n. It

should be mentioned that the spectral version of the Turán theorem was early studied
independently by Guiduli in his PH.D. dissertation [17, pp. 58–61] dating back to
1996 under the guidance of László Babai. We remark here that the proof of Guiduli
for the spectral Turán theorem is completely different from that of Nikiforov [29]. The
main idea in his proof [17] reduces the problem of bounding the largest spectral radius
among Kr+1-free graphs to complete r-partite graphs, then one can show further that
the balanced complete r-partite graph attains the maximum value of the spectral
radius. The proof of Nikiforov is more algebraic and relies on a profound theorem
from [28] as well as an old theorem from [51] and [11].

A natural question we may ask is the following: what is the relation between the
spectral Turán theorem and the edge Turán theorem? Does the spectral bound imply
the edge bound of Turán’s theorem? This question was also proposed in [32]. The
answer is positive. It is well-known that e(G) ≤ n

2
λ(G), with equality if and only if G

is regular. Although the Turán graph Tr(n) is sometimes not regular, but it is nearly
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regular. Upon calculation, we can verify that e(Tr(n)) =
⌊

n
2
λ(Tr(n))

⌋

. With the help
of this observation, the spectral Turán theorem implies that

e(G) ≤
⌊n

2
λ(G)

⌋

≤
⌊n

2
λ(Tr(n))

⌋

= e(Tr(n)). (3)

Thus the spectral Turán theorem implies the classical Turán theorem.

In 2009, Nikiforov [33] proved the following theorem, which determined the asymp-
totic maximum spectral radius of F -free graphs for arbitrary graph F . Theorem 1.3
is a spectral analogue of the Erdős–Stone–Simonovits Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 1.3 (Nikiforov, 2009). If F is a graph with chromatic number χ(F ) = r+1,
then

exλ(n, F ) = λ(Tr(n)) + o(n) =

(

1− 1

r
+ o(1)

)

n.

In the same year, Nikiforov [35] proved the corresponding spectral analogue of the
Erdős–Simonovits stability theorem.

Theorem 1.4 (Nikiforov, 2009). Let F be a graph with χ(F ) = r+1 ≥ 3. For every
ε > 0, there exist δ > 0 and n0 such that if G is an F -free graph on n ≥ n0 vertices
and λ(G) ≥ (1− 1

r
− δ)n, then the edit distance d(G, Tr(n)) ≤ εn2.

Since the Rayleigh formula gives 2e(G)/n ≤ λ(G), the spectral theorem of Niki-
forov is a generalization of the Erdős–Stone–Simonovits theorem. Moreover, the
spectral stability theorem also generalizes the Simonovits stability theorem. Just like
the significance of the classical Erdős–Simonovits stability theorem, with the devel-
opment of spectral extremal graph theory, we believe commonly that the spectral
stability theorem will also play a vital role in solving the spectral extremal problems;
see, e.g., [5, 6, 24, 8] for recent progress.

1.2 Generalized extremal graph problems

Let ks(G) denote the number of copies of Ks in G. In particular, we have k1(G) =
v(G) and k2(G) = e(G). In 1949, Zykov [51], and Erdős [11] independently proved
an extension of the Turán theorem, which states that if G is an n-vertex Kr+1-free
graph, then ks(G) ≤ ks(Tr(n)) for every s = 2, 3, . . . , r, equality holds if and only if
G is the Turán graph Tr(n). For two graphs T and F , the generalized Turán number
ex(n, T, F ) is defined as the maximum number of copies of T in an F -free graph on
n vertices. For example, setting F = K2, the extremal number ex(n,K2, F ) is the
classical function ex(n, F ). Under this definition, the result of Zykov and Erdős can
be written as

ex(n,Ks, Kr+1) = ks(Tr(n)). (4)

In 2016, Alon and Shikhelman [1] systematically studied the function ex(n, T, F )
for many various combinations of T and F . In particular, they proved the following
theorem.
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Theorem 1.5 (Alon–Shikhelman, 2016). If F is a graph with chromatic number
χ(F ) = r + 1, then for every 2 ≤ s ≤ r, we have

ex(n,Ks, F ) = ks(Tr(n)) + o(ns) = (1 + o(1))

(

r

s

)

(n

r

)s

.

The following clique version of the stability theorem was proved by Ma and Qiu
[27, Theorem 1.4]. Obviously, taking the case s = 2, we can see that Theorems 1.5
and 1.6 reduce to Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 respectively.

Theorem 1.6 (Ma–Qiu, 2020). Let F be a graph with χ(F ) = r + 1 ≥ 3. For every
ε > 0, there exist δ > 0 and n0 such that if G is an F -free graph on n ≥ n0 vertices and
ks(G) ≥

(

r
s

)

(n
r
)s − δns for some 2 ≤ s ≤ r, then the edit distance d(G, Tr(n)) ≤ εn2.

The original proofs of both the classical stability theorem of Erdős and Simonovits,
the spectral stability theorem of Nikiforov and the clique stability theorem of Ma
and Qiu (Theorems 1.2, 1.4 and 1.6, respectively) are based on the proficient graph
structure analysis. In 2015, Füredi [16] provided a concise and contemporary proof
of Theorem 1.2 by applying a result of Erdős, Frankl and Rödl [14], which is a direct
consequence of the Szemerédi regularity lemma. In 2021, Liu [25] presented short
proofs to the stability results of two extremal hypergraph problems.

In this paper, we study various stability theorems. Motivated by the works of
Füredi and Liu, we shall present an alternative proof of the spectral stability theo-
rem. Our method shows that the spectral stability theorem can be deduced from the
Erdős–Simonovits stability theorem. Moreover, we shall prove that the clique stabil-
ity theorem of Ma and Qiu can also be deduced from the Erdős–Simonovits stability
theorem. Although the spectral version and clique version seem more stronger than
the classical edge version, we show that these three different versions are equivalent.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we shall introduce some useful lemmas. The first lemma is a celebrated
result of Erdős, Frankl and Rödl [14, Theorem 1.5]. It is a direct consequence of the
Szemerédi regularity lemma and graph embedding lemma.

Lemma 2.1 (Erdős–Frankl–Rödl, 1986). Let F be a graph and ε > 0 be an arbitrary
number. There is n0 such that if n ≥ n0 and G is an n-vertex F -free graph, then we
can remove at most εn2 edges from G so that the remaining graph is Kr-free, where
r = χ(F ).

Lemma 2.1 can be extended easily to hypergraphs as an implication of hypergraph
removal lemma. For a k-uniform hypergraph H , the s-blow-up of H , denoted by H(s),
is a k-uniform hypergraph obtained from H by replacing each vertex v ∈ V (H) by
an independent set Iv of s vertices, say x1

v, x
2
v, . . . , x

s
v. If {v1, v2, . . . , vk} is an edge of
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H , then we define {xa1
v1 , x

a2
v2 , . . . , x

ak
vk
} as an edge of H(s) for all 1 ≤ a1, . . . , ak ≤ s.

That is, H(s) is obtained from H by replacing each edge of H by a complete k-partite
k-uniform hypergraph with each part of size s.

Theorem 2.2. Let H be a k-uniform hypergraph. For every ε > 0 and s ≥ 1,
there exists n0 = n0(H, ε, s) such that if G is an H(s)-free k-uniform hypergraph on
n ≥ n0 vertices, then we can remove at most εnk edges from G so that the remaining
hypergraph is H-free.

Proof. The proof is a well application of the hypergraph removal lemma, which states
that for every k-graph H and every ε > 0, there is δ = δH(ε) > 0 such that any graph
on n vertices with at most δnh copies of H can be made H-free by removing at most
εnk edges. Let G be an H(s)-free k-uniform hypergraph. First of all, we can see that
the number of copies of H is at most o(nh). Otherwise, applying a theorem of Erdős
for k-partite k-graph, we can prove that Ω(nh) copies of H in G lead to a copy of H(s)
for sufficiently large n; see, e.g., [20, Theorem 2.2]. Next, applying the hypergraph
removal lemma, we can remove at most o(nk) edges from H to make it H-free.

The following lemma describes a relationship between the number of copies of Ks

and Kt in a Kr+1-free graph, where s, t are two integers less than r + 1.

Lemma 2.3 (Khadzhiivanov [22]; Sós–Straus [47]). Let G be a Kr+1-free graph on n
vertices. For every i ∈ [r], let ki denote the number of copies of Ki in G. Then

(

kr
(

r
r

)

)1/r

≤
(

kr−1
(

r
r−1

)

)1/(r−1)

≤ · · · ≤
(

k2
(

r
2

)

)1/2

≤
(

k1
(

r
1

)

)1/1

.

After finishing this paper, Nikiforov [42] told us that Lemma 2.3 was rediscovered
independently by many people in the literature; see [39] for a short survey including
a complete analytical proof and determining the cases of equality.

Let G be a graph on n vertices with m edges. Let A be the adjacency matrix of
G. It is well-known that 2m/n ≤ λ(G) ≤

√
2m, which is guaranteed by the Rayleigh

inequality λ(G) ≥ 1TA1/(1T1) = 2m/n and λ(G)2 ≤
∑n

i=1 λ
2
i = tr(A2) =

∑n
i=1 di =

2m. Moreover, we can easily show that

λ(G) ≤
√

2m

(

1− 1

n

)

. (5)

Indeed, we observe first that
∑n

i=1 λi = tr(A) = 0 and
∑n

i=1 λ
2
i = tr(A2) =

∑n
i=1 di =

2m. Applying the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, we obtain (2m − λ2
1)(n − 1) = (λ2

2 +
· · ·+ λ2

n)(n− 1) ≥ (λ2 + · · ·+ λn)
2 = λ2

1, which implies λ2
1 ≤ 2m(1− 1

n
).

In 2002, Nikiforov [28] proved a further improvement by applying the Motzkin–
Straus theorem. The conditions when equality holds in Lemma 2.4 was later deter-
mined in [32].
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Lemma 2.4 (Nikiforov, 2002). Let G be a graph with m edges. Let ω be the clique
number of G, the size of a largest complete subgraph of G. Then

λ(G) ≤
√

2m
(

1− 1

ω

)

.

Moreover, the equality holds if and only if G is a complete bipartite graph for r = 2,
or a complete regular r-partite graph for r ≥ 3 by adding some isolated vertices.

Remark. Lemma 2.4 implies that if G is a Kr+1-free graph with m edges, then
λ(G)2 ≤ 2m(1− 1

r
). On the one hand, combining with 2m/n ≤ λ(G), we get the

Turán theorem m ≤ (1 − 1
r
)n

2

2
. On the other hand, using m ≤ (1 − 1

r
)n

2

2
, we have

λ(G) ≤ (1− 1
r
)n.

3 Main results

3.1 Alternative proofs

Nikiforov’s proof of Theorem 1.3 depends on two of his important theorems: the first
theorem investigated the relation between the number of cliques and the spectral
radisu [3], the second theorem states that every graph with many r-cliques contains
a large complete r-partite subgraph [30]. The proof of Alon and Shikhelman for The-
orem 1.5 applied the graph removal lemma and needed a proposition [1, Proposition
2.1] to show that the number of copies of Kr+1 in G is at most o(nr+1).

Alternative proof of Theorems 1.3 and 1.5. Since χ(F ) = r + 1, we know that the
Turán graph Tr(n) is F -free. Moreover, we have λ(Tr(n)) ≥ (1 − 1

r
)n − r

4n
and for

2 ≤ s ≤ r, ks(Tr(n)) =
∑

0≤i1≤···≤is≤r−1

∏s
t=1⌊n+it

r
⌋ =

(

r
s

)

(n
r
)s− o(ns). Thus the lower

bounds in Theorems 1.3 and 1.5 can be witnessed by taking Tr(n) as an example.
Now, assume that G is an n-vertex F -free graph. By Lemma 2.1, we can remove
o(n2) edges from G and get a new graph G∗ which is Kr+1-free.

On the one hand, we claim that the removal of o(n2) edges from G can only
decrease λ(G) by at most o(n). Indeed, the Rayleigh inequality gives λ(G) ≤ λ(G∗)+
λ(G \G∗) and the inequality (5) implies λ(G \G∗) ≤

√

2e(G \G∗) = o(n). Since G∗

is Kr+1-free, the Nikiforov result (2) implies λ(G∗) ≤ exλ(n,Kr+1) = λ(Tr(n)). Thus,
we get λ(G) ≤ λ(Tr(n)) + o(n). This completes the proof of Theorem 1.3.

On the other hand, each edge of G is contained in at most
(

n−2
s−2

)

copies of Ks.
This implies that the removal of o(n2) edges from G can merely remove at most
o(n2)

(

n−2
s−2

)

= o(ns) copies of Ks, thus ks(G
∗) ≥ ks(G) − o(ns). Note that G∗ is

Kr+1-free, hence the Zykov result (4) gives ks(G
∗) ≤ ex(n,Ks, Kr+1) = ks(Tr(n)).

Therefore, we obtain ks(G) ≤ ks(G
∗)+ o(ns) ≤ ks(Tr(n))+ o(ns). This completes the

proof of Theorem 1.5.
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Being an interesting property of extremal problems, the spectral stability theorem
also gives rise to a surprisingly useful tool for proving the exact values of spectral
Turán extremal problems. We note that the original proof of Theorem 1.4 presented
in [35] relies heavily on a spectral stability result of large joint [34, Theorem 4] as
well as a renowned result in [30, Theorem 1]. But the proof of the spectral stability
result of large joint stated in [34] seems complicated and needs a series of results from
Nikiforov’s works in the order [3, 30, 4, 36, 31]. In the sequel, we shall provide a new
short proof of Theorem 1.4. The line of proofs are quite different.

Alternative proof of Theorem 1.4. Recall that F is a graph with χ(F ) = r + 1 ≥ 3.
Let ε > 0 be a small fixed number. Let G be an F -free graph on n vertices such
that λ(G) ≥ (1− 1

r
− δ)n, where n is a large enough number and δ is a small enough

number determined later. Applying the Simonovits stability theorem (Theorem 1.2)
to Kr+1, we know that there exist δ(Kr+1,

ε
2
) > 0 and n0 = n0(Kr+1,

ε
2
) such that

if H is an arbitrary graph on n ≥ n0 vertices satisfying that H is Kr+1-free and
e(H) ≥

(

1− 1
r
− δ(Kr+1,

ε
2
)
)

n2

2
, then the edit distance d(H, Tr(n)) ≤ ε

2
n2.

Let ε0 ∈ (0, ε
2
] be a sufficiently small number determined later. Since G is F -

free, applying Lemma 2.1, we obtain an integer n1 = n1(F, ε0) such that if n ≥ n1,
then we get a Kr+1-free subgraph by removing at most ε0n

2 edges from G. We
denote the resulting subgraph by G∗. Moreover, the Rayleigh formula and inequality
(5) give λ(G) ≤ λ(G∗) + λ(G \ G∗) < λ(G∗) +

√

2e(G \G∗). This implies that
λ(G∗) > λ(G)−

√
2ε0n ≥ (1−1

r
−δ−

√
2ε0)n. Recall thatG

∗ isKr+1-free. Applying the
remark of Lemma 2.4 to G∗, we have λ(G∗)2 ≤ (1− 1

r
)2e(G∗), which implies e(G∗) ≥

(

1− 1
r
− 2(δ +

√
2ε0)

)

n2

2
. We choose sufficiently small ε0 > 0, and sufficiently large

n ≥ max{n0, n1}, then we can choose small δ > 0 such that 2(δ+
√
2ε0) ≤ δ(Kr+1,

ε
2
).

The Simonovits stability theorem gives d(G∗, Tr(n)) ≤ ε
2
n2. Thus d(G, Tr(n)) ≤

d(G,G∗) + d(G∗, Tr(n)) ≤ εn2.

We now give a short proof of Theorem 1.6.

Alternative proof of Theorem 1.6. Let G be an F -free graph on n vertices such that
ks(G) ≥

(

r
s

)

(n
r
)s − δns, where n is a large enough number and δ is a small enough

number determined later. By Theorem 1.2, we know that for every ε > 0, there
exist δ(Kr+1,

ε
2
) > 0 and n0(Kr+1,

ε
2
) such that if H is a graph on n ≥ n0 vertices,

and H is Kr+1-free such that e(H) ≥
(

1− 1
r
− δ(Kr+1,

ε
2
)
)

n2

2
, then the edit distance

d(H, Tr(n)) ≤ ε
2
n2.

Let ε0 > 0 be a sufficiently small number. Since G is F -free, applying Lemma
2.1, we obtain an integer n1 = n1(F, ε0) such that if n ≥ n1, then we get a Kr+1-free
subgraph by removing at most ε0n

2 edges from G. We denote the resulting subgraph
by G∗. Moreover, every edge of G is contained in at most

(

n−2
s−2

)

copies ofKs. Thus the

removal of ε0n
2 edges from G can only destroy at most ε0n

2
(

n−2
s−2

)

< ε0n
s copies of Ks

in G. This implies that ks(G
∗) ≥ ks(G)− ε0n

s ≥
(

r
s

)

(n
r
)s − δns − ε0n

s. Note that G∗

is Kr+1-free. Applying Lemma 2.3 to G∗, we have (k2(G
∗)/
(

r
2

)

)1/2 ≥ (ks(G
∗)/
(

r
s

)

)1/s,
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which implies e(G∗) ≥
(

r
2

) (

(n
r
)s − (δ + ε0)n

s/
(

r
s

))2/s ≥ (1 − 1
r
)n

2

2
− t, where t =

(

r
2

) (

(δ + ε0)n
s/
(

r
s

))2/s
. We choose sufficiently small ε0 > 0, and sufficiently large n ≥

max{n0, n1}, then we can choose δ > 0 small enough such that t ≤ δ(Kr+1,
ε
2
)n

2

2
. Thus

the Simonovits stability theorem implies d(G, Tr(n)) ≤ d(G,G∗) + d(G∗, Tr(n)) ≤
εn2.

3.2 Revisiting color-critical graphs

Let e be an edge of graph F . We say that e is a color-critical edge of F if χ(F − e) <
χ(F ). We say that F is color-critical if F contains a color-critical edge. There are
many graphs that are color-critical. For instance, the following graphs are color-
critical. Every edge of the complete graph Kr+1 is a color-critical edge. Then Kr+1

is color-critical with χ(Kr+1) = r + 1. Every edge of the odd cycle C2k+1 is a color-
critical edge. So C2k+1 is color-critical with χ(C2k+1) = 3. Let Wn = K1 ∨ Cn−1 be
the wheel graph on n vertices, a vertex that joins all vertices of Cn−1. The even wheel
graph W2k is color-critical and χ(W2k) = 4. However, we can check that the odd
wheel graph W2k+1 is not color-critical and χ(W2k+1) = 3. Let Bk = K2 ∨ Ik−2 be
the book graph, that is, k triangles sharing a common edge. Then Bk is color-critical
and χ(Bk) = 3.

In 1966, Simonovits [45] proved a celebrated result, which gives the exact Turán
number for all color-critical graphs.

Theorem 3.1 (Simonovits, 1966). If F is a graph with a critical edge and χ(F ) = r+1
where r ≥ 2, then there exists an n0 = n0(F ) such that

ex(n, F ) = e(Tr(n))

holds for all n ≥ n0, and the unique extremal graph is the Turán graph Tr(n).

In 2009, Nikiforov [34, Theorem 2] proved the corresponding result in terms of the
spectral radius.

Theorem 3.2 (Nikiforov, 2009). If F is a graph with a critical edge and χ(F ) = r+1
where r ≥ 2, then there exists an n0 = n0(F ) such that

exλ(n, F ) = λ(Tr(n))

holds for all n ≥ n0, and the unique extremal graph is Tr(n).

Note that Theorem 3.2 implies Theorem 3.1 by applying (3). Indeed, assume that
F is a color-critical graph with χ(F ) = r + 1 and G is F -free, Theorem 3.2 implies
that for sufficiently large n, we have λ(G) ≤ λ(Tr(n)), which together with (3) yields
e(G) ≤ e(Tr(n)).

Correspondingly, it was proved by Ma and Qiu [27] that for a color-critical graph
F with χ(F ) = r + 1 and sufficiently large n, the Turán graph Tr(n) is the unique
graph attaining the maximum number of copies of Ks in an n-vertex F -free graph.

9



In what follows, we escape from the framework of the proof of Nikiforov and
give an alternative proof of Theorem 3.2 by applying the spectral stability theorem
(Theorem 1.4). The proof of Nikiforov [34] relies heavily on a series of works stated
in the order of [29, 36, 31, 3, 30]. Our proof is more transparent and straightforward,
we shall use some significant ideas and techniques of the Szemerédi regularity lemma
although we do not apply the regularity lemma directly.

Let G be an n-vertex graph and G′ be an r-partite subgraph of G with partition
V (G′) = U1 ∪U2 ∪ · · · ∪Ur. Let ε > 0 be a sufficiently small number. We say that G′

is ε-almost complete if for any v ∈ Ui and any j 6= i, we have |N(v)∩Uj | ≥ |Uj|− εn.
In other words, the number of non-neighbors of v in Uj is at most εn.

Lemma 3.3. Let F be a color-critical graph χ(F ) = r+ 1 where r ≥ 2. Let ε > 0 be
small enough. Let G be an n-vertex F -free graph with n large enough. If G contains
an ε-almost complete r-partite subgraph G′ with V (G′) = U1∪U2∪ · · ·∪Ur, and large
enough |Ui|, then
(i) All parts U1, U2, . . . , Ur are independent sets in G.
(ii) For every x ∈ V (G) \ V (G′), there exists a vertex set Ui such that x has at most
εrtn neighbors in Ui, where t is the number of vertices of F .

Proof. (i) Since F is a graph with a critical edge and χ(F ) = r + 1, there is an edge
{x, y} ∈ E(F ) such that F \ {x, y} is a subgraph of the complete r-partite graph
Kt,t,...,t = Kr(t). Without loss of generality, we may assume on the contrary that
U1 contains an edge {u, v}. We choose a vertex set T1 ⊆ U1 satisfying |T1| = t
and {u, v} ⊆ T1. Suppose we have obtained sets T1, T2, . . . , Ti such that |Ti| = t
and T1, T2, . . . , Ti form a complete i-partite graph Ki(t). Note that G′ is ε-almost
complete, so every x ∈ T1 ∪ · · · ∪ Ti misses at most εn vertices in Ui+1, i.e., excepting
at most itεn vertices of Ui+1, the remaining vertices of Ui+1 are adjacent to every
vertex of T1 ∪ · · · ∪ Ti. Observe that |Ui+1| − itεn ≥ t. Hence there exists a set
Ti+1 ⊆ Ui+1 with |Ti+1| = t such that the vertex sets T1, . . . , Ti, Ti+1 form a complete
(i + 1)-partite graph Ki+1(t). We can proceed this operation until we find r sets
T1, T2, . . . , Tr satisfying |Ti| = t and they form a complete r-partite graph. Note that
{u, v} is an edge in T1, it corresponds to the edge {x, y} of F . Thus F is contained
in G′, and so it is contained in G, a contradiction.

(ii) Suppose that x has at least εrtn neighbors in set Ui for every i = 1, 2, . . . , r.
Since F is a fixed graph on t vertices, we know that εrtn ≥ t holds for fixed small ε
and then sufficiently large n. Setting U ′

i = N(x)∩Ui for every i = 1, 2, . . . , r. Firstly,
we choose a set T1 ⊆ U ′

1 with |T1| = t. Suppose that we have find sets T1, T2, . . . , Ti

satisfying Ti ⊆ U ′
i , |Ti| = t and T1, T2, . . . , Ti form a complete i-partite graph Ki(t).

Observe that every v ∈ T1 ∪ · · · ∪ Ti misses at most εn vertices of Ui+1, so it misses
at most εn vertices of U ′

i+1. Note that |U ′
i+1| ≥ rtεn, hence for sufficiently large

n, we can find a set Ti+1 ⊆ U ′
i+1 such that |Ti+1| = t and every vertex of Ti+1 is

adjacent to every vertex of T1 ∪ · · · ∪Ti. By repeating this process, we can find r sets
T1, T2, . . . , Tr such that Ti ⊆ U ′

i , |Ti| = t and T1, T2, . . . , Tr form a complete r-partite
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graph. Observe that F is contained in the complete (r + 1)-partite graph formed by
{x}, T1, . . . , Tr, so it is contained in G, a contradiction.

We now start our new proof of Theorem 3.2.

Alternative proof of Theorem 3.2. Let F be a graph with a critical edge and χ(F ) =
r + 1. Assume that G is an n-vertex F -free graph with λ(G) ≥ λ(Tr(n)), our goal
is to show G = Tr(n). Set ε > 0 as a sufficiently small constant. First of all, we
claim that δ(G) ≥ (1 − 1

r
− ε)n. Otherwise, if there exists a vertex with degree less

than (1− 1
r
− ε)n, then by a standard argument of successively-vertex deletion [31,

Theorem 5], we obtain a subgraph G1 of G satisfying |G1| = n1 ≥ n/2 vertices and
one of the following conditions:
(a) λ(G1) > (1− 1

r
+ ε

4
)n1; or

(b) δ(G1) ≥ (1− 1
r
− ε)n1 and λ(G1) > λ(Tr(n1)).

If Condition (a) happens, then we can see that G1 contains F as a subgraph by
applying Theorem 1.3 for sufficiently large n. In what follows, we consider Condition
(b). In other words, G has a subgraphG1 on n1 > n/2 vertices with λ(G1) > λ(Tr(n1))
and the minimum degree δ(G1) ≥ (1− 1

r
− ε)n1.

Note that λ(Tr(n1)) ≥ (1− 1
r
)n1 − r

4n1
. By the spectral stability Theorem 1.4, we

have d(G1, Tr(n1)) ≤ εn2
1. Hence there exists an r-partition of the vertex set of G1, say

V (G1) = V1 ∪ V2 ∪ · · · ∪ Vr such that |Vi| = ⌊n1/r⌋ or ⌈n1/r⌉ for every i = 1, 2, . . . , r,
and

∑r
i=1 e(G1[Vi]) + e(Tr(n1)) − e(G1[V1, V2, . . . , Vr]) ≤ εn2

1, where G1[Vi] is the
subgraph of G1 induced by Vi and G1[V1, V2, . . . , Vr] is the r-partite subgraph of G1

formed between sets V1, V2, . . . , Vr. Note that e(Tr(n1)) − e(G1[V1, V2, . . . , Vr]) is the
number of edges of Tr(n) missing from G1, i.e., the pair {x, y} with x ∈ Vi, y ∈
Vj, i 6= j and {x, y} /∈ E(G1). For every i = 1, 2, . . . , r, we define Bi as the set
of vertices of Vi missing at least

√
εn1 edges from some Vj, that is, Bi = {v ∈

Vi : |N(v) ∩ Vj| ≤ |Vj| −
√
εn1 for some j 6= i}. We call such vertex a bad vertex

and denote B = ∪r
i=1Bi. Then |B| ≤ 2εn2

1√
εn1

= 2
√
εn1. Let Ui = Vi \ Bi for every

i = 1, . . . , r. Then |Ui| ≥ |Vi| − |B| > n1

r
− 3

√
εn1. For every v ∈ Ui and j 6= i,

we have |N(v) ∩ Uj | ≥ |N(v) ∩ Vj | − |B| ≥ (|Vj| −
√
εn1) − 2

√
εn1 ≥ |Uj | − 3

√
εn1.

Thus G1[U1, U2, . . . , Ur] is a 3
√
ε-almost complete r-partite subgraph of G1. By (i) of

Lemma 3.3, we know that U1, U2, . . . , Ur are independent sets.
If B is non-empty, then for each bad vertex x ∈ B, by (ii) of Lemma 3.3, there

exists a set Ui such that |N(x) ∩ Ui| ≤ 3
√
εrtn1. Now we add the bad vertex x into

the set Ui, and get a new r-partition, say U ′
1, . . . , U

′
i , . . . , U

′
r, where U

′
i = Ui∪{x} and

other U ′
j = Uj for j 6= i. We claim that the new partition G1[U

′
1, . . . , U

′
r] is (7

√
εrt)-

almost complete. Note that δ(G1) ≥ (1 − 1
r
− ε)n1, so we have |N(x) ∩ (∪j 6=iUj)| ≥

d(x)− |B| − |N(x) ∩Ui| ≥ (1− 1
r
− ε)n1 − 2

√
εn1 − 3

√
εrtn1 ≥ (1− 1

r
)n1 − 6

√
εrtn1.

Note that | ∪j 6=i Uj | ≤ | ∪j 6=i Vj | ≤ n − ⌊n1

r
⌋ < (1 − 1

r
)n1 +

√
εrtn1 for sufficiently

large n1. Thus we obtain |N(x)∩ (∪j 6=iUj)| ≥ | ∪j 6=i Uj | − 7
√
εrtn1. So the number of

non-neighbors of x in set ∪j 6=iUj is at most 7
√
εrtn1, which implies that the number

of non-neighbors of x in each Uj with j 6= i is at most 7
√
εrtn1. Thus we get
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|N(x)∩Uj | ≥ |Uj| − 7
√
εrtn1 for every j 6= i. So we complete the proof of our claim.

By (i) of Lemma 3.3, we know that U ′
1, U

′
2, . . . , U

′
r are still independent sets.

If B \ {x} is non-empty, then for each bad vertex y ∈ B \ {x}, by (ii) of Lemma
3.3, there exists a set U ′

i such that |N(y) ∩ U ′
i | ≤ (7

√
εrt) · rtn1. We add the vertex

y to the set U ′
i , and obtain a new r-partition. Repeating the above process, we can

keep adding all bad vertices of B into our r-partition until B = ∅. At the end of our
process, we conclude that G1 is an r-partite graph. Certainly, G1 is Kr+1-free, the
spectral Turán theorem implies λ(G1) ≤ λ(Tr(n1)). Recall that Condition (b) states
that λ(G1) > λ(Tr(n1)), so we get a contradiction.

Hence, there are no vertices of G with degree less than (1− 1
r
− ε)n. We conclude

that G is an F -free graph on n vertices with λ(G) ≥ λ(Tr(n)) and δ(G) ≥ (1− 1
r
−ε)n.

Now, replacing G1 with G, and repeating the above discussions, we can show that G
is an r-partite graph. Keeping in mind that λ(G) ≥ λ(Tr(n)), we obtain that G is a
balanced complete r-partite graph on n vertices.

Our proof in above is a standard graph structure analysis. It is worth noting that
one can prove Theorem 3.1 by modifying slightly the above proof of the spectral ver-
sion. Generally speaking, the stability method has two steps. First one need to prove
a stability theorem, i.e., any construction of close to maximum size is structurally
close to the conjectured extremal graph. Armed with this approximate structure,
we can consider any supposed better construction as being obtained from the ex-
tremal example by introducing a small number of imperfections into the structure.
The second step is to analyze any possible imperfection and show that it must lead
to a suboptimal configuration, so in fact the conjectured extremal example must be
optimal; see [20, 26] for similar examples.

3.3 Making Kr+1-free graphs r-partite

In this subsection, we shall study the problem of how many edges needed to be
removed in a Kr+1-free graph to make its being r-partite. For integer r ≥ 2, let
Dr(G) denote the minimum number of edges which need to be removed to make G
being r-partite. For cliques, the Erdős–Simonovits theorem [45] states that for every
ε > 0, there exist δ > 0 and n0 such that if G is a Kr+1-free graph on n ≥ n0 vertices
and e(G) ≥ e(Tr(n)) − δn2, then Dr(G) ≤ εn2. In 2015, Füredi [16] provided an
elegant proof of the result that every Kr+1-free graph G on n vertices with at least
e(Tr(n))− t edges satisfies Dr(G) ≤ t. This provided a quantitative improvement of
the Erdős–Simonovits theorem. Very recently, Balogh, Clristian, Lavrov, Lidický and
Pfender [2] determined asymptotically a sharp bound on the number of edges that
are needed for small t ∈ N∗.

Theorem 3.4 (Balogh–Clristian–Lavrov–Lidický–Pfender, 2021). Let r ≥ 2 be an
integer. For all n ≥ 3r2 and 0 ≤ δ ≤ 10−7r−12, the following holds. If G is a Kr+1-
free graph on n vertices with e(G) ≥ e(Tr(n))−δn2, then Dr(G) ≤

(

2r
3
√
3
+oδ(1)

)

δ3/2n2,

where oδ(1) is a term converging to 0 as δ tending to 0.
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In the sequel, we present the spectral version and clique version of Theorem 3.4.

Theorem 3.5. Let r ≥ 2, n ≥ 3r2 and 0 ≤ δ ≤ 10−7r−12. If G is an n-vertex
Kr+1-free graph such that λ(G) ≥ (1− 1

r
− δ)n, then Dr(G) ≤

(

2r
3
√
3
+ oδ(1)

)

δ3/2n2.

Proof. Since G is Kr+1-free, applying the remark of Lemma 2.4, we have λ(G)2 ≤
(1 − 1

r
)2e(G). Thus we have e(G) ≥ 1

2
λ(G)2/(1 − 1

r
) ≥ n2

2
(1 − 1

r
− δ)2/(1 − 1

r
) >

n2

2
(1− 1

r
−2δ) ≥ e(Tr(n))−δn2. The desired result follows immediately from Theorem

3.4.

Theorem 3.6. Given r ≥ 2 and s ≥ 2. Let n be large and δ > 0 be sufficiently small.
If G is a graph on n vertices, and G is Kr+1-free such that ks(G) ≥

(

r
s

)

(n
r
)s − δns,

then Dr(G) ≤
(

2r
3
√
3
+ oδ(1)

)(

r
2

)3/2
/
(

r
s

)3/s · δ3/sn2.

Proof. Note thatG isKr+1-free. Applying Lemma 2.3, we get e(G) ≥
(

r
2

)

(ks(G)/
(

r
s

)

)2/s,

which together with the assumption yields e(G) ≥
(

r
2

) (

(n
r
)s − δns/

(

r
s

))2/s ≥
(

r
2

)

(n
r
)2−

(

r
2

)

/
(

r
s

)2/s · δ2/sn2 ≥ e(Tr(n))−
(

r
2

)

/
(

r
s

)2/s · δ2/sn2. By Theorem 3.4, we obtain the re-

quired result Dr(G) ≤
(

2r
3
√
3
+ oδ(1)

)(

r
2

)3/2
/
(

r
s

)3/s · δ3/sn2.

Remark. The Rayleigh formula gives 2e(G)/n ≤ λ(G). Thus Theorem 3.5 extends
Theorem 3.4 slightly. In particular, the case s = 2 in Theorem 3.6 reduces to Theorem
3.4. In addition, Theorem 3.6 is an improvement of a recent result of Liu [25, Theorem
4.1].

For a positive integer r ≥ 2, a graph G is said to be Kr+1-saturated (or maximal
Kr+1-free) if it contains no copy of Kr+1, but the addition of any edge from the
complement G creates at least one copy of Kr+1. In 2018, Popielarz, Sahasrabudhe
and Snyder [43] proved the following stronger stability theorem for Kr+1-saturated
graphs.

Theorem 3.7 (Popielarz–Sahasrabudhe–Snyder, 2018). Let r ≥ 2 be an integer. For
any ε > 0, there exist δ > 0 and n0 such that if G is a Kr+1-saturated graph on
n ≥ n0 vertices with e(G) ≥ (1− 1

r
)n

2

2
− δn

r+1

r , then G contains a complete r-partite
subgraph on (1− ε)n vertices.

The spectral version and clique version can be obtained similarly.

Theorem 3.8. Let r ≥ 2 be an integer. For any ε > 0, there exist δ > 0 and n0 such
that if G is a Kr+1-saturated graph on n ≥ n0 vertices with λ(G) ≥ (1 − 1

r
)n − δn

1

r ,
then G contains a complete r-partite subgraph on (1− ε)n vertices.

The following theorem extends Theorem 3.7 by setting s = 2.

Theorem 3.9. Let r ≥ 2 and s ≥ 2 be integers. For any ε > 0, there exist δ > 0
and n0 such that if G is a Kr+1-saturated graph on n ≥ n0 vertices with ks(G) ≥
(

r
s

)

(n
r
)s − δns r+1

2r , then G contains a complete r-partite subgraph on (1− ε)n vertices.
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3.4 Stability result for the p-spectral radius

The spectral radius of a graph is defined as the largest eigenvalue of its adjacency
matrix. By the Rayleigh theorem, we know that it is also equal to the maximum
value of xTA(G)x = 2

∑

{i,j}∈E(G) xixj over all x ∈ Rn with |x1|2 + · · · + |xn|2 = 1.
The definition of the spectral radius was recently extended to the p-spectral radius.
We denote the p-norm of x by ‖x‖p = (|x1|p + · · · + |xn|p)1/p. More precisely, the
p-spectral radius of graph G is defined as

λ(p)(G) := max
‖x‖p=1

2
∑

{i,j}∈E(G)

xixj .

We remark that λ(p)(G) is a versatile parameter. Indeed, λ(1)(G) is known as the
Lagrangian function of G, λ(2)(G) is the spectral radius of its adjacency matrix, and

lim
p→+∞

λ(p)(G) = 2e(G), (6)

which can be guaranteed by the following inequality

2e(G)n−2/p ≤ λ(p)(G) ≤ (2e(G))1−1/p. (7)

To some extent, the p-spectral radius can be viewed as a unified extension of the clas-
sical spectral radius and the size of a graph. In addition, it is worth mentioning that if
1 ≤ q ≤ p, then λ(p)(G)n2/p ≤ λ(q)(G)n2/q and (λ(p)(G)/2e(G))p ≤ (λ(q)(G)/2e(G))q;
see [39, Proposition 2.13 and 2.14] for more details.

As commented by Kang and Nikiforov in [19, p. 3], linear-algebraic methods are
irrelevant for the study of λ(p)(G) in general, and in fact no efficient methods are
known for it. Thus the study of λ(p)(G) for p 6= 2 is far more complicated than the
classical spectral radius.

The extremal function for p-spectral radius is given as

ex
(p)
λ (n, F ) := max{λ(p)(G) : |G| = n and G is F -free}.

To some extent, the proof of results on the p-spectral radius shares some similarities
with the usual spectral radius when p > 1; see [39, 19] for extremal problems for
the p-spectral radius. In 2014, Kang and Nikiforov [19] extended the Turán theorem
to the p-spectral version for p > 1. They proved that if G is a Kr+1-free graph on
n vertices, then λ(p)(G) ≤ λ(p)(Tr(n)), equality holds if and only if G = Tr(n). In
symbols, we have

ex
(p)
λ (n,Kr+1) = λ(p)(Tr(n)). (8)

Theorem 3.10. If F is a graph with chromatic number χ(F ) = r+1, then for every
p > 1,

ex
(p)
λ (n, F ) = λ(p)(Tr(n)) + o(n2−(2/p)) =

(

1− 1

r
+ o(1)

)

n2−(2/p).
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Theorem 3.10 extends both Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.3 by noting (6).

Proof. The Turán graph Tr(n) is r-partite, so Tr(n) is an F -free graph. Moreover,
by inequality (7), we have λ(p)(Tr(n)) ≥ 2e(Tr(n))n

−2/p ≥ (1 − 1
r
)n2−(2/p) − r

4n2/p .

Thus Tr(n) gives the lower bound ex
(p)
λ (n, F ) ≥ λ(p)(Tr(n)) ≥ (1 − 1

r
+ o(1))n2−(2/p).

More precisely, we can obtain by detailed computation that λ(p)(Tr(n)) = (1 +
O( 1

n2 ))2e(Tr(n))n
−2/p = (1 − O( 1

n2 ))(1 − 1
r
)n2−2/p, where O( 1

n2 ) stands for a posi-
tive error term.

Now, assume that G is an n-vertex F -free graph. By Lemma 2.1, we can remove
o(n2) edges from G and get a new graph G∗ which is Kr+1-free. We claim that
the removal of o(n2) edges from G can only decrease λ(p)(G) by at most o(n2−2/p).
Indeed, we can see from the definition that λ(p)(G) ≤ λ(p)(G∗)+λ(p)(G\G∗), and the
inequality (7) implies λ(p)(G \G∗) ≤ (2e(G \G∗))1−1/p = o(n2−2/p). Since G∗ is Kr+1-

free, the Kang–Nikiforov result (8) implies λ(p)(G∗) ≤ ex
(p)
λ (n,Kr+1) = λ(p)(Tr(n)).

Thus, we get λ(p)(G) ≤ λ(p)(Tr(n)) + o(n2−2/p). This completes the proof.

Our unified treatment of Theorems 1.4 and 1.6 stated in Subsection 3.1 can allow
us to generalize the spectral stability theorem in terms of the p-spectral radius.

Theorem 3.11. Let F be a graph with χ(F ) = r+1 ≥ 3. For every p > 1 and ε > 0,
there exist δ > 0 and n0 such that if G is a graph on n ≥ n0 vertices, and G is F -free
such that λ(p)(G) ≥ (1− 1

r
− δ)n2−(2/p), then the edit distance d(G, Tr(n)) ≤ εn2.

Theorem 3.11 extends both Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.4 by applying (6).

Proof. The proof is short and similar. It is based on applying Theorem 1.2 and
Lemma 2.1. There are two differences in the proof. The first is that λ(p)(G) ≤
λ(p)(G∗) + λ(p)(G \G∗). The second is an extension of Lemma 2.4, which states that
λ(p)(G) ≤ (2m)1−1/p(1 − 1

r
)1/p whenever G is an m-edge Kr+1-free graph; see, e.g.,

[19, Theorem 3].

In the above, we established the stability theorem for p-spectral radius. Under
the similar line of our proof of Theorem 3.2, applying the p-spectral stability theorem
can allow us to extend Theorem 3.2 and prove the exact p-spectral Turán function
for every color-critical graph and real value p > 1. Moreover, it is possible to extend
the usual spectral extremal results to the p-spectral radius by applying the p-spectral
stability result.

Theorem 3.12. If F is a graph with a critical edge and χ(F ) = r + 1 where r ≥ 2,
then for every real number p > 1, there exists an n0 = n0(F, p) such that

ex
(p)
λ (n, F ) = λ(p)(Tr(n))

holds for all n ≥ n0, and the unique extremal graph is the Turán graph Tr(n).

Remark. We remark that Kang and Nikiforov [19, Theorem 6], Keevash, Lenz and
Mubayi [21, Corollary 1.5] independently proved the same result with a different
method.
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3.5 The minimum degree version

In this subsection, we shall consider the extremal graph problems in term of the
minimum degree. Recall that δ(G) is the minimum degree of G. We define exδ(n, F )
to be the largest minimum degree in an n-vertex graph that contains no copy of F ,
that is,

exδ(n, F ) := max
{

δ(G) : |G| = n and F * G
}

.

First of all, we prove the degree version of Turán’s theorem.∗

Theorem 3.13. If G is an n-vertex graph containing no copy of Kr+1, then

δ(G) ≤ δ(Tr(n)).

Moreover, the equality holds if and only if G = Tr(n).

Before starting the proof, we show that the degree Turán theorem implies the
classical Turán theorem. Indeed, given an n-vertex Kr+1-free graph G, the degree
Turán Theorem 3.13 implies δ(G) ≤ δ(Tr(n)). We delete a vertex of minimum degree,
and the resulting graphG′ has n−1 vertices with e(G′) = e(G)−δ(G) edges. Note that
G′ has no copy of Kr+1. By the inductive hypothesis, we obtain e(G′) ≤ e(Tr(n−1)).
Thus we have e(G) = e(G′) + δ(G) ≤ e(Tr(n− 1)) + δ(Tr(n)) = e(Tr(n)). Moreover,
the equality holds if and only if e(G′) = e(Tr(n−1)) and δ(G) = δ(Tr(n)). Hence the
equality case of the degree Turán theorem implies G = Tr(n).

Proof. Note that δ(Tr(n)) = n−⌈n
r
⌉ and δ(G) ≥ n−⌈n

r
⌉+1. Suppose that n = qr+s,

where 1 ≤ s ≤ r. Hence δ(G) ≥ n− (q + 1) + 1 = n− q. Let u1, . . . , ur be r distinct
vertices in G. Then we have | ∩r

i=1 N(ui)| ≥
∑r

i=1 |N(ui)| − (r − 1)| ∪r
i=1 N(ui)| ≥

r(n− q)− (r − 1)n = s ≥ 1, which implies that G contains a copy of Kr+1.

In what follows, we give another way to show the degree version. More precisely,
we shall show that the degree version for such extremal problem can be deduced from
the classical edge version.

Second proof. Let G be a Kr+1-free graph on n vertices. By the Turán theorem, we
know that e(G) ≤ e(Tr(n)). We assume on the contrary that δ(G) ≥ δ(Tr(n)) + 1.
We assume that s vertices of Tr(n) have degree δ(Tr(n)), and t vertices have degree
δ(Tr(n))+1, where s+t = n and 0 ≤ t < n. We have 2e(G) =

∑

di ≥ nδ(Tr(n))+n >
nδ(Tr(n)) + t = 2e(Tr(n)), a contradiction. Therefore, we get δ(G) ≤ δ(Tr(n)).
Moreover, equality holds if and only if e(G) = e(Tr(n)), and then G = Tr(n). So
the Turán theorem implies the degree version. On the other hand, the degree version
can deduce the Turán theorem by deleting a vertex with minimum degree, we have
e(G) = e(G− v) + d(v) ≤ e(Tr(n− 1)) + δ(Tr(n)) = e(Tr(n)).

∗We are not sure whether Theorem 3.13 have already appeared in the literature, though we have
not yet found this theorem elsewhere, so we intend to present a proof here for completeness.
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As mentioned before the proof, we know that the degree version implies the clas-
sical Turán theorem. The proof of Theorem 3.13 seems not complicated. However, it
is surprising that Theorem 3.13 seems not well-known in extremal graph community.
Moreover, the second proof reveals an interesting phenomenon that both the degree
version and the edge version of the Turán theorem are equivalent.

Remark. For some extremal graph problems, if the extremal graph is regular or
nearly regular, then almost all degree version can imply the usual edge version. For
example, the extremal hypergraph Turán problem for the Fano plane. Generally
speaking, for some problems with the extremal graphs far from being regular, these
two versions can not be converted to each other. For instance, the Erdős–Ko–Rado
theorem and its degree version, the Hilton–Milner theorem and its degree version.

For completeness, we next are going to present the degree versions of the Erdős–
Stone–Simonovits theorem and Erdős–Simonovits stability theorem. The proofs can
be given as a direct consequence of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2.

Theorem 3.14. If F is a graph with chromatic number χ(F ) = r + 1, then

exδ(n, F ) = δ(Tr(n)) + o(n) =

(

1− 1

r
+ o(1)

)

n.

Theorem 3.15 (Degree stability theorem). Let F be a graph with χ(F ) = r+1 ≥ 3.
For every ε > 0, there exist δ > 0 and n0 such that if G is a graph on n ≥ n0 vertices,
and G is F -free such that δ(G) ≥ (1− 1

r
−δ)n, then the edit distance d(G, Tr(n)) ≤ εn2.

Applying the degree stability theorem and the techniques of the proof in Subsec-
tion 3.2, we can similarly prove the following corresponding theorem for all color-
critical graphs.

Theorem 3.16. If F is a graph with a critical edge and χ(F ) = r + 1 where r ≥ 2,
then there exists an n0 = n0(F ) such that

exδ(n, F ) = δ(Tr(n))

holds for all n ≥ n0, and the unique extremal graph is the Turán graph Tr(n).

3.6 The signless Laplacian spectral radius

Given a graph G, the signless Laplacian matrix of G is defined as Q(G) = D(G) +
A(G), where D(G) = diag(d1, . . . , dn) is the degree diagonal matrix and A(G) is the
adjacency matrix. We denote by q(G) the largest eigenvalue of Q(G). Since Q(G) is
a positive semidefinite matrix, its largest eigenvalue is actually the spectral radius.
Hence we call q(G) the signless Laplacian spectral radius of G.

A natural question is to extend the above-mentioned results on the adjacency
spectral radius to that of the signless Laplacian spectral radius. We define exq(n, F )
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to be the largest eigenvalue of the signless Laplacian matrix in an n-vertex graph that
contains no copy of F . That is,

exq(n, F ) := max
{

q(G) : |G| = n and F * G
}

.

Note that Q(G) = D(G)−A(G) + 2A(G) and D(G)−A(G) is positive semidefinite.
It is known by the Weyl theorem for monotonicity of eigenvalues that 2λ(G) ≤ q(G).
Thus any upper bound on q(G) yields an upper bound on λ(G).

In 2013, He, Jin and Zhang [18] proved that if G is an n-vertex Kr+1-free graph,
then q(G) ≤ q(Tr(n)). Moreover, the equality holds if and only if G is a complete
bipartite graph (not necessarily balanced) for r = 2 or G = Tr(n) for r ≥ 3. In other
words, we have

exq(n,Kr+1) = q(Tr(n)). (9)

It is worth noting that the extremal graphs for the case r = 2 are not unique. This
phenomenon is surprisingly different from the extremal problem on the adjacency
spectral radius. Moreover, the signless Laplacian spectral Turán theorem (9) also
implies the classical Turán theorem (1); see [18, Corollary 2.5].

It is natural to consider the extremal problem for signless Laplacian radius for
general graphs. However, the Erdős–Stone–Simonovits type result and the Erdős–
Simonovits type stability result in terms of the signless Laplacian spectral radius do
not hold.

Remark. Let F be a graph with chromatic number χ(F ) = r + 1. The Erdős–Stone
type result exq(n, F ) =

(

1− 1
r

)

2n+ o(n) is not necessary to be true.

The result is negative in the case F = C2k+2 for every integer k ≥ 1.

• First of all, we take F = C4 as a counter-example. When n is odd, let Fn

be the friendship graph of order n, that is, Fn = K1 ∨ n−1
2
K2; When n is

even, let Fn be the graph obtained from Fn−1 by hanging an extra edge to its
center. In other words, the Fn can be viewed as a graph obtained from K1,n−1

by adding a maximum matching within the independent set. Note that Fn

is C4-free. Upon computation, we get q(Fn) = n+2+
√
n2−4n+12
2

for odd n; and

q(Fn) = n+1+
√
n2−2n+9
2

for even n. Thus we have exq(n, C4) ≥ n + o(1). But
χ(C4) = 2 and (1− 1

r
)2n+ o(n) = o(n).

• For the case k ≥ 2, let Sn,k be the graph consisting of a clique on k vertices
and an independent set on n − k vertices in which each vertex of the clique is
adjacent to each vertex of the independent set. We can observe that Sn,k does
not contain C2k+2 as a subgraph. Furthermore, let S+

n,k be the graph obtained
from Sn,k by adding an edge to the independent set In−k. In the language of
join of graphs, we have S+

n,k = Kk ∨ I+n−k. Clearly, we can see that S+
n,k is still

C2k+2-free and

q(S+
n,k) > q(Sn,k) =

n+ 2k − 2 +
√

(n+ 2k − 2)2 − 8k2 + 8k

2
.
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Hence either the graph Sn,k or S+
n,k can yield exq(n, C2k+2) ≥ n+ o(n). However

we have χ(C2k+2) = 2 and (1− 1
r
)2n+ o(n) = o(n).

It is worth noting that Freitas, Nikiforov and Patuzzi [7] showed that ex(n, C4) =
q(Fn) and Fn is the unique extremal graph. Moreover, Nikiforov and Yuan [40] proved
exq(n, C2k+2) = q(S+

n,k) for all k ≥ 2, n ≥ 400k2 and S+
n,k is the unique extremal graph.

It is a problem whether the condition can be relax to n ≥ ck for some constant
c > 0. In addition, it is meaningful to determine graphs F satisfying exq(n, F ) =
(

1− 1
r

)

2n+ o(n).

For the signless Laplacian radius, one may make the following remark.

Remark. The following statement is not true: For any graph F with χ(F ) = r + 1,
r ≥ 2 and ε > 0, there exist δ > 0 and n0 such that if n ≥ n0 and G is an F -free graph
on n vertices with q(G) ≥ (1− 1

r
− δ)2n, then the edit distance d(G, Tr(n)) ≤ εn2.

Indeed, we now consider the case F = C2k+1 or F = F2k+1 for every k ≥ 2,
where F2k+1 is defined as the graph consisting of k triangles intersecting in exactly
one common vertex. Note that χ(C2k+1) = χ(F2k+1) = 3. If G is C2k+1-free (or
F2k+1-free) with q(G) ≥ (1

2
− o(1))2n, then we can not get d(G, T2(n)) = o(n2). The

reasons are stated as below. Recall that Sn,k is the graph consisting of a clique on k
vertices and an independent set on n− k vertices in which each vertex of the clique
is adjacent to each vertex of the independent set. Clearly, we can see that Sn,k does
not contain C2k+1 and F2k+1 as a subgraph. Taking G = Sn,k, we calculate that
q(Sn,k) ∼ n + 2k − 2 ≥ (1

2
− o(1))2n. However, the fact e(Sn,k) =

(

k
2

)

+ k(n − k),
which together with T2(n) = ⌊n2/4⌋ implies d(G, T2(n)) ≥ Ω(n2) for fixed integer k.

We mention here that for k = 1, the C3-free graphs attaining the maximum
signless Laplacian radius are complete bipartite graphs [18]. For k ≥ 2, the C2k+1-
free graph attains the maximum signless Laplacian radius is uniquely the split graph
Sn,k = Kk ∨ In−k. This result was proved by Freitas, Nikiforov and Patuzzi [7] for
k = 2 and n ≥ 6, and by Yuan [49] for k ≥ 3 and n ≥ 110k2. In addition, the
Tk-free graph attains the maximum signless Laplacian radius is also the split graph
Sn,k. This result was recently proved by Zhao, Huang and Guo [50] for k ≥ 2 and
n ≥ 3k2 − k − 2. It is interesting that whether these results are valid for n ≥ ck for
some c > 0.

Remark. The above example for F = C2k+1 implies that the following statement is
not true. If F is a graph with a critical edge and χ(F ) = r + 1 where r ≥ 2, then
there exists an n0 = n0(F ) such that exq(n, F ) = q(Tr(n)) holds for all n ≥ n0, and
the unique extremal graph is the Turán graph Tr(n).

4 Concluding remarks

We remark that the statement of Theorem 1.4 and Theorem 3.2 are simplifications
of [35, Theorem 2] and [34, Theorem 2], respectively. Nikiforov’s original stability
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theorems (spectral and non-spectral) are a lot more detailed and contain a lot more
quantitative bound. The purpose was to present theorems that can be used as tools
in other theorems. It seems impossible that his original stability theorems can be
deduced from the Erdős–Simonovits theorem, or by the Regularity Lemma.

Recall that A(G) and D(G) are the adjacency matrix and degree diagonal matrix
of G. The signless Laplacian matrix of G is defined as Q(G) = D(G) +A(G). It was
proposed by Nikiforov [41] to study the family of matrices Aα defined for any real
α ∈ [0, 1] as

Aα(G) = αD(G) + (1− α)A(G).

In particular, we can see that A0(G) = A(G) and 2A1/2(G) = Q(G). Nikiforov told us
that he [41, Theorem 27] proved a unified extension of both (2) and (9), which states
that for every r ≥ 2 and every Kr+1-free graph G, if 0 ≤ α < 1− 1

r
, then λ(Aα(G)) <

λ(Aα(Tr(n))), unless G = Tr(n); if α = 1− 1
r
, then λ(Aα(G)) < (1− 1

r
)n, unless G is

a complete r-partite graph; if 1− 1
r
< λ < 1, then λ(Aα(G)) < λ(Aα(Sn,r−1)), unless

G = Sn,r−1, where Sn,k = Kk ∨ In−k. From this evidence, it is possible to extend the
results of our paper into the Aα-spectral radius in the range α ∈ [0, 1− 1

r
).

At the end of this paper, we propose a problem related to the recent progress on
stability type theorems. Let fr(n, t) be the smallest number such that any Kr+1-free
graph G with e(G) ≥ e(Tr(n)) − t edges can be made r-partite by deleting at most
fr(n, t) edges. The Erdős–Simonovits stability theorem implies that fr(n, t) = o(n2)
if t = o(n2). Very recently, Korándi, Roberts and Scott [23] proved that fr(n, t)
is witnessed by a pentagonal Turán graph if t is small enough, which confirmed a
conjecture of Balogh, Clristian, Lavrov, Lidický and Pfender [2].

Theorem 4.1 (Korándi–Roberts–Scott, 2021). For every r ≥ 2, there is a δr > 0
such that if G is a Kr+1-free graph on n vertices with e(G) ≥ e(Tr(n))− δrn

2 edges,
then there is a pentagonal Turán graph G∗ on n vertices with e(G∗) ≥ e(G) and
Dr(G

∗) ≥ Dr(G).

It is natural to consider the corresponding spectral problem.

Problem 4.2. For every r ≥ 2, there is a δr > 0 such that if G is a Kr+1-free graph
on n vertices with λ(G) ≥ λ(Tr(n))− δrn, then there is a pentagonal Turán graph G∗

on n vertices with λ(G∗) ≥ λ(G) and Dr(G
∗) ≥ Dr(G).
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