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Abstract

Let GF = {G1,Ga,...,Gy} be a multiset of graphs on vertex set [n] and let F be a
fixed graph with edge set F' = {e1,ea,...,¢e,} and k > m. We say GF is rainbow F-free
if there is no {i1,42,...,%,} C [k] satisfying e; € Gy, for every j € [m]. Let exg(n, F)
be the maximum Zle |G| among all the rainbow F-free multisets G¥. Keevash, Saks,
Sudakov, and Verstraéte (2004) determined the exact value of exy(n, K,) when n is
sufficiently large and proposed the conjecture that the results remain true when n > Cr?
for some constant C. Recently, Frankl (2022) confirmed the conjecture for » = 3 and
all possible values of n. In this paper, we determine the exact value of exy(n, K,) for
n > r—1 when r = 4 and 5, i.e. the conjecture of Keevash, Saks, Sudakov, and
Verstraéte is true for r € {4,5}.

1 Introduction

Let G = (V, E) be a graph with vertex set V' and edge set £ C (‘2/) We write G instead
of E(G) in this article. For any v € V(G), let dg(v) = [{e € G : v € e}| be the degree of v
in G and 0(G) = min, ey (g) dg(v). We may simply write d(v) when it causes no confusion.
Let K, denote a complete graph on r vertices. For disjoint sets Uy, Us,...,U, (r > 2), let
K|[Uy,U,,...,U,] denote a complete r-partite graph with partition sets Uy, ...,U,. When
U, Us,...,U, C V(G), denote G[Uy,...,U,| = K[Uy,...,U, ] NG.

The Turdn graph T;._1(n) is a complete (r—1)-partite graph on n vertices whose partition

sets have sizes as equal as possible. Let t,_1(n) = |T,—1(n)|. The famous Turédn Theorem [9]
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states that |G| < t,_1(n) for an n-vertex K,-free G. In 1966, Simonovits [8] extended the
Turdn Theorem by showing that |G| < t,_1(n) for an n-vertex F-free G for sufficiently large
n, where F' is a graph with chromatic number r and there is some edge e such that F' — e
has chromatic number r — 1 (such a graph F' is called r-critical). There are fruitful results
in the field of classical Turan problems (one can see good surveys, for example [I} 3], 5]).

In 2004, Keevash, Saks, Sudakov, and Verstraéte [6] introduced a rainbow version of the
Turan-type problem. Let F' be a fixed graph with E(F) = {e1,ea,...,¢ep }. For integers
k > |F| and n, let G¥ = {G1,Ga, ..., G} be a multiset of graphs on vertex set [n]. We say
Gk is rainbow F-free, or RBF-free if there is no {iy, s, ..., iz} C [k] satisfying e; € Gy, for
every j € [|F|]. The rainbow Turdn-type problems look for the maximum of Zle |G| or
Hle |G;| among all the RBF-free multisets G¥. Let |G| = Zle |Gi|. The rainbow Turdn
number of a fixed graph F is defined as

exi(n, F) = {|GF| : G is RBF-free}.

A multiset of graphs GF with |GF| = exy(n, F) is called an extremal system of rainbow F.
Denote tK,, (or tK,) as the multiset consisting of ¢ copies of complete graphs K, (or
empty graphs K,). Let t7,_1(n) be the multiset consisting of ¢ copies of the Turdn graph
Tr—1(n).
For £k > h and an r-critical graph H with h edges, it is not difficult to see that both
(h—1)K, U (k—h+ 1)K, and kT,_1(n) contain no rainbow H. It is reasonable to consider
them as the extremal structures for H. In fact, Keevash, Saks, Sudakov, Verstraéte [0]

proposed the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1.1 (Keevash, Saks, Sudakov, Verstraéte, 2004). Let r > 3 and H be an
r-critical graph with h edges. Suppose k > h, n is sufficiently large. Then

eay(n, H) = max {k: to_1(n), (h—1) <;‘> } .

Moreover, (h — 1)K, U (k — h+ 1) K,, and kT,—1(n) are the only extremal structures when

n 1s sufficiently large.
This conjecture has been confirmed when r = 3 or H = K, for r > 3 in [6].

Theorem 1.2 (Keevash, Saks, Sudakov, Verstraéte [6]). Let r > 2, k > (3), n > 10%34.
Then
k-t.(n), fork>3(r?—1),

() =1 (). for (5) <k <5(r*—1).

Moreover, (h — 1)K, + (k — h+ 1) K,, and kT,_1(n) are the only extremal structures.

exg(n, K,) =



However, the lower bound n > 10%3? is unnatural. Keevash, Saks, Sudakov, Ver-
straéte [6] also proposed the following interesting conjecture: Theorem [[.2] probably remains
true even for n > Cr? for some constant C. We may furthermore hope Theorem also

holds for all possible values of n.

Conjecture 1.3 (Keevash, Saks, Sudakov, Verstraéte [0]). Letn > r —1> 2, k > (T)

Then 2
ety <o ((2) 1) (2.}

Recently, Frankl [2] proved Conjecture [[3] for » = 3 and all possible values of n. In this

paper, we continue to show that Conjecture [[L3] holds for r = 4, 5.

Theorem 1.4. Let r € {4,5}, n>r—1, and k > (g) Then

ety < moc{ ((2) 1) (2.

The rest of this article is arranged as follows. In Section 2, we transfer the RBF-
free system g,’g = {G1,Gs,...,G} into a weighted graph and give a weighted version
(Conjecture 2.2)) of Conjecture and show that Conjecture implies Conjecture
In Section 3, we prove Conjecture when r = 4 and 5, which implies Theorem [[L4. We

provide some discussion in the last section.

2 The k-weighted graph and the k-weighted version of Con-
jecture [1.3]

The following lemma can be found in [6].

Lemma 2.1 ([6]). Suppose the multiset of graphs GF = {G1, G, ..., Gy} on vertex set [n] is
RBF -free. Then there exists another RBF -free multiset of graphs ’Hﬁ ={Hy,H,,...,Hy}
on vertex set [n| satisfying:

(a) U H; = UL, Gy;

(b) Hy C Hpy C ... C Hy.

For some integer ¢ and a graph H, an (-weighting on H is a mapping g : E(H) —
{0,1,2,...,¢}. We call the system H = (H, g) an {-weighted graph. For a subgraph H' C H,
let g(H') = 3" .cpr 9(e) be the weight of H' in H. Call (a1,as, ...,ag7|) in a nondecreasing
order a weight sequence of H' if H' = {e1,ea,...,ep} and g(e;) = a; for any 1 <i < |[H'|.
A sequence (b1, b, ..., b g|) in nondecreasing order is called a weight sequence bound of H !
if (a1, az,...,a 1) > (b1, b2, ..., b)) with lexicographical order for every weight sequence
(a1, az,...,a;g)) of H'.



We propose the following conjecture of a k-weighted graph that implies Conjecture [L.3]

Conjecture 2.2. Letn>r >3 and k > (g) Let G = (G, f) be a k-weighted graph, where
Go = K, on vertez set [n]. Suppose that Gy contains no complete subgraph K, with weight

T n

sequence bound (1,2, ..., (Q)) Let ko = {M—‘ and k1 = ko — 1. Then the following

tr.,l(n)
statements hold.
() I k= ka, then £(Go) < ((3) — 1)(3)-
(i) If k = ko, then f(Go) < k-tr—1(n).

Theorem 2.3. Conjecture [2.2 implies Conjecture [.3.

Proof. Let Gk = {G1, Gy, ..., Gy} be a RBK,-free system with maximum |G¥|. By Lemma[2.1]
we may assume G C Gi_1 € ... C G1. Let Gy = K,, and define a k-weighting f on G
by setting f(e) = maxecq, ¢ for every edge e € Gy. Thus f(e) is the number of graphs
containing e in G¥ because G, C ... € G1 C Go. Therefore, we have f(Go) = |GF|. We
may assume k > k;, otherwise, we can add k; — k copies of the empty graphs K¢ into GF
with the property RBK,-free and the k-weighted graph Gy unchanged.

Now we show that there is no K, in Gy with weight sequence bound (1,2, ..., (g))
Otherwise, suppose there is a copy H of K, in Gy with weight sequence (a1, as, ...,ap) >
(1,2,...,(3)), where h = |H| = () and assume H = {ey, e, ...,e,} with f(e;) = a; for any
i € [h]. Since (1,2, ..., (3)) < (a1, a2, ...,ap), we have f(e;) = a; > i for every i € [h]. Thus,
by the definition of f and G C ... € G; C Gy, we have ¢; € G; for every i € [(g)] This
leads to a rainbow H = K, in GF, a contradiction.

Now we suppose Conjecture 22 is true. If k = ky or ka(= k1 + 1), then |GF| = f(Gy) <
mln{((g) — 1) (g),k . tr_l(n)}. Thus Conjecture [[L3] holds when k = k1 or ko. If k > ko,
let G'*2 = {G4,...,Gy,}. Obviously, G'* is still RBK,-free. By Conjecture 2] |G'*2| <
ky-t,—1(n). Since G, C ... C Gy, C ... C Gy, we have |G;| < |Gj| for every ko +1<i <k
and 1 < j < ky. Hence

k k2
k — k‘Q k— k72 k
> 16 < =2 D016 = 2G| < (k= ko)t (),
i=kat1 2 =3 2
which implies that
k ko
1GEl = Y 1Gil+ 1G] < (k = ka)tr—1(n) + kg - tr1(n) =k - t,_1(n).

i=ko+1 j=1

We are done. O

Therefore, to prove Theorem [[4], it is sufficient to show Conjecture for r =4,5.



3 Conjecture holds when r =4 or 5

Before the proof, we first give some computational properties about ¢,_1(n).

Proposition 1. For integers n > r —1 > 3, let ko = [M—‘ Then the following

trfl(n)
hold.
(i) If n > 7+ 1, then ko > (5) + 1.
(ii) For 1 < s <max{r —1,n =1}, t,—1(n) — t,—1(n — 5) > (3) + =fs(n — s).
(iti) For 1 < s <n—1, trt;i(:z;;) 2 (é))'
(w) Ifn>r+1, for1<s<r—1,

() ) () -(2) = G () =) e

Proof. We write n = ko(r — 1) +m, where kg = | -25] and 0 <m <r — 2.

= (o)l
<

3) = b+ 1)+ (= 1= m) ko~ 1)

_ <"> 5 (ko(r — 1) + 2m — (r — 1))

\)

n
Let g,(m,n) = (3) — ( )(n +m — (r — 1)). By simple calculation, we have

n> nln—(r=1)

tr—1(n) = gr(m,n) < g-(0,n) = <2 2(r — 1)

Note that

Let A= ((}) - 1) (g G __ 1).
(i). It is sufficient to show A > 1 when n > r + 1. We first prove that A > 1 when

n > 2r —2. Let a.(n) = gr((g,)n) =1- % Obviously, a,(n) is decreasing on




n > 2r — 2. Hence, a,(n) < a,(2r —2) =1-— Tl_?) Therefore,

I (ORICR)
(G)-) (G )
- (05

v

the last inequality holds as 7 > 4. Now suppose r+1 < n < 2r — 3. Then ky =1, m > 2,
n=r—1+m,and g,(m,n) = (g) —m = (T_l;'m) —m. Let h,(m) = 72%(7”’;:“"”) =
m + (T,_ly)nw + 2r — 5. Then h,(m) is a decreasing function of m on [2,7 — 2]. Thus

hr(m) < h.(2) =2+ w +2r—5= W. Therefore,

b= () ) ()
- () s

_ r2—r—2
hy(m)
r2—r—2
> e— > 1.
= r24+r—4

(ii). Since s < max{r —1,n — 1}, we can obtain a T,_;(n — s) by deleting at most one
vertex in each partition set of T;._1(n). Now let S be the set of the s deleted vertices. It is
easy to see that t,_1(n) — t,—1(n — s) = |G[S]| + |G[S, S€]|, where G = T,_1(n). Note that

G[S] = (;) since each pair in S comes from different partition sets. To prove (ii), we only

need to prove |G[S, 5S¢ > =2s(n — s).
If s < 'm, then every deleted vertex v € S comes from a partition set with kg + 1 vertices.
Hence |G[{v}, S| = (n —s) — (ko + 1 — 1) = n — s — k. Therefore,
n—m n—s r—2
>

> — s —
T_l)_s(n 5 r—1

|G[S, S| = |S|(n—s —ko) =s(n—s—

We are done.

If s > m, then there are m vertices coming from partition sets with size ky+1 and s —m



vertices coming from some partition sets with size kg. Similarly, we have,

IG[S, S]] = (n—s—ko)m+(n—s—ko+1)(s—m)

= (n—s—n_

- (nme-loz0tmm

m
1)8+8—m

)s—i—s—m

r—2 s
— — 1— _
T_ls(n s)—l—< 7’—1>(S m)
-2
> : — 1s(n —s)
We are done, too.
(iii). We only need to prove the case when s = 1 since we can write trt;i(lré;)s) =
i tr—1(i—1 n—s n L i—1 ) n—1 n
I and (9)/() =TT (5)/()- Note that when s = 1, ("1)/(3) =

1-— %, while

(=1 L) |G- §(T(n) 2
tri(n) : tr—1(n) : %ZUEV(TT—MTL)) d(v) S

Therefore, (iii) holds.

(iv). When s = 1, we need to show

T r—2/(r
—-1> 1
(5) 123 (0)

this is obviously true since r > 4.

Now suppose s > 2. Sincer > 4, s <r—landn—s>n—r+1 > 2, we have
(r—=3)(n—s)>r—22>s— 1. Therefore,

i3




The proof is completed. O

Proof of Conjecture[2.2 for r € {4,5}: Let G = (Go, f) be a k-weighted graph satisfying the
conditions in Conjecture 22 If f(e) < (5) —1 for any e € Gy, then f(Go) < ((5) —1)|Go| =
((5) = 1)(3) and we are done.

Now suppose there exists some edge e € Gy with f(e) > (;) We may suppose that
G = (Gy, f) is a minimum counterexample of Conjecture with respect to n. Note that

k € {ky,ka}, where k1 = M—‘—laﬂdkgz (G)-)G) =k +1.

tr—1(n) tr—1(n)

We give more definitions and notation used in the proof. For graphs G and F, an
F-packing of G is a union of vertex-disjoint copies of F' in G. The size of an F-packing
means the number of disjoint copies of F' in this packing. For r > 3 and 2 < s < r — 1,
let a,, = (g) — (5451) + 2. Set a,, = 1. Note that a,,—1 = 2, a,5_1 — ars = s and
()= arei 2= (3).

First, we pick a maximal K,_i-packing M,_1 in Gy such that every member K, 1 in
M, _1 has weight sequence bound by y—1 = (@ -1, @rp—2,0rp—2+1,..., (g)) Set Gg_l) =

Go — V(M,_1) and choose a maximal K, _s-packing M,_, in Gg_l)

such that every mem-
ber K,_9 in M,_5 has weight sequence bound by y_2 = (ayr—2,0r—3,0r,—3+ 1,..., (g))
Generally, at the s-th step for 2 < s < r — 3, we pick a maximal K, s-packing M, _;
in Gg_sﬂ) such that every member K,_, in M,_s has weight sequence bound by, g =
(Arir—sy Qrp—(s41)> Qrp—(s+1) T 1, - (;)) Finally, at the (r — 2)-th step, we take a maximal
Ks-packing M, in G((]g) such that Ky has weight sequence bound b, 2 = ((g)) Let My =
Gy — U’Z7:_21V(M,~). Set mg = |V (Mj)| for 1 < s <r—1. Note that ma+mg+...4+m,_1 #0
since there exist edges e € Gy with f(e) > (g) Let byr = (1,2,..., (g)) Then there is no
K, in Gy with weight sequence bound b, , by the assumption of Conjecture

Note that our proof is based on induction. Therefore, we need to compute the weights
lost when we delete a copy of K, in M, from Gy. We will address this in the following

claims.

Claim 1. Let 2 < s < r — 1. For any vertex v € U;_;V(M;) and an F = K, in M, with
v & V(F), we have f(K[{v},V(F)]) < (s—1)k+apst1—08 fork > (5) +0, where 6 € {0,1}.

Proof. We first claim that K[{v} UV (F)] is not isomorphic to K,y; with weight sequence
bound b, s11. Otherwise, when s = r — 1, we have a K, in Gy with weight sequence bound
b, r, a contradiction to our assumption. If s < r — 2, then we have another K, i with
weight sequence bound by ¢y7 disjoint with U;:j 41 V(M;). Thus we may select a larger
M,1;. This is a contradiction to the maximality of Ms1i. Therefore, K[{v}, V(F)] should

not have weight sequence bound ¢, g, where ¢y s = (ar s41,ars+1,a,5+2,...;a, -1 —1) for



3<s<r—1andcr2= (a3 a2 = ((g) —4, (g) — 1), i.e. ¢y is the sequence of integers
missed by b, ¢ from by si1. Recall that a,, = 1.

Suppose the weight sequence of K[{v}, V(F)] is x = (z1,x2,...,2s). Note that x; < k
for any 1 < i <'s. Denote by y = (y1,¥2,...,Ys) = Crs. By the above claim, there exists
some j € [s] with x; <y; — 1. If j =1 then 2y <y; — 1 = ay 541 — 1. Thus

FE{u}, V(P)) = > @i < arepn — 1+ (s — DE,
i=1

we are done. Now suppose 2 < j < s. If s=2,thenj =2andy =cr2 = ((3) — 4, (3) — 1).
Thus

P VED <200 -0 =2((3) ~2) = (5) +ana < ket ana =

the last inequality holds because (g) < k — 9. Therefore, we are done for s = 2. Now
suppose s > 3. Then, for 1 <i < j(j > 2), we have z; < z; <y; — 1 =a,,+j — 2. Hence

FERLVEN) =Y a5 < jlars +j—2) + (s =)k = (s = Dk +j(ars +5 —2) —k(j — 1).
i=1

Therefore, it is sufficient to show that j(a,s+j —2) —k(j — 1) < ar 541 — J in the rest of
the proof.

If s=r—1,thena,sy1 =1landa, s =2. Since2<j<s=r—1andk > (g) >r+1>
7+ 2, we have

Jlars+i—2)—k(j—1)=7—-k(i—-1)<7-(G+2)(j-1)=2-j<0=ap1— L

If3<s<r—2 then a,s = ans1+s+1. Let g(z) = (z —1)2— ((*3") —246) (z — 1) be

a function on [2, s]. Since g is convex on [2, s], we have
o) < maxg(2). 9661} =max {3 -5 - (T )1-5- -3}

Since s > 3, we have 3 — 0 — (5'51) < —(s+d)and 1 —8—(s—1)(;) < —(s+6). Thus,



g(z) < —(s + ). Therefore,

Jlars+5=2)=k([G—1) = arsprt+s+i—1+G - Dans+5—2) —k(j—1)
= a7’75+1+(j_1)(ar,s+j_k—1)+3

= arer1— (1) </€—<;>+<S;1>—1—j>+s
< a1 — (1) <5+<S—;1>—1—j>+8

ar,s+1+(j—1)2—<<S;1>—2+5> (G—1)+s

= Grs+l +g(,7) +s

< rer1—(s+0)+s
= Qars+1 — J.
This completes the proof of Claim [Il O

Furthermore, we have the following claim when r = 4, 5.
Claim 2. Forr € {4,5}, 2 < s <r—1, we have (s — 1)k + a 511 — 1 < =25k,
Proof. It is sufficient to show a, .11 —1 < (1 — 25)k. If s =r — 1, then a, 541 = a,, = 1.

Thus a,s41—1 = 0 = (1—-*7)k and we are done. Else, we have s+3 > 5 > r. Since k > (g),
we have api1 1= (5) = (") +1= (5) =52 < () - § = (1-29) () < (1-2pk. O

Claim 3. n>r+ 1.

Proof. Note that when n = r, ks = (}), and ky = (3) — 1 < (;) < k. Thus, k must be ky
and 6 = 0 if n = r. In the following, we show that f(Go) < k-t,—1(n) =k ((5) — 1), that is
a contradiction to the fact that G = {Gy, f} is a counterexample. Let x = (1, z2, ..., x(;)>
be the weight sequence of Go. Then, there must exist some j € [(5)] with z; < j. Thus, we
get ; <x; <j—1fori<jandx; <ky= (;) for j <i < (g) Therefore,

£(Go) = (g)f <iti-v+((3)-4) (3) = 0

Since fo(j) is a convex function on j € [(3)], we have

e < o) < max{ o ((5) ) = ((5) <1) (3) =#- 60

10



Now suppose n > r+ 1. By Proposition [ (i), k2 > (g) + 1. We need more computation.

Claim 4. Forr € {4,5}, 6 € {0,1}, let 1 < s < r — 1 be the minimal index with ms > 0.
Pick an FF = K, in M. Ifk‘>()—|—5 then

FE) 4 SRV ELVESD < b ((3) + 250 =9) + 1= )0 - )
where V(F) =V (Gy) \ V(F).

Proof. Since F = K, we have f(F) < k(3). For any H = K; in M; with V(H) € V(F),
by the minimality of s, s < j <r —1. Let mi = m; — 1 > 0 and m}; = m; for j > s. Then
> i ;jm =n — s. By Claims [ and 2] for any v € V(F),

FORTEL V) < G~ Dk + anger =6 < -2k 4 (1-0).
Thus
FEILVEN) = 55 S V)

j=s HEM,;
H#F

IN
<
(]!
_
3
S~
PR
3|3
I‘I
—_
<
RA
+
=
|
N
~——

j=s
r r—1 r—1
_ / /
= = ijmj+(1—5)Zm
j=s j=s
< r 2k(n—s)—|—(1_5)(n_s),
r— s

the last inequality holds since Z;;i mj < %ZT»:; gm/; = 222 Therefore,

F(F) + FEVE)LVEY) < () S F(K o) VFY)
veV (F)
< k@+::fk3(n—s)+(1—5)(n—s).

Now we are ready to prove Conjecture for r =4,5.

Claim 5. Conjecture holds for r = 4,5.

11



Proof. By Claim [8] we have n > r + 1. By Proposition [ (i), ko > (g) + 1. Recall that
the k-weighted graph G = (Gp, f) is a minimum counterexample of Conjecture and
k€ {k1,ko}. Let 1 < s <r —1 be the minimum index with ms; > 0 and F' € M; be a copy
of K, in G with weight sequence bound b, .

If k =ky > (}) + 1, then f(Go) > ko - t,—1(n) by our assumption that G = (G, f) is a
counterexample. Therefore, by Claim 4] with § = 1 and Proposition [] (ii),

F(Go[V(E)T]) = f(Go) = (f(F) + [ (K[V(F),V(F)I))

>k <tr 1 <<2>+7’_2 n—8)>>

Z k‘Q tr 1(71—8

Apparently, the restriction of G on Go[V (F)°] is a k-weighted graph without any K, of
weight sequence bound (1,2, ..., (3)). However, Go[V (F)¢] has a smaller number of vertices
than Gy while f(Go[V (F)¢]) > ka - tr—1(n — s), which contradicts to the minimality of Gy.

If k = ki, then we have f(Go) > ((5) — 1)(5) because G = (Go, f) is a counterexample.
If ki = (g), applying Claim [ with 6 = 0 and by Proposition [I] (iv), we have

Lot = 3)) s )

F(GoV(F)T]) = f(Go) = (f(F) + FIK[V(F), V(F

)00 (6)-
(&) (")

Clearly, Go[V (F)€] is a smaller counterexample for the same reason as the above case, a

V

Y

contradiction again. Now suppose k1 > (g) + 1. By Proposition [I] (iii), we have * = 7(1’271)8) >

("2°)
2. Hence,
(3)

O-03 . 6
tr—1(n) —t,—1(n—38) = tr—1(n)
By Proposition [ (ii), we have t,_1(n) — t,_1(n — s) > (5) + Z=2s(n — s). Then

(5)

()-("27) 2 () + o —9).

T n n

Since k; = {M-‘ -1<((}) - 1)%, we have

(G- (G)-("27) =1 () + =m-9)-

12




By Claim [4]

F(GolV(E)T]) = f(Go) = (F(F) + F(K[V(F),V(F)]))

v
7N
O
N3
N~
|
[

a contradiction, too. O

4 Discussion and Remarks

We restate Conjectures and in the following.

Conjecture 4.1 (Conjecture 1.3). Letn>r—1>2, k> (;) Then

cay(n, K,) < max{<<;> - 1) (Z)k: - tr_l(n)} .

Conjecture 4.2 (Conjecture 2.2). Let n > r > 3 and k > (}). Let G = (Go, f) be a
k-weighted graph, where Gy = K,, on vertex set [n]. Suppose that Gy contains no complete

subgraph Kr with weight sequence bound (1,2,...,(5)). Let ko = {%-‘ and k1 =
ko — 1. Then the following hold.

(i) If k = kq, then f(Gg) < ((g) — 1)(’;)

(it) If k = ko, then f(Go) < k- t,—1(n).

In this article, we confirm Conjecture is true for » = 4,5 by showing Conjecture
holds for r € {4,5}. Our computation will stuck when r > 6. It will be very interesting to
verify Conjecture for all r > 3.
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