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Abstract

Given k > 2 and two k-graphs (k-uniform hypergraphs) F and H, an F-factor in
H is a set of vertex disjoint copies of F' that together cover the vertex set of H. Lenz
and Mubayi were first to study the F-factor problems in quasi-random k-graphs with
a minimum degree condition. Recently, Ding, Han, Sun, Wang and Zhou gave the
density threshold for having all 3-partite 3-graphs factors in quasi-random 3-graphs
with vanishing minimum codegree condition Q(n).

In this paper, we consider embedding factors when the host k-graph is k-partite and
quasi-random with partite minimum codegree condition. We prove that if p > 1/2
and F' is a k-partite k-graph with each part having m vertices, then for n large
enough and m | n, any p-dense k-partite k-graph with each part having n vertices
and partite minimum codegree condition Q(n) contains an F-factor. We also present
a construction showing that 1/2 is best possible. Furthermore, for 1 < ¢ < k — 2,
by constructing a sequence of p-dense k-partite k-graphs with partite minimum /-
degree Q(nF~*) having no K} (m)-factor, we show that the partite minimum codegree
constraint can not be replaced by other partite minimum degree conditions. On the
other hand, we prove that n/2 is the asymptotic partite minimum codegree threshold
for having all fixed k-partite k-graph factors in sufficiently large host k-partite k-graphs
even without quasi-randomness.

1 Introduction

For a positive integer a, we denote by [a] the set {1,...,a}. For k > 2, a k-uniform
hypergraph (in short, k-graph) H consists of a vertex set V(H) and an edge set E(H) C
(V%H)), that is, every edge is a k-element subset of V(H). For a k-graph H and a subset

S C (V(f)), with 1 < s <k—1,1let Ny(S) (or N(S)) be the set of (k— s)-sets S’ € (ZEHS))
such that S"US € E(H). We call elements of Ny (S) neighbors of S. Define the degree of
S as [Ny (S)|, denoted by degy(S) (or deg(S)). For a subset U C V(H), let H[U] be the

induced subgraph of H on the vertex set U.

A k-graph H is t-partite if there exists a partition of the vertex set V(H) into ¢ parts
V(H) = V3 U--- UV, such that every edge intersects each part in at most one vertex.
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We say H is balanced if |Vi| = |Va| = -+ = |V;|. A subset S C V(H) is said to be legal
if |SNV;| <1 forallie€ [t]. Ina k-partite k-graph H, we define the partite minimum
s-degree 0.(H) as the minimum of deg;(S) taken over all legal s-subsets S C V(H). In
particular, we call the partite minimum (k — 1)-degree of H as partite minimum codegree
of H. If S = {v} is a singleton, then we simply write deg(v) and N (v) instead.

Given two k-graphs F and H, a perfect F-tiling (or F-factor) in H is a set of vertex
disjoint copies of I’ that together cover the vertex set of H. The study of perfect tilings in
graph theory has a long and profound history with a number of results, from the classical
results of Corradi-Hajnal [6] and Hajnal-Szemerédi [I1] on Kj-factors to the famous result
of Johansson—-Kahn—Vu [16] on perfect tilings in random graphs. One type of perfect
tiling problem is under the constraint of the host (hyper)graphs being multipartite. The
investigation on this topic has been studied by many researchers [10} 27, 24} 29| 11 7] 18],
99, 115, 25).

In this paper, we focus on F-factor problem in quasi-random k-partite hypergraphs.
The study of quasi-random graphs was launched in late 1980s by Chung, Graham and
Wilson [4]. They proposed several well-defined notions of quasi-random graphs which
are equivalent. We note that the F-factor issue for quasi-random graphs with positive
density and a minimum degree ©2(n) has been implicitly addressed by Komlés—Séarkozy—
Szemerédi [20] in the course of developing the famous Blow-up Lemma. Unlike graphs,
there are several non-equivalent notions for quasi-random hypergraphs (see [31]). One ba-
sic notion to define quasi-randomness is uniform edge-distribution which has been studied
in [30} 23], and this can be applied naturally to multipartite hypergraphs.

Definition 1.1 ((p, u)-denseness). Given integers n > k > 2, let 0 < p,p < 1, and H
be an n-vertex k-partite k-graph with partition V(H) = V4 U --- U Vi. We say that H is
(p, p)-dense if for all X7 CVy,..., X C Vg,

where ef7 (X7, ..., Xj) is the number of (x1,...,z;) € X7 X -x X}, such that {z1,...,2x} €

In particular, we say a k-partite k-graph H is p-dense if H is (p, u)-dense for some
small p.

Lenz and Mubayi [23] were the first to study the F-factor problems in quasi-random
hypergraphs. Recently, Ding, Han, Sun, Wang and Zhou [8] gave the density threshold
for having all 3-partite 3-graph factors in quasi-random 3-graphs with vanishing mini-
mum codegree condition. In this paper, we investigate on denseness and partite codegree
conditions for the host k-partite k-graph to ensure F-factors.

Let F' be a k-partite k-graph with each part having m vertices. We first prove that
p > 1/2 is enough for a p-dense k-partite k-graph H with vanishing partite minimum
codegree to have an F-factor.

Theorem 1.1. Let k > 3 be an integer. Given 0 < e, < 1, and a k-partite k-graph F
with each part having m vertices, there exist an ng and p > 0 such that the following holds
formn > ng. If a (% + €, u)-dense k-partite k-graph H with each part having n vertices
satisfies that 0),_,(H) > an and n € mN, then H has an F-factor.

Our next construction shows that 1/2 is the density threshold for containing all fixed
balanced k-partite k-graphs in a p-dense k-partite k-graphs with partite minimum codegree



condition. Let Kj(m) denote the complete k-partite k-graph with each part having m
vertices.

Theorem 1.2. For any p > 0 and integer m > 2, there exists an ng such that for all
n > ng, there exists a (%,,u)-dense k-partite k-graph H with each part having n vertices
such that &,_,(H) > (3 — p)n and H has no Ky (m)-factor.

Next possible question is if we can get a similar density threshold in Theorem [T under
other vanishing partite degree assumptions. However, the answer appears to be negative.
Our following result shows that, for 1 < ¢ < k — 2, there exists a p-dense k-partite k-
graph H having partite minimum /¢-degree Q(n*~) and p close to 1 such that H has no
K}, (m)-factor.

Theorem 1.3. For any p € (0,1), u > 0 and integers k >3, 1 <0 <k —2, m > 2, there
exist an ng and o > 0 such that for all n > ng, there exists a (p, u)-dense k-partite k-graph
H with each part having n vertices such that §,(H) > an*~* and H has no Kj(m)-factor.

Compared with the construction in Theorem [[2] Theorem [T tells that in a p-dense
k-partite k-graph, if the density p is larger than 1/2, one can relax the partite minimum
codegree to be vanishing for ensuring all k-partite k-graph factors. We naturally consider
another direction, i.e. whether we can relax denseness condition to guarantee k-parite k-
graph factors, given the partite minimum codegree larger than n/2. Our last result proves
that denseness condition actually can be removed in this situation.

Theorem 1.4. Let k > 3 be an integer. Given € > 0, and a k-partite k-graph F with
each part having m vertices, there exists an ng such that the following holds for n > ng.
If a k-partite k-graph H with each part having n vertices satisfies 0),_(H) > (% +e)n and
n € mN, then H has an F-factor.

The remainder of this paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we will present
probabilistic constructions to prove Theorem and Theorem [[.3l Section 3 contains
absorbing lemmas, which are the key techniques to prove Theorem [[LT] and Theorem [I.41
We review the hypergraph regularity lemma in Section 4. The proof of Theorem LTl follows
in Section 5. Section 6 has an introduction of weak hypergraph regularity lemma and also
the proof of Theorem [L4. We give some remarks in the final section.

2 Avoiding ['-factors

In this section, we shall prove Theorem and Theorem [[.3]

Proof of Theorem [I.2. We prove the theorem by the following construction.
Construction. Let integer m > 2. For n € N, define a probability distribution H(n)
on k-partite k-graphs with each part having n vertices as follows. Let K := Kj_1(n) be
the complete (k — 1)-partite (k — 1)-graph with partition V(K) = V3 U--- U V_; and
|[Vi| = -+ = |Vk—1| = n. Define a random 2-coloring ¢ : E(K) — {red, blue} where each
color is assigned to every edge independently with probability % Then let V(H(n)) =
V(K) U Vi, where Vi is a new part with n vertices. Now we partition Vi into two pieces
Viq and Vi o. Let |Viq| = [5] if m { [§], otherwise let [V} 1| = [§] — 1. The edge set
E(H(n)) is defined as follows. For a vertex v € V;, and an edge e € E(K), make {v} Ue
into a hyperedge of H(n) when



e v € Vi1 and e has color red, or

e v € Vj o and e has color blue.

Given such construction, for any X7 C Vi,..., X C Vi, the expectation of e( X7, ..., Xi)
is

1 1 1
§\X1\“'\Xk71! Xk N Vial + §!X1!"'\Xk71\ Xk N Vi o| = §!X1!"'!Xk71\ | Xl

For any legal (k —1)-set S € Vi x --- x Vj_1, the degree of S is at least [§] — 1. For any
other legal (k — 1)-set S of V(H(n)), the expectation of deg(S) is in. By concentration
inequality (e.g. Chernoff’s bound) and the union bound, for any x > 0 and sufficiently

large n, there exists H € H(n) such that H is (3, u)-dense and &,_,(H) > (3 — p)n.

We claim that H has no Kj(m)-factor. Note that for any u € Vi1 and v € Vj, o, there
is no legal (k —1)-set S € V; x -+ x Vi1 such that {u}US,{v} US € E(H), otherwise S
receives two colors at the same time. This implies that any copy of Kj(m) in H must have
one part entirely lying in Vj 1 or Vj 2. Therefore if H has a Kj(m)-factor, then m | [V 1],
which contradicts to the condition m { |V}, 1]

We next prove Theorem [I.3]

Proof of Theorem [1.3. We use the following construction to prove Theorem L3l
Construction. Let integers m > 2, £k > 3 and 1 < / < k — 2. For n € N, define
a probability distribution H(n) on k-partite k-graphs with each part having n vertices
as follows. Let G be a complete k-partite (¢ 4+ 1)-graph with vertex partition V(G) =
Vi U---UV/ where |V/| =n —1 and |V/| = n for 2 < i < k. Now consider a random 2-
coloring ¢ : E(G) — {red, blue} where every edge independently has red with probability
q and blue with probability 1 — ¢. In particular, we say a subgraph in G is red/blue if
every edge in the subgraph has color red/blue. We define V(H(n)) = V3 U --- UV}, with
Vi=V/U{v}and V; = V/ for 2 <i <k, i.e. we add one new vertex in the first part of
V(G). For a legal k-set S of H(n), we make S into a hyperedge of H(n) when

e S does not contain v and G[S] is red, or

e S contains v and there exists a blue edge in G[S \ {v}].

For any X7 C Vi,..., X} C Vi, the expectation of e(Xq,..., X) is at least
k
) (1] = DIXa| - X,

For any legal ¢-set U, if U does not contain v, then the expected value of deg(U) is at least
q(fil) (n — 1)n*==1. On the other hand, if U contains v, the expected value of deg(U) is
at least (1— q(lzlll))nkfg. Let p = q(fil) and 2o = min{q(t’il), 1-— q(lzlll)} By probabilistic
concentration inequality (e.g. Janson’s inequality [2]) and the union bound, for any p > 0
and n large enough, there exists H € H(n) such that H is (p, u)-dense and &),(H) > an*~*.

We next show that H has no Ky (m)-factor. Suppose not, let K’ be the copy of Kj(m)
which covers vertex v. As m > 2, there exists a vertex u € V(K’) such that u € Vj.
Therefore, there exists a legal (k—1)-set T' € Va x - -+ x V}, such that TU{v} € E(H) and



T U{u} € E(H), which implies that G[T] is red and G[T] has a blue edge respectively. A
contradiction.

3 The Absorption Technique

The main tool to prove Theorem [[.I] and Theorem [[.4] is the absorbing method. This
technique, developed initially by Rodl, Rucinski and Szemerédi [32], is a powerful tool in
finding spanning structures in graphs and hypergraphs. In this paper, we shall apply a
variant of the absorbing method - the lattice-based absorption method, which was proposed
by Han [12]. Throughout the rest of paper, we use a < b to indicate that we select the
positive constants a,b from right to left. More concretely, there is an increasing positive
function f such that, given b, whenever we choose some 0 < a < f(b) such that the
subsequent statement holds. Hierarchies of other lengths are defined similarly.

Given a k-partite k-graph H with vertex partition V(H) = V43 U --- U Vi, we say a
vertex subset S is balanced if |[SNVi| =---=[SN V|

Our first absorbing lemma deals with the case when the host k-partite k-graph is p-
dense with p > 1/2 and has vanishing partite minimum codegree, which is the main lemma
to prove Theorem [I.11

Lemma 3.1 (Absorbing Lemma I). Suppose that 1/n < p,v < v < g, < 1 and
m,k,n € N with k > 3. Let F be a k-partite k-graph with each part having m wvertices.
Suppose that a (%—l—e, w)-dense k-partite k-graph H with each part having n vertices satisfies
w_1(H) > an and n € mN. Then there exists a balanced vertex set W C V(H) with
|W| < ~wn such that for any balanced vertex set U C V(H) \ W with |[U| < v'n and
|U| € kmN, both H[W] and H[W UU] contain F-factors.

Our second absorbing lemma is for Theorem [[4] which treats the situation when the
host k-partite k-graph has large partite minimum codegree without denseness condition.

Lemma 3.2 (Absorbing Lemma IT). Suppose that 1/n < v < v < e <1 and m,k,n € N
with k > 3. Let F' be a k-partite k-graph with each part having m vertices. Suppose that
a k-partite k-graph H with each part having n vertices satisfies 6,,_,(H) > (% +¢e)n and
n € mN. Then there exists a balanced vertex set W C V(H) with |W| < yn such that for
any balanced vertex set U C V(H) \ W with |U| < v'n and |U| € kmN, both H[W] and
H[W UU] contain F-factors.

The rest of the section is devoted to the proof of Lemma [3.J] and Lemma [3.2], for which
we shall state and prove some necessary lemmas.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that 1/n < p,n < a <1 and m,k,n € N with k > 3. Let F be
a k-partite k-graph with each part having m vertices. Suppose that a k-partite k-graph H
with each part having n vertices satisfies 0, (H) > an. Then for any vertex v € V(H),

km—1

v 1s contained in at least nn copies of F.

The proof of Lemma B.3] bases on a classical counting result, called supersaturation
initially from Erdés [9].



Proposition 3.4. Suppose that 1/n < n < p' <1 and f,k,n € N. Let F be a k-partite
k-graph with |V(F)| = f. Suppose that H is a k-partite k-graph with |V(H)| = n and a
vertex partition Vi U---U V. If H contains at least p'n® edges, then H contains at least
nnd copies of F whose j-th part is contained in V; for all j € [k].

Proof of Lemma[33. Tt is enough to prove Lemma B3] for F' = Kpi(m), as any F in
the statement is a subgraph of Kj(m). Suppose that H has vertex partition V(H) =
ViU---UVg. Without loss of generality, we assume v € V. By partite minimum codegree
condition, we have deg(v) > n*=2.an = anF~L.

Construct an auxiliary k-partite k-graph H' as follows. Define the vertex set V(H') =
(Vi\{v})uVeU---UV; and let E(H') :=={e € E(H) : v ¢ e and 35 € N(v) such that S C
e}, i.e. we keep those edges in E(H) which do not cover v but contain some neighbor of
v as subset. Note that |[E(H")| > an*~1. (an —1) > O‘QQ”k as n sufficiently large. Let K’
be a k-partite k-graph obtained from Kj(m) by removing arbitrary one vertex u from the

first part. Then, by Proposition B.4] with p’ = 20;6—216, there exists some small 7 such that
H' contains at least nn*™~1 copies of K’. Consider a copy of K’ in H’, denoted by K”.
Assume V(K") =V/U---UV/ with V; CV; for i € [k]. By the construction, in K" any
legal (k —1)-set S € V4 x --- x V[ is a neighbor of v. Thus we obtain a copy of Kj(m) in
H, from K" with u embedded into v. Therefore, v is contained in at least nn*™~! copies

of Ki(m) and we are done.

We need some notions which are useful in the next proof. The following concepts are
introduced by Lo and Markstrom [26]. Let H be a k-partite k-graph with vertex partition
V(H)=V3U---UV; and each part having n vertices. Given a k-partite k-graph F' with
each part having m vertices, a constant 5 > 0, an integer ¢ > 1 and j € [k], we say that
two vertices u,v € V; in H are (F,[3,1)-reachable (in H) if there are at least Bnikm—1
(tkm — 1)-sets W such that both H[{u} U W] and H[{v} U W] contain F-factors. In this
case we call W a reachable set for {u,v}. A vertex subset U C Vj is said to be (F,,1)-
closed if every two vertices in U are (F,f3,i)-reachable in H. For v € V(H), denote by
Npg.i(v) the set of vertices that are (F, 3,4)-reachable to v.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose that 1/n < < n and m,k,n € N with k > 3. Let F be a k-
partite k-graph with each part having m wvertices. Suppose that H is a k-partite k-graph
with vertex partition Vi U ---U Vi and each part having n vertices such that every vertex
v in V(H) is contained in at least nn¥™ 1 copies of F. Then for any j € [k|, every set of
|1/n] 4+ 1 vertices in Vj contains two vertices that are (F, 3,1)-reachable in H.

Proof. Set ¢ := |1/n]. We choose 8 small enough such that (c + 1)y > 1+ (c + 1)%3.
For any vertex v € V(H), denote by Cr(v) the family of (km — 1)-sets W such that
H[W U {v}] has a copy of F. Consider j € [k] and any c+ 1 vertices v1,...,v.41 € V}. As
every vertex in H is contained in at least nn*” 1 copies of F, we have S5 |Cr(v;)| >
(c + DygnFm=1 > (1 4+ (¢ 4+ 1)28)nF™~1. Therefore, by the inclusion-exclusion principle,
there exist two vertices u, v such that |Cp(u) NCg(v)| > nF™~1, which implies that there
are at least An*™~1 (km — 1)-sets W such that both H[W U {u}] and H[W U {v}] have
copies of F'. Namely u,v are (F,3,1)-reachable in H. |

The following lemma says that if the host k-parite k-graph H satisfies the conclusion
above, i.e. in each part every constant-sized subset contains two reachable vertices, then



we are able to find a large set S; in each part such that every vertex in S; has a large
reachable neighborhood.

Lemma 3.6. Suppose that 6,8 > 0 and integers c,m,k,n € N with k > 3. Let F be a
k-partite k-graph with each part having m vertices. Suppose that H is a k-partite k-graph
with vertex partition V1 U---UVy and each part having n vertices such that for any i € [k]
every set of ¢ + 1 wvertices in V; contains two vertices that are (F,(3,1)-reachable in H.
Then there exists S; C Vi with |S;| > (1 — cd)n such that |Nggi(v) N Si| > dn for any
v € S;.

Proof. For each part V; with i € [k], our strategy is step by step deleting one vertex with
few “reachable neighbors” and also removing the vertices that are reachable to it from
Vi. Set V¥ := V;. If there is a vertex vy € V) such that |Ngg1(ve) N V| < dn, then let
Ap == {vo} U Npg1(vo) and let V' := V0 \ Ag. Next, we check V;! — if there still exists
a vertex v; € V;' such that [Npg1(vi) N V;'| < on, then let Ay := {v1} U Npg(v1) and
let VZ-2 = Vi1 \ A1 and repeat the procedure until no such v; exists. Suppose we stop with

a set of vertices vp,...,vs. Note that every two vertices of vy,...,vs are not (F,S3,1)-
reachable in V;, which implies s < ¢ and | Uy<;<; 45| < cdn. Set S; = Vi\Up< < Aj, then
|Npg.1(v) N S;| > dn for any v € S;. 1

The following lemma from [I3] can give a partition of each part of H such that every
smaller part possesses a good reachable property.

Lemma 3.7. ([I3, Theorem 6.3]). Suppose that 1/ny < fy < f <K 0,1/¢c,1/m < 1
and ¢,m,k,ng € N with k > 3. Let F' be a k-graph on f wvertices. Suppose that H is a
k-graph on nq vertices, and a subset S C V(H) satisfies that |[Npg1(v) 0S| > dng for
any v € S. Further, suppose every set of ¢ + 1 vertices in S contains two vertices that
are (F,3,1)-reachable in H. Then we can find a partition P of S into Wh,..., W, with
r < min{c, |1/} such that for anyi € [r], |W;| > (6 — B)no and W; is (F, By, 2¢"1)-closed
mn H.

In order to prove the whole S; in Lemma is closed, we need the following lemma
from [14] which gives a sufficient condition to merge different closed parts. Before stat-
ing the lemma formally, we introduce the following concepts from Keevash and Mycroft
[I7]. Let H be a k-partite k-graph with each part having n vertices. Suppose that
P = {Wy,W1,...,W,} is a partition of V(H) with » > k which is a refinement of the
original k-partition of V(H). Let F be a k-partite k-graph with f vertices. For a subset
S C V(H), the index vector of S with respect to P is the vector

ip(S) == (ISNWAl,....|SOW,|) € Z'.

Given a vector i € Z", we use iy, to denote the coordinate which corresponds to W;. We
call a vector i € Z" an s-vector if all its coordinates are non-negative and their sum is s.
Given A > 0, an f-vector v € Z" is called a \-robust F-vector if at least Anf copies F’
of Fin H satisty ip(V(F')) = v. Let I%F(H) be the set of all A-robust F-vectors and
L;‘;7F(H) be the lattice generated by the vectors of I7>57F(H). Let uy, € Z" be the unit
vector such that uw,|w; = 1 and uw,|w, = 0 for i # j.

The next lemma is actually a variant of [I4, Lemma 3.9] and can be derived from the
the proof of [I4, Lemma 3.9].

Lemma 3.8. ([I4, Lemma 3.9]). Let i, k,r, f > 0 be integers and let F be a k-graph
with f := v(F). Given constants C,Bo, N > 0, there exists 5}, > 0 and integers if, such



that the following holds for sufficiently large ng. Let H be a k-graph on ngy vertices with
a partition P = {Wy, Wh,...,W,} of V(H) such that for each j € [r], |W;| > (n and W;
is (F, Bo,i0)-closed in H. If uy, —uy, € L;‘;7F(H) where 1 < j <1<, then W; UW, is
(F, B, i(,)-closed in H.

We state the following crucial lemma, for the proof of Lemma Bl

Lemma 3.9. Suppose that 1/n < p < A < (,e <1 and m,k,n € N with k > 3. Let F be
a k-partite k-graph with each part having m vertices. Suppose that H is a (% + e, p)-dense
k-partite k-graph with vertex partition Vi U---U Vi and each part having n vertices. Let
Py = {WP, Wl ...,W/} be a partition of V;, and let P := UieiPi which is a refinement
of the original k-partition of V(H). Assume for every i € [k] and j € [r], |[W]| > (n.
Then for any i € [k] and ji, j2 € [r;], we have Uy — Uy € L%vF(H).

The proof of Lemma [B.9 relies on the hypergraph regularity method, therefore we
postpone the proof to Section 4.

Given a k-partite k-graph F' with each part having m vertices, a (km)-set S and a € N,
we say an a-set A C V(H) is an absorbing a-set for S if ANS = @ and both H[A] and
H[AUS] have F-factors. Let A, (S) be the family of all absorbing a-sets for S. The proofs
of two absorbing lemmas depend on the following lemma whose proof idea is similar to
the non-multipartite version from [14], Lemma 3.6].

Lemma 3.10. Suppose that 1/n < v < n,By < 1/k,1/m, and ig, k,m € N with k > 3.
Let F be a k-partite k-graph with each part having m vertices. Suppose that H is a k-partite
k-graph with vertex partition Vi U ---U Vi and each part having n vertices. Furthermore,
H satisfies the following two properties:

(i) For anyv € V(H), v is contained in at least mn*™~1 copies of F;

(ii) For each V;, there exists V.. C V; with V2| < n?n such that V;\V is (F, B}, i})-closed
in H.

Then there exists a balanced vertex set W with (U;egVy)) € W C V(H) and [W| < nn
such that for any balanced vertex set U C V(H)\ W with |U| < ~+'n and |U| € kmN, both
H[W] and H[U UW] contain F-factors.

Proof. The strategy is as follows. We first show that for any balanced (km)-set S in
V(H) \ (Usel V), there is a robust number of absorbing sets for S, which allows us to
build an absorbing family 71 randomly. Then we cover vertices in (Ui Vi) \ V(F1)
greedily into a family F» of copies of F. The union V(F; U F3) is the absorbing set we
desire.

Fix a balanced (km)-set S C V(H) \ (UjepVi?). Assume that S = Usep{v}, ... "}
such that for each i € [k], {v},..., v} are m vertices lying in V;. Set a := ij)km(km — 1)
and m o= 3 - (B(/’)km_l. We claim that there are at least mn® absorbing a-sets for S,

| AL (S )] > mn We first consider a balanced (km)-set S’ := Ujep{u;, ..., u"} C
( )\ (Use k]V ) with u} = v! such that SN S" = {v1} and S’ has a copy of F. By the
property (i) in the statement and each [V?| < n?n, there are at least

77nkm—l _ (k:m o 1)nkm—2 o (ann)nkm—Z > gnkm—l



choices of such S’, where (km — 1)n*™2 is the number of (km)-sets overlapping one
more vertex with S and (kn’n)n*™=2 is the number of (km)-sets sharing some vertex
with Uie[k}ViO- For any distinct vertex pair {v],u]} with ¢ € [k] and j € [m], they are
(F, By, ip)-reachable in H by the property (ii). Therefore there are at least Bhniokm=—1
reachable (ipkm — 1)-sets S¢ for {v!,ul}. We aim to find disjoint SJZ'- greedily for all
i € [k],j € [m] except i = j = 1 such that S is also disjoint from S and S’. During the
selection, there are at most (2km — 1) 4 (km — 1)(igkm — 1) vertices to avoid in each step.
Thus there are at least ﬁ()nif)km_l /2 choices for each S7. Let A be the union of all such S/
and S"\ {v}}. We claim that A is an absorbing a-set for S. For H[A], each Sg forms an
F-factor with uf by the reachable property, so H[A] has an F-factor. For H[S U A], each
Sij forms an F-factor with v§ and S’ has a copy of F, which together give an F-factor in
H[S U A]. In total, the number of such absorbing sets A is at least

N km—1 (ﬁ_éni{)kmfl)kmfl > nlna’

n
2 2

namely |Aq(S)] > mn®.

We next build a family of F; of balanced a-sets randomly. Choose a family of F of
balanced a-sets by selecting (aT/Lk)k possible balanced a-sets independently with probability

p=mn'~?/(8a). By Chernoff’s bound and the union bound, with probability 1 — o(1) as
n — 0o, the F satisfies

n\*_m p n
< <= > = > L
|F| < 2p<a/k‘) < 1" and |A,(S)NF| > 2|.Aa(S)| Z 162" (a)

for all balanced (km)-set S in V(H) \ (Uz‘e[k}ViO)-

The expected number of pairs of intersecting balanced a-sets in F is at most

(e () ()=

Therefore, by Markov’s inequality, with probability at least 1/2,

2
F has at most 3777171 pairs of intersecting balanced a-sets. (b)
a

Thus there exists a family F satisfying both (a) and (b). We obtain a subfamily F;
by removing one balanced a-set from intersecting pairs and also removing those a-sets
which are not absorbing a-sets for any balanced (km)-set S in V(H) \ (UjepgVi?). Then
\V(F1)| < alFi| < a|lF| <mn/4 and H[V(F1)] has an F-factor. For any balanced (km)-
set S'in V(H) \ (Uie[k}ViO)a we get

| AL (S) N Fy| > n—lan— s g,

For any balanced vertex set U C V (H)\ (U;e V;"UV (F1)) with |U| < 4'n and [U| € kmN,
we split arbitrarily U into at most v'n/(km) balanced (km)-sets. Since nin/(32a) >
~v'n/(km), for all such balanced (km)-sets, we can find disjoint absorbing a-sets, which
means that H[U UV (F;)] has an F-factor.

We then greedily pick disjoint copies of F' covering vertices in (Uie[k}Vio) \ V(F1),
denoted by F2 the family of such copies of F. Our aim is to avoid vertices belonging to



V(F1) in this process. For any vertex vy € (U ze[k 0)\ V(F1), there are at least nnFm~!
copies of F' containing vy from the property (i) in the assumption. Furthermore, there are
at most kn?n - km + nin/4 vertices to avoid in each step. Thus, we can always find the
desired copy of F' one by one and finally obtain F, since (kn?n - km + nin/4)n*m=2 <
nnkm—l‘

Let W = V(F1)UV(F), and W is the desired balanced vertex set with |W| < kn?n -
kEm +mn/4 < nn.

Now we are ready to give the proof of Lemma [3.1] and

Proof of Lemma [31. We choose parameters in the following hierarchy:
In<p<<y <BL< P, AN<KGBKI<n,y<e,a,1/m, 1)k

and m,n,k € N with £k > 3. Let F be a k-partite k-graph with each part having m
vertices, and H be a (% + ¢, p)-dense k-partite k-graph with each part having n vertices
such that ¢;_,(H) > an and n € mN as in the statement. Let the vertex partition of H
be Vi U---UV,. By Lemma 3.3, every vertex v € V(H) is contained in at least nnFm~1
copies of F'. Then by Lemma B3] for any ¢ € [k], every set of |1/n] + 1 vertices in V;
contains two vertices that are (F, 3, 1)-reachable in H. Set ¢ := [1/5]. By Lemma[3.6] for
each i € [k], there exists S; C V; with |S;| > (1 — ¢d)n such that |[Ngg(v) N S;| > én for
any v € S;. We then apply Lemma 3.7 to each S; with ny = kn and §/k in place of §, and
obtain a partition {W},..., W/} of S;. Let P; = {W?, W}, ..., W/} be the partition of
V; where W2 =V, \ S;. Set P := UjexPi, which is a reﬁnement of the orlgmal k-partition
of V(H). By Lemmal[3.9] for any i € [k] and ji, j2 € [r;], we have Uy — Uy € LP r(H).
Therefore, following Lemma [3.8 with P, we conclude that each S; is (F, 5, ZO) closed. We

end with Lemma .10l where V! = W? = V; \ S;, and eventually find the desired set W
which possesses good absorbing property as in the statement.

The proof of Lemma is simpler, where we verify reachable property in a direct way.

Proof of Lemma[3.2. The parameters have the following hierarchy:
I/n<vy <v,8,n<el/m1/k

and m,n, k € Nwith k > 3. Let F' be a k-partite k-graph with each part having m vertices,
and H be a k-partite k-graph with each part havmg n vertices such that §_,(H) > (%+e)n
and n € mN. Let the vertex partition of H be V; U---UV,. By LemmaB3 with (3 +¢) in
place of a, every vertex v € V(H) is contained in at least nn*™ ! copies of . Thus the
property (i) in the LemmaB.I0/holds. It is sufficient to show that each V; is (F, 3, 1)-closed.
If so, Lemma follows from Lemma B.I0 with i = 1 and S in place of f,.

Without loss of generality, we prove closeness property for V;. For arbitrary two vertices
u,v € Vi, since &), (H) > (1/2 + &)n, we have deg(u),deg(v) > nk=2. (1/2 4+ e)n =
(1/2 + &)n*~1, which implies that |N(u) N N(v)] > en*~!. We construct an auxiliary -
partite k-graph H' as follows. Set the vertex set V(H') = (V1 \{u,v})UVoU---UVj. Define
the edge set E(H') :={e € E(H) : u,v ¢ eand 35S € N(u)NN(v) such that S C e}, i.e. we
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retain edges of E(H) which do not cover u nor v but contain some element of N(u) NN (v)
as subset. Since &), ,(H) > (1/2+¢)n, we have |E(H')| > en*~1- ((1/24+¢&)n—2) > azlk.
Let K’ be a k-partite k-graph obtained from Kj(m) with arbitrary one vertex u’ removed
from the first part. Then, by Proposition 3.4], there exists some small 8 such that H’
contains at least Snf™~! copies of K’. By our construction, for each such copy K”,
both V(K”) U {u} and V(K") U {v} span copies of Kj(m) with v’ embedded to u and v
respectively, hence span copies of F' as F' is a subgraph of Kj(m). This means that there
are at least An*™~! (km — 1)-sets W such that both H[{u}UW] and H[{v} UW] contain
F-factors, i.e. u,v are (F,[3,1)-reachable. Therefore V; is (F, 3, 1)-closed.

4 The Hypergraph Regularity Lemma

In this section, we introduce the hypergraph regularity lemma, and an accompanying
counting lemma. Then we shall prove Lemma [3.91 We utilise the approach from Rédl and
Schacht [34], B3], as well as the results from [5] and [21I]. Before stating the hypergraph
regularity lemma, we introduce some necessary notation below. For reals z,y, z we write
x =1y =+ 2z todenote that y — z <z <y + 2.

4.1 Regular complexes

A hypergraph H consists of a vertex set V(H) and an edge set E(H), where every edge
e € E(H) is a non-empty subset of V(#). So a k-graph as defined earlier is a k-uniform
hypergraph in which every edge has size k. A hypergraph H is a complex if whenever
e € E(H) and € is a non-empty subset of e we have that ¢/ € E(H). All the complexes
considered in this paper have the property that all vertices are contained in an edge. A
complex H=F is a k-complez if all the edges of H=F consist of at most k vertices. Given
a k-complex H=F, for each i € [k], the edges of size i are called i-edges of H=F and we
denote by H the underlying i-graph of H=F: the vertices of H® are those of H=F and
the edges of H® are the i-edges of H=F. Note that a k-graph H can be turned into a
k-complex by making every edge into a complete i-graph K,gl) (i.e., consisting of all (]f)
different i-tuples on k vertices), for each i € [k].

Given positive integers s > k, an (s, k)-graph Hs(k) is an s-partite k-graph, by which
we mean that the vertex set of H, s(k) can be partitioned into sets Vi, ..., V; such that every

edge of Hs(k) meets each V; in at most one vertex for i € [s]. Similarly, an (s, k)-complex
HSF is an s-partite k-complex.

Given i > 2, let Hi(i) and Hi(ifl) be on the same vertex set. We denote by ICZ‘(HZ'(FI))

for the family of i-sets of vertices which form a copy of the complete (i — 1)-graph Ki(i_l)
in Hi(zfl). We define the density of Hi(l) w.r.t. (with respect to) Hi(zfl) to be

o |E(H )Nk, (H D)
V) = Ku(HTD)

0 otherwise.

if [C;(H V) > 0,
More generally, if Q := (Q(1),Q(2),...,Q(r)) is a collection of r subgraphs of H-(Fl), we

(2
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define K;(Q) == ), Ki(Q(4)) and

A |[E(H)NK:(Q)] . '
dHO|Q) = — e T IKQI>0,
0

otherwise.

We say that an H(i) is (d;,0,7)- regular w.r.t. an Hi(ifl) if every r-tuple Q with
IK:(Q)| > I|K; (H(Z 1))\ satisfies d(H; ]Q) = d; £ 0. Instead of (d;,d,1)-regular, we
refer to (d;, )-reqular. Moreover, for s > i > 2, we say that H( D s (di, 0, r)-regular w.r.t.
HY if for every A; € [s]" the restriction H(l) [A] = HY )[UAEAZ,V)\] is (d;, 9, r)-regular
w.r.t. the restriction H{'~ 1)[Ai] = g 1)[U)\6Ai Wil

Definition 4.1 ((da,...,dg,0k,d,r)-regular complexes). For 3 < k < s and an (s,k)-
complex H, we say that H is (ds,...,d, ok, d,r)-regular if the following conditions hold:

e for every i = 2,...,k — 1 and every i-tuple A; of vertex classes, either H @ [A;] is

(d;, 5)- regularwrtH( )[A]ord( DA HTY M) = 0

o for every k-tuple Ay of vertex classes either gk [Ag] is (dg, O, 7)-regular w.r.t g [Ak]
or d(H® [A)[HS VL)) = 0.

4.2 Equitable partition

Suppose that V is a finite set of vertices and P is a partition of V into sets Vi, ..., Vais
which will be called clusters. Given k > 3 and any j € [k], we denote by Cross; =
Cross;(P(M), the set of all those j-subsets of V that meet each V; in at most one vertex
for 1 < i < a;. For every subset A C [a1] with 2 < |A| < k — 1, we write Crossy for all
those |Al-subsets of V' that meet each V; with i € A. Let Pj be a partition of Crossy. We
refer to the partition classes of Py as cells. For each i = 2,...,k—1, let P be the union
of all the Py with |A] =i. So P is a partition of Cross; into several (i, i)-graphs.

Set 1 < i < j. For every i-set I € Cross;, there exists a unique cell P(%) (I) € P s0
that I € P(i)(I). We define for every j-set J € Cross; the polyad of J as:

PO(T) = J{PY(I): T € [J)'},

So we can view P (J) as a (j,4)-graph (whose vertex classes are clusters intersecting J).
Let PA(j 1 pe the set consisting of all the pU *1)(J ) for all J € Cross;. It is easy to verify
{K;(PU-1): PG ¢ PU-D} is a partition of Cross;.

Given a vector of positive integers a = (ay,...,a_1), we say that P = P(k — 1,a) =
{73(1), . ,P(k_l)} is a family of partitions on V, if the following conditions hold:
e P is a partition of V into a; clusters.

f) is a partition of Cross; satisfying {PO) ¢ PO . pO) C Ki(P PE-D)N| = g
every PU=1D ¢ P~ Moreover for every P € PO there exists a Pi-1) ¢ pli-1) such
that P C fC;(PE—D).

So for each J € Cross; we can view Uf;ll P@(J) as a (j,j — 1)-complex.

12



Definition 4.2 ((n,d,t)-equitable). Suppose V is a set of n vertices, a = (a1,...,a5-1)
is a vector of positive integers, t is a positive integer and 1,6 > 0. We say a family of
partitions P = P(k — 1,a) is (7, d,t)-equitable if it satisfies the following:

1. PU is a partition of V' into a; clusters of equal size, where 1/n < a1 < t and a;
divides n;

2. foralli=2,...,k—1, P9 is a partition of Cross; into at most ¢ cells;

3. for every k-set K € Crossy, the (k, k—1)-complex Uf:_ll PO(K)is (d, d,6,1)-regular,
with d = (da,...,dg_1) where d; = 1/a,.

Note that the final condition implies that the cells of P have almost equal size for
all i = 2,...,k — 1. By the so-called dense counting lemma from [19, Corollary 6.11],
conditions in the above definition actually yield a counting result: for any j € [k — 1] and
for every k-set K € Crossg, provided § small enough we have

J
er (PO (E))] = (1) [ ()

i=1

where Kj,(PY(K)) is the family of all k-sets of V that span a clique in PU)(K).

N

4.3 Statement of the regularity lemma.

Let 05, > 0 and r € N. Suppose that H is a k-graph on V and P = P(k — 1) is a family of
partitions on V. Given a polyad P*~1) ¢ P=1 we say that H is (0, r)-regular w.r.t.
PE=1) it H is (dg, O, r)-regular w.r.t. PF=1 for some dj,. Finally, we define that H is
(0, r)-regular w.r.t. P.

Definition 4.3 ((0x,r)-reqular w.r.t. P). We say that a k-graph H is (0, r)-regular w.r.t.
P=Pk-1)if

| U {ICk(ZS(k_l)) : P ¢ P—Dand H is not (6, r)-regular w.r.t. P(k_l)}‘ < 81| VIF.

This means that no more than a J;-fraction of the k-subsets of V form a K ngq) that

lies within a polyad with respect to which H is not regular.

Now we are ready to state the regularity lemma.

Theorem 4.4 (Regularity lemma [34, Theorem 17]). Let k > 2 be a fized integer. For
all positive constants n and o and all functions r : N — N and 6 : N — (0,1], there are
integers t and ng such that the following holds. For every k-graph H of order n > ng and
t! dividing n, there exists a vector of positive integers a = (ay,...,ax_1) and a family of

partitions P = P(k — 1,a) of V(H) such that
(1) P is (n,d(t),t)-equitable and
(2) H is (g, r(t))-regular w.r.t. P.

Note that the constants in Theorem [£.4] can be chosen to satisfy the following hierarchy:

1 1 1
—_— _—= — = 1 1 .
o < r(t),d 0(t) < min{dx, 1/t} < n
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Given d € A(O, 1), we say that an edge e of H is d-useful if it lies in le(P(k_l)) for some
Pl=1) ¢ pE=1) guch that H is (dg, 0k, 7)-regular w.r.t PE=1 for some d > d. If we
choose 11 < d, then the following lemma will be helpful in later proofs.

Lemma 4.5. (|21, Lemma 4.4]). At most 2dn* edges of H are not d-useful.

4.4 Statement of a counting lemma.

We state a counting lemma accompanying Theorem .4l Before that, we need the following
definitions.

Suppose that #H is an (s, k)-complex with vertex classes Vi,..., Vs, which all have size
m. Suppose also that G is an (s, k)-complex with vertex classes X7, ..., X, of size at most
m. We write F;(G) for the set of all i-edges of G and ¢;(G) := |E;(G)|. We say that H
respects the partition of G if whenever G contains an i-edge with vertices in Xj,,..., X},
then there is an i-edge of H with vertices in Vj,,...,V},. On the other hand, we say that a
labelled copy of G in H is partition-respecting if for each i € [s] the vertices corresponding
to those in X; lie within V;. We denote by |G|y the number of labelled, partition-respecting
copies of G in H.

Lemma 4.6. (Counting lemma [5, Lemma 4)). Let k, s,r,t,ng be positive integers and let
da, ..., dy, 9,0 be positive constants such that 1/d; € N and

1/77,0 < 1/7“,5 < min{ék,dg, e ,dkfl} <0 K dk,l/s, 1/t.

Then the following holds for all integers n > ngy. Suppose that G is an (s,k)-complex

on t vertices with vertex classes Xi,...,Xs. Suppose also that H is a (d,d,d,r)-reqular
(s, k)-complex with vertex classes Vi,..., Vs all of size n, which respects the partition of
G. Then
LT ei©)
e
1Glw > §nt H dz‘ .
i=2

4.5 Reduced Hypergraphs.

To count subgraphs in the host hypergraph, we will use the hypergraph regularity method
and then transform the problem into finding certain structure in the reduced hypergraphs,
which encode the distribution of dense and regular polyads. The concepts below follow
[31L Section 4].

For a k-graph H on n vertices with n sufficiently large, by Theorem 4] on H, there
exists a family of partitions P = P(k — 1,a) of V(H) such that

(1) P is (n,d(t),t)-equitable and
(2) H is (0,7 (t))-regular w.r.t. P.

Having the family of partitions P, we define index set I = [a1], where a; is the number
of clusters in the regular partition. For any (k — 1)-subset X’ of I, define the vertez class
PX to be the set of all cells in Py, i.e. we view each cell in Py as a vertex of P,
Furthermore, for any distinct (k — 1)-subsets X, X’ of I, P¥ and PX' are disjoint. For
any k-subset ) of I, we define a k-uniform k-partite hypergraph Ay with vertex partition
U‘Xe(kyl) P*, and let F(Ay) be the collection of all k-subsets of U‘Xe(kyl) P* that form
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a (k — 1)-uniform k-partite polyad w.r.t which H is (d,r(t))-regular and has density at
least dj,. Then the k-uniform (ka_ll)—partite hypergraph A with

VA)= |J PY and E(A)= (] E(4y)
xe(,L,) ve(i)

is a reduced hypergraph of H.

4.6 Proof of Lemma

Now we are ready to prove Lemma [B.9 using the hypergraph regularity lemma and a
counting lemma.

Proof of Lemma[3.9. Without loss of generality, we prove the Lemma for i = 1, j; = 1
and jo = 2. We choose parameters satisfying the following hierarchy:

I/n<p<< A< l/r,d < min{og,da,...,dx_1} < 1,0 < dp < (,e,1/m,1/k

where d = (da, ... ,dg—1). Set v’ := 37, yri. Let u € Z" be the (km)-vector where

ulyyr = m for j € [k] and other coordinates are zero. Let v € Z" be the (km)-vector
J

where V\Wf =m—1, V]WIQ =1, V\W} =m for j = 2,--- , k and remaining coordinates are

zero. Note that W1 — Upz = —V.

Since H is (3 + ¢, p)-dense, we have

1

k, k
2 ¢"n”.

DN | —

By Proposition B4l on H[W{ U--- U W}], there exists a constant A; such that there are
at least \n*™ copies of F' with j-th part embedded in le for j € [k]. This implies that

u € Iy (H).

We then prove v is also a robust vector. Recall that the hypergraph regularity lemma is
proved by iterated refinements starting with an arbitrary initial partition. Hence, applying
Theorem 4 to H with the initial partition P, we obtain a family of partitions P’ =
{PM ... PE=D} such that H is (0, r)-regular w.r.t. P’ where P is a partition of
V(H) into ay clusters Ujgjq,) X; and 1/n < a1 < t. With density dj, we construct the
accompanying reduced hypergraph A of H. Without loss of generality, assume X; C le
is a cluster which lies in le for j € [k], and X1 is a cluster lying in W2.

For convenience, set X' := [k] and YV := [k + 1] \ {1}. Below we show that

|E(A)| >

H |P*| for x=2X,).

x€(,2,)

We only prove the above when * = X while the other case follows in the same way. By
(3+e, u)-denseness of H and LemmalL5] the number of dy-useful edges in H[X;U---UXy]
is at least

1 1 15
(5 +e) X1 |- [ Xk | — p(kn)* — 2dy(kn)F > (5 + 5)\X1\ e | X
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On the other hand, every polyad satisfies

k—1
(P =1 +n) [[(=
=1

Z

which leads to

k—1
g + )X Xl < [B(AR)| - K (PED)] < B(AR)] - (1+7) 1O ).

a‘
i=1 ¢

By choices of parameters, this yields

V

1 ¢ 1 " 1 <
B> G+ [ >0 T 1P
‘ x€(,%))
k—1
Consider vertex class PY\1} = PY\MEFL} in the reduced hypergraph. Let S; := {v e
P} deg g, (v) > 0} and S = {v € PYMEHL} deg 4, (v) > 0}. Since |[E(Ax)| >
%-er( )]77 |, we derive that |Si| > 3|PYMU| Similarly, |So| > 1[PYMA+H =

%]PX \{1}|. Therefore, there exists a vertex v* € §;NSy. In other words, there are two edges
e1 € E(Ax) and ey € E(Ay) sharing exactly one vertex. This configuration corresponds
to a regular (k+ 1,k — 1)-complex on X U---U X1, denoted by C, to whose “(k —1)-th
level” H is (d, 0, r)-regular for some d > d. We are able to make C into a (d, dg, ok, d,r)-
regular (k + 1,k)-complex C’ by adding E(H) N Kx(C*~Y) as the “k-th level”. Let F=<
be a (k + 1)-partite k-complex obtained from F' by making every edge a complete i-graph

K kl) for each 1 < ¢ < k, where we view arbitrary one Vertex u from the first part as
(k+ 1)-th part. By Lemmal[ZL0] there are at least (k")km H del(f ) > \onF™ copies of F

in H[X; U---U Xg11] where u is embedded in Xj. ThlS 1mphes that v € IPQF(H). Let
A := min{A1, Ao}, then u,v € I3 (H). It follows that Wpr — Uz =u—VE L -(H)
and we are done.

5 Proof of Theorem [I.1]

In this section, we will prove Theorem [[LT] by the absorption approach, which splits the
proof into two parts. One is on finding an almost perfect F-tiling in the host k-partite
k-graph H by the following lemma, and the other is on using Lemma [3.1] to “complete”
the perfect F-tiling.

Lemma 5.1 (Almost Perfect Tiling I). Suppose that 1/n < p < p,w <1 and f,k,n € N.
Let F be a k-partite k-graph with |V (F)| = f. Suppose that H is a (p, u)-dense k-partite
k-graph with each part having n vertices. Then there exists an F-tiling that covers all but
at most wn vertices in each part of H.

Proof. For any induced k-partite subgraph H’ of H with each part having at least wn
vertices, we have |E(H')| > pwkn* — pu(kn)* since H is (p, u)-dense. By Proposition [3.4]
H' contains at least one copy of F. Hence, we greedily pick vertex-disjoint copies of F’
from H until at most wn vertices in each part are left. |
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Proof of Theorem [I1l. Suppose that 1/n < p < 7 < v < e,a <1 and m,k,n € N with
k > 3. Let F be a k-partite k-graph with each part having m vertices, and let H be a
(% +¢, u)-dense k-partite k-graph with each part having n vertices such that 6, _,(H) > an
and n € mN. By Lemma 3] there exists a balanced vertex set W C V(H) with |W| < yn
such that for any balanced vertex set U C V(H)\ W with |U| < +4'n and |U| € kmN, both
H[W] and H[W UU] contain F-factors. Let H' := H[V (H)\ W] be the induced subgraph
of H. Note that H' is (% + &, u1)-dense k-parite k-graph for some pq since

k

p— VIV HNE = |V (H)E.

pu(kn)F = - ( (k= )R < (

k=
Applying Lemma 5.1 on H' with w = +//k, we obtain an F-tiling that covers all but
a balanced set U of at most 7'n vertices. By the absorbing property of W, H[W U U]
contains F-factor, which gives an F-factor of H.

6 Proof of Theorem [1.4]

In this section, we give the proof of Theorem [[L4] Similar to the last section, the proof
consists of two lemmas: almost perfect tiling lemma as follows and the absorbing lemma

(Lemma [3.2)).

Lemma 6.1 (Almost Perfect Tiling IT). Suppose that 1/n < w,e < 1 and m,k,n € N.
Let F be a k-partite k-graph with each part having m wvertices. Suppose that a k-partite
k-graph H with each part having n vertices satisfies 6),_,(H) > (% +e)n. Then there exists
an F-tiling covers all but at most wn vertices in each part of H.

The proof of Lemma depends on the so-called weak hypergraph regularity lemma, a
straightforward generalization of Szemerédi regularity lemma for graphs.

6.1 Weak regularity lemma for hypergraphs

Let H be a k-graph. Given k pairwise disjoint subsets A; ..., Ay C V(H), we define the
density of H with respect to (Ay,..., Ag) as

eH(Al,... ,Ak)
|Ay|- - [Ag

d (A1, ..., Ax) =
Given ¢ > 0 and d > 0, a k-tuple (Vi,..., V%) of mutually disjoint subsets Vi,..., Vi C
V(H) is called (g,d)-regular if for all A; C V; with |A;| > €|V;], @ € [k], we have
|dH(A1, ces ,Ak) - d| <e.
We say a k-tuple (Vi,...,V}) is e-regular if it is (g, d)-regular for some d > 0.

A straightforward extension of the graph regularity lemma is given as follows, which
was proved by Chung [3].

Lemma 6.2 (Weak regularity lemma for hypergraphs). For all integers k > 2 and ty > 1,
and every € > 0, there exists Ty and ng such that the following holds. For every k-uniform
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hypergraph H on n > ng vertices, there exists a constant t € N with tg < t < Ty and a
partition V(H) = Vo U Vi U--- UV, such that

(i) ‘Vl‘ = ’VZ‘ == ‘Vt‘ and ‘VO‘ <en,

(ii) for all but at most et* sets {i1, ..., i} € ([,i]), the k-tuple (V;,,...,V;,) is e-reqular.

A partition as given in the Lemma is called an e-regular partition of H. We call
Vi,...,V; in the above lemma clusters. For an e-regular partition P = {Vp, Vi,...,V;}
of H, the cluster hypergraph R = R(e,d) is defined with vertex set [t] and a k-tuple

{i1,...,ix} € ([I’g) forming an edge if an only if (V;,, ..., V;, ) ise-regular and dg (Vi,, ..., V;
d.

i

6.2 Proof of Lemma

Proof of Lemma[61. We pick constants with the following hierarchy:
1/n <& &6 e" <d<w,e 1/m,1/k.

Let H be a k-partite k-graph with each part having n vertices such that 8, ,(H) >
(% +e)n. Note that an e-regular partition can be obtained by iterated refinements starting
with an arbitrary initial partition of H. Applying Lemma on H with g9 and the
original partition V(H) = Vj U --- UV}, we suppose that the given eg-regular partition
is P = VU (Ui Pi), where P; partitions each V; into ¢; clusters, i € [k]. Assume each
cluster except Vjj has mg vertices. By removing at most k2eqn/myg clusters into Vg if
necessary, we obtain a new partition P’ = Vj U (UjeyP;) where P; C P; splits each V;
into exactly t clusters where ¢ = min{ty,...,¢x}. By choosing €y small enough, P’ is a
(keo)-regular partition of H. Set ¢* := keg, and let R = R(e*,d) be the corresponding
cluster hypergraph. Note that R is a k-partite k-graph with each part having t vertices.

The next proposition shows that the cluster hypergraph inherits the partite minimum
codegree condition of H.

Proposition 6.3. Suppose that 1/n < £,e* < d < e < 1. Let H be a k-partite k-graph
with each part having n vertices such that 0)_,(H) > (% + e)n. Suppose that P is an
e*-regular partition and the corresponding cluster hypergraph R = R(e*,d) is a k-partite
k-graph with each part having t vertices. Then the number of legal (k — 1)-sets S wviolating

1 €
degg (S) > (5 + Z)t

is at most &tF1.

Proof. Assume that P’ = {Vy, Wy, Wa, ..., Wi }. The cluster hypergraph R can be viewed
as the intersection of two k-partite k-graphs D = D(d) and G = G(¢*). Both of them have
the same vertex set [kt] and

e D(d) consists of all legal sets {i1,..., it} with d(W;,,..., W;,.) > d.
e G(c*) consists of all legal sets {i1,...,1;} with (W;,,..., W;,) being e*-regular.

Given any legal (k — 1)-set S = {i1,...,ix—1} C V(R), we first show that degp(.S)
(3 + £)t. Consider the (k — 1)-tuple (W;,,...,W;, ,) corresponding to S with my :

ih—1

IV
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|Wi;| <n/t. Then the number of edges
e (Wi, Wi, V(H) \ Vo) >mbE=t. (% + & — ke)n.

Assume that degp(S) < (3 + £)t. We obtain
en(Wayse o Wa VIH)\ ) < (5 +

which gives a contradiction since we can select d + ke* < ¢/2.

1
ytmf + tdmk < mg_l . (5 + % +d)n,

On the other hand, since there are at most k*e*t* irregular k-tuples, by double counting,
the number of legal (k — 1)-sets S such that degg(S) < (1 — v/e*)t is at most

k- kkexek
Vert

Since R = D NG, for those legal (k — 1)-sets S satisfying both degp(S) > (3 + 5)t and
degg(S) > (1 — Ve*)t, we have degg (S) > (3 + £ — Ve*)t. Hence the proposition follows.

= {tkil.

The following theorem from [22] guarantees the existence of an almost perfect matching
in the cluster hypergraph.

Theorem 6.1 ( |22, Theorem 11]). Let ty be an integer and R be a k-partite k-graph with
each part having t vertices. Put

5 [t/k] ift=0modk ort=k—1modk
| [t/k]  otherwise.

Suppose that there are fewer than t’g_l legal (k — 1)-sets S satisfying degp(S) < &'. Then
R has a matching which covers all but at most (k — 1)tg — 1 vertices in each part of R.

1
We apply Theorem with the cluster hypergraph R and tg := [{*-Tt| and obtain
an almost perfect matching of R covering all but at most &'t vertices in each part, where

¢ = (k- 1)e7.
The next fact says that we are able to find almost F-tiling in a (£*, d)-regular k-tuples.

Fact 6.4. Suppose that e* < d and mg is sufficiently large. Suppose that (Wy,..., Wy) is
(e*,d)-regular and each |W;| = mq fori € [k]. Then there exists an F-tiling on W1U- - -UWj,
covering all but at most €*mgy vertices in each Wi.

Proof. Since (Wh,...,Wy) is (¢*,d)-regular, then for any A; C W, with |4;| > *|W,],
i € [k], eg(A1,...,Ax) > (d — €*)|A1]---|Ag|. By Proposition B4, H[A; U --- U Ag]
contains at least one copy of F. Thus, we greedily pick vertex-disjoint copy of F' from
Wi U---U Wy until at most €*mg vertices left in each part. |

Fact implies that for every edge in the almost perfect matching of R, there is an
almost F-tiling in the corresponding k-tuple. Overall, we finally get an F-tiling of H
covering all but at most

keon + E'tmo + e*mot < (keg + & +*)n < wn
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vertices in each part of H.

6.3 Proof of Theorem [1.4]

We now prove Theorem [[L4]

Proof of Theorem [17]. Suppose that 1/n € w,7 < v < ¢ < 1 and m,k,n € N with
k > 3. Let F be a k-partite k-graph with each part having m vertices, and let H be
a k-partite k-graph with each part having n vertices such that &, ,(H) > (3 + ¢)n and
n € mN. By Lemma [3.2] there exists a balanced vertex set W C V(H) with |[W| < yn
such that for any balanced vertex set U C V(H) \ W with |U| < 4'n and |U| € kmN,
both H[W] and H[W U U] contain F-factors. Let H := H[V(H) \ W] be the induced
subgraph of H. Note that H' is a balanced k-parite k-graph with each part having at least
(1 — ~/k)n vertices and

1
51 (H') > (5 +2 = Dn.

Applying Lemma on H' with w =~'/k and € — 7 in place of ¢, we obtain an F-tiling
that covers all but a balanced set U of at most «'n vertices. By the absorbing property of
W, H[W U U] contains F-factor, which together give an F-factor of H. 1

7 Concluding Remarks

In this paper, we focus on the density condition and partite minimum codegree condi-
tion for embedding balanced factors. Note that our arguments with minor adjustments
actually apply to non-balanced case to get that the density threshold for embedding all
non-balanced k-partite k-graphs is also 1/2 under the condition of the host k-partite k-
graph possessing the corresponding divisibility assumption and vanishing partite minimum
codegree.

We also note that Mycroft gave the non-multipartite version of Theorem [[4] in [28]
Theorem 1.1] (including non-balanced case) and in particular showed that the asymptotic
minimum codegree threshold of balanced complete k-partite k-graphs in non-multipartite
host k-graphs is n/2. Our results from Theorem and Theorem [[.4] gave the same
value of asymptotic partite minimum codegree threshold of balanced complete k-partite
k-graphs when the host k-graphs are k-partite, which in fact implies the threshold in
non-multipartite case by considering a random partition into k parts.
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