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Abstract

Let Gk
n = {G1, G2, . . . , Gk} be a multiset of graphs on vertex set [n] and let F be a

fixed graph with edge set F = {e1, e2, . . . , em} and k ≥ m. We say Gk
n is rainbow F -free

if there is no {i1, i2, . . . , im} ⊆ [k] satisfying ej ∈ Gij for every j ∈ [m]. Let exk(n, F )

be the maximum
∑k

i=1
|Gi| among all the rainbow F -free multisets Gk

n. Keevash, Saks,

Sudakov, and Verstraëte (2004) determined the exact value of exk(n,Kr) when n is

sufficiently large and proposed the conjecture that the results remain true when n ≥ Cr2

for some constant C. Recently, Frankl (2022) confirmed the conjecture for r = 3 and

all possible values of n. In this paper, we determine the exact value of exk(n,Kr) for

n ≥ r − 1 when r = 4 and 5, i.e. the conjecture of Keevash, Saks, Sudakov, and

Verstraëte is true for r ∈ {4, 5}.

1 Introduction

Let G = (V,E) be a graph with vertex set V and edge set E ⊂
(

V
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 δ(G) = minv∈V (G) dG(v). We may simply write d(v) when it causes no confusion.

Let Kr denote a complete graph on r vertices. For disjoint sets U1, U2, ..., Ur (r ≥ 2), let

K[U1, U2, ..., Ur ] denote a complete r-partite graph with partition sets U1, ..., Ur . When

U1, U2, ..., Ur ⊆ V (G), denote G[U1, ..., Ur ] = K[U1, ..., Ur] ∩G.

The Turán graph Tr−1(n) is a complete (r−1)-partite graph on n vertices whose partition

sets have sizes as equal as possible. Let tr−1(n) = |Tr−1(n)|. The famous Turán Theorem [9]

∗The work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (No. 12071453), and the
National Key R and D Program of China (2020YFA0713100), and the Innovation Program for Quantum
Science and Technology, China (2021ZD0302902).
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states that |G| ≤ tr−1(n) for an n-vertex Kr-free G. In 1966, Simonovits [8] extended the

Turán Theorem by showing that |G| ≤ tr−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 Turán problems (one can see good surveys, for example [1, 3, 5]).

In 2004, Keevash, Saks, Sudakov, and Verstraëte [6] introduced a rainbow version of the

Turán-type problem. Let F be a fixed graph with E(F ) = {e1, e2, . . . , e|F |}. For integers

k ≥ |F | and n, let Gk
n = {G1, G2, ..., Gk} be a multiset of graphs on vertex set [n]. We say

Gk
n is rainbow F -free, or RBF -free if there is no {i1, i2, ..., i|F |} ⊆ [k] satisfying ej ∈ Gij for

every j ∈ [|F |]. The rainbow Turán-type problems look for the maximum of
∑k

i=1 |Gi| or
∏k

i=1 |Gi| among all the RBF -free multisets Gk
n. Let |G

k
n| =

∑k
i=1 |Gi|. The rainbow Turán

number of a fixed graph F is defined as

exk(n, F ) = {|Gk
n| : G

k
n is RBF -free}.

A multiset of graphs Gk
n with |Gk

n| = exk(n, F ) is called an extremal system of rainbow F .

Denote tKn (or tKn) as the multiset consisting of t copies of complete graphs Kn (or

empty graphs Kn). Let tTr−1(n) be the multiset consisting of t copies of the Turán 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)Kn ∪ (k − h+ 1)Kn and kTr−1(n) contain no rainbowH. It is reasonable to consider

them as the extremal structures for H. In fact, Keevash, Saks, Sudakov, Verstraëte [6]

proposed the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1.1 (Keevash, Saks, Sudakov, Verstraëte, 2004). Let r ≥ 3 and H be an

r-critical graph with h edges. Suppose k ≥ h, n is sufficiently large. Then

exk(n,H) = max

{

k · tr−1(n), (h− 1)

(

n

2

)}

.

Moreover, (h− 1)Kn ∪ (k − h+ 1)Kn and kTr−1(n) are the only extremal structures when

n is sufficiently large.

This conjecture has been confirmed when r = 3 or H = Kr for r ≥ 3 in [6].

Theorem 1.2 (Keevash, Saks, Sudakov, Verstraëte [6]). Let r ≥ 2, k ≥
(

r
2

)

, n > 104r34.

Then

exk(n,Kr) =







k · tr(n), for k ≥ 1
2(r

2 − 1),
((

r
2

)

− 1
) (

n
2

)

, for
(

r
2

)

≤ k < 1
2(r

2 − 1).

Moreover, (h− 1)Kn + (k − h+ 1)Kn and kTr−1(n) are the only extremal structures.
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However, the lower bound n > 104r34 is unnatural. Keevash, Saks, Sudakov, Ver-

straëte [6] also proposed the following interesting conjecture: Theorem 1.2 probably remains

true even for n ≥ Cr2 for some constant C. We may furthermore hope Theorem 1.2 also

holds for all possible values of n.

Conjecture 1.3 (Keevash, Saks, Sudakov, Verstraëte [6]). Let n ≥ r − 1 ≥ 2, k ≥
(

r
2

)

.

Then

exk(n,Kr) ≤ max

{((

r

2

)

− 1

)(

n

2

)

, k · tr−1(n)

}

.

Recently, Frankl [2] proved Conjecture 1.3 for r = 3 and all possible values of n. In this

paper, we continue to show that Conjecture 1.3 holds for r = 4, 5.

Theorem 1.4. Let r ∈ {4, 5}, n ≥ r − 1, and k ≥
(

r
2

)

. Then

exk(n,Kr) ≤ max

{((

r

2

)

− 1

)(

n

2

)

, k · tr−1(n)

}

.

The rest of this article is arranged as follows. In Section 2, we transfer the RBF -

free system Gk
n = {G1, G2, . . . , Gk} into a weighted graph and give a weighted version

(Conjecture 2.2) of Conjecture 1.3 and show that Conjecture 2.2 implies Conjecture 1.3.

In Section 3, we prove Conjecture 2.2 when r = 4 and 5, which implies Theorem 1.4. 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 Gk
n = {G1, G2, . . . , Gk} on vertex set [n] is

RBF -free. Then there exists another RBF -free multiset of graphs Hk
n = {H1,H2, . . . ,Hk}

on vertex set [n] satisfying:

(a) ∪k
i=1Hi = ∪k

i=1Gi;

(b) Hk ⊆ Hk−1 ⊆ . . . ⊆ H1.

For some integer ℓ and a graph H, an ℓ-weighting on H is a mapping g : E(H) →

{0, 1, 2, . . . , ℓ}. We call the system H = (H, g) an ℓ-weighted graph. For a subgraphH ′ ⊆ H,

let g(H ′) =
∑

e∈H′ g(e) be the weight of H ′ in H. Call (a1, a2, ..., a|H′|) in a nondecreasing

order a weight sequence of H ′ if H ′ = {e1, e2, . . . , e|H′|} and g(ei) = ai for any 1 ≤ i ≤ |H ′|.

A sequence (b1, b2, ..., b|H′|) in nondecreasing order is called a weight sequence bound of H ′

if (a1, a2, ..., a|H′|) ≥ (b1, b2, ..., b|H′|) with lexicographical order for every weight sequence

(a1, a2, ..., a|H′|) of H
′.
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We propose the following conjecture of a k-weighted graph that implies Conjecture 1.3.

Conjecture 2.2. Let n ≥ r ≥ 3 and k ≥
(

r
2

)

. Let G = (G0, f) be a k-weighted graph, where

G0
∼= Kn on vertex set [n]. Suppose that G0 contains no complete subgraph Kr with weight

sequence bound (1, 2, ...,
(

r
2

)

). Let k2 =

⌈

((r
2
)−1)(n

2
)

tr−1(n)

⌉

and k1 = k2 − 1. Then the following

statements hold.

(i) If k = k1, then f(G0) ≤ (
(

r
2

)

− 1)
(

n
2

)

.

(ii) If k = k2, then f(G0) ≤ k · tr−1(n).

Theorem 2.3. Conjecture 2.2 implies Conjecture 1.3.

Proof. Let Gk
n = {G1, G2, ..., Gk} be a RBKr-free system with maximum |Gk

n|. By Lemma 2.1,

we may assume Gk ⊆ Gk−1 ⊆ . . . ⊆ G1. Let G0 = Kn and define a k-weighting f on G0

by setting f(e) = maxe∈Gi
i for every edge e ∈ G0. Thus f(e) is the number of graphs

containing e in Gk
n because Gk ⊆ . . . ⊆ G1 ⊆ G0. Therefore, we have f(G0) = |Gk

n|. We

may assume k ≥ k1, otherwise, we can add k1 − k copies of the empty graphs Kc
n into Gk

n

with the property RBKr-free and the k-weighted graph G0 unchanged.

Now we show that there is no Kr in G0 with weight sequence bound (1, 2, ...,
(

r
2

)

).

Otherwise, suppose there is a copy H of Kr in G0 with weight sequence (a1, a2, ..., ah) ≥

(1, 2, ...,
(

r
2

)

), where h = |H| =
(

r
2

)

and assume H = {e1, e2, . . . , eh} with f(ei) = ai for any

i ∈ [h]. Since (1, 2, ...,
(

r
2

)

) ≤ (a1, a2, ..., ah), we have f(ei) = ai ≥ i for every i ∈ [h]. Thus,

by the definition of f and Gk ⊆ . . . ⊆ G1 ⊆ G0, we have ei ∈ Gi for every i ∈ [
(

r
2

)

]. This

leads to a rainbow H ∼= Kr in Gk
n, a contradiction.

Now we suppose Conjecture 2.2 is true. If k = k1 or k2(= k1 + 1), then |Gk
n| = f(G0) ≤

min
{((

r
2

)

− 1
) (

n
2

)

, k · tr−1(n)
}

. Thus Conjecture 1.3 holds when k = k1 or k2. If k > k2,

let G′k2
n = {G1, ..., Gk2}. Obviously, G′k2

n is still RBKr-free. By Conjecture 2.2, |G′k2
n | ≤

k2 · tr−1(n). Since Gk ⊆ . . . ⊆ Gk2 ⊆ . . . ⊆ G1, we have |Gi| ≤ |Gj | for every k2 + 1 ≤ i ≤ k

and 1 ≤ j ≤ k2. Hence

k
∑

i=k2+1

|Gi| ≤
k − k2
k2

k2
∑

j=1

|Gj | =
k − k2
k2

|G′k2
n | ≤ (k − k2)tr−1(n),

which implies that

|Gk
n| =

k
∑

i=k2+1

|Gi|+

k2
∑

j=1

|Gj | ≤ (k − k2)tr−1(n) + k2 · tr−1(n) = k · tr−1(n).

We are done.

Therefore, to prove Theorem 1.4, it is sufficient to show Conjecture 2.2 for r = 4, 5.
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3 Conjecture 2.2 holds when r = 4 or 5

Before the proof, we first give some computational properties about tr−1(n).

Proposition 1. For integers n ≥ r − 1 ≥ 3, let k2 =

⌈

((r
2
)−1)(n

2
)

tr−1(n)

⌉

. Then the following

hold.

(i) If n ≥ r + 1, then k2 ≥
(

r
2

)

+ 1.

(ii) For 1 ≤ s ≤ max{r − 1, n − 1}, tr−1(n)− tr−1(n − s) ≥
(

s
2

)

+ r−2
r−1s(n− s).

(iii) For 1 ≤ s ≤ n− 1, tr−1(n−s)
tr−1(n)

≥
(n−s

2
)

(n
2
)
.

(iv) If n ≥ r + 1, for 1 ≤ s ≤ r − 1,

((

r

2

)

− 1

)((

n

2

)

−

(

n− s

2

))

≥

(

r

2

)((

s

2

)

+
r − 2

r − 1
s(n− s)

)

+ n− s.

Proof. We write n = k0(r − 1) +m, where k0 = ⌊ n
r−1⌋ and 0 ≤ m ≤ r − 2.

tr−1(n) =

(

n

2

)

−m

(

k0 + 1

2

)

− (r − 1−m)

(

k0
2

)

=

(

n

2

)

−
k0
2
(m(k0 + 1) + (r − 1−m)(k0 − 1))

=

(

n

2

)

−
k0
2
(k0(r − 1) + 2m− (r − 1))

=

(

n

2

)

−
n−m

2(r − 1)
(n+m− (r − 1)).

Let gr(m,n) =
(

n
2

)

− n−m
2(r−1)(n+m− (r − 1)). By simple calculation, we have

tr−1(n) = gr(m,n) ≤ gr(0, n) =

(

n

2

)

−
n(n− (r − 1))

2(r − 1)
.

Note that

k2 =

⌈

((

r
2

)

− 1
) (

n
2

)

tr−1(n)

⌉

=

⌈

((

r

2

)

− 1

)

(

(

n
2

)

gr(m,n)
− 1

)⌉

+

(

r

2

)

− 1.

Let A =
((

r
2

)

− 1
)

(

(n
2
)

gr(m,n) − 1

)

.

(i). It is sufficient to show A > 1 when n ≥ r + 1. We first prove that A > 1 when

n ≥ 2r − 2. Let αr(n) = gr(0,n)

(n
2
)

= 1 − n−(r−1)
(r−1)(n−1) . Obviously, αr(n) is decreasing on

5



n ≥ 2r − 2. Hence, αr(n) ≤ αr(2r − 2) = 1− 1
2r−3 . Therefore,

A =

((

r

2

)

− 1

)

(

(

n
2

)

gr(m,n)
− 1

)

≥

((

r

2

)

− 1

)(

1

αr(n)
− 1

)

≥

((

r

2

)

− 1

)

(

1

1− 1
2r−3

− 1

)

=
r + 1

4
> 1,

the last inequality holds as r ≥ 4. Now suppose r + 1 ≤ n ≤ 2r − 3. Then k0 = 1, m ≥ 2,

n = r − 1 + m, and gr(m,n) =
(

n
2

)

− m =
(

r−1+m
2

)

− m. Let hr(m) = 2gr(m,r−1+m)
m

=

m + (r−1)(r−2)
m

+ 2r − 5. Then hr(m) is a decreasing function of m on [2, r − 2]. Thus

hr(m) ≤ hr(2) = 2 + (r−1)(r−2)
2 + 2r − 5 = (r2+r−4)

2 . Therefore,

A =

((

r

2

)

− 1

)

(

(

n
2

)

− gr(m,n)

gr(m,n)

)

=

((

r

2

)

− 1

)

·
m

gr(m,n)

=
r2 − r − 2

hr(m)

≥ 2 ·
r2 − r − 2

r2 + r − 4
> 1.

(ii). Since s ≤ max{r − 1, n − 1}, we can obtain a Tr−1(n− s) by deleting at most one

vertex in each partition set of Tr−1(n). Now let S be the set of the s deleted vertices. It is

easy to see that tr−1(n)− tr−1(n − s) = |G[S]| + |G[S, Sc]|, where G = Tr−1(n). Note that

G[S] =
(

s
2

)

since each pair in S comes from different partition sets. To prove (ii), we only

need to prove |G[S, Sc]| ≥ r−2
r−1s(n− s).

If s ≤ m, then every deleted vertex v ∈ S comes from a partition set with k0+1 vertices.

Hence |G[{v}, Sc]| = (n− s)− (k0 + 1− 1) = n− s− k0. Therefore,

|G[S, Sc]| = |S|(n− s− k0) = s(n− s−
n−m

r − 1
) ≥ s(n− s−

n− s

r − 1
) ≥

r − 2

r − 1
s(n− s).

We are done.

If s > m, then there are m vertices coming from partition sets with size k0+1 and s−m

6



vertices coming from some partition sets with size k0. Similarly, we have,

|G[S, Sc]| = (n− s− k0)m+ (n− s− k0 + 1)(s −m)

= (n− s−
n−m

r − 1
)s+ s−m

=

(

n− s−
(n− s) + (s−m)

r − 1

)

s+ s−m

=
r − 2

r − 1
s(n− s) +

(

1−
s

r − 1

)

(s−m)

≥
r − 2

r − 1
s(n− s).

We are done, too.

(iii). We only need to prove the case when s = 1 since we can write tr−1(n−s)
tr−1(n)

=
n
∏

i=n−s+1

tr−1(i−1)
tr−1(i)

and
(

n−s
2

)

/
(

n
2

)

=
n
∏

i=n−s+1

(

i−1
2

)

/
(

i
2

)

. Note that when s = 1,
(

n−1
2

)

/
(

n
2

)

=

1− 2
n
, while

tr−1(n− 1)

tr−1(n)
= 1−

|Tr−1(n)| − |Tr−1(n− 1)|

tr−1(n)
= 1−

δ(Tr−1(n))
1
2

∑

v∈V (Tr−1(n))
d(v)

≥ 1−
2

n
.

Therefore, (iii) holds.

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

(

r

2

)

− 1 ≥
r − 2

r − 1

(

r

2

)

+ 1,

this is obviously true since r ≥ 4.

Now suppose s ≥ 2. Since r ≥ 4, s ≤ r − 1 and n − s ≥ n − r + 1 ≥ 2, we have

(r − 3)(n − s) ≥ r − 2 ≥ s− 1. Therefore,

(r − 2)(n − s) ≥ s− 1 +
2

s
(n− s)

⇔ (r − 2)s(n− s) ≥ s(s− 1) + 2(n− s)

⇔

(

1

2
r − 1

)

s(n− s) ≥

(

s

2

)

+ (n− s)

⇔

(((

r

2

)

− 1

)

−
r − 2

r − 1

(

r

2

))

s(n− s) ≥

((

r

2

)

−

((

r

2

)

− 1

))(

s

2

)

+ n− s

⇔

((

r

2

)

− 1

)((

s

2

)

+ s(n− s)

)

≥

(

r

2

)((

s

2

)

+
r − 2

r − 1
s(n− s)

)

+ n− s

⇔

((

r

2

)

− 1

)((

n

2

)

−

(

n− s

2

))

=

(

r

2

)((

s

2

)

+
r − 2

r − 1
s(n− s)

)

+ n− s.

7



The proof is completed.

Proof of Conjecture 2.2 for r ∈ {4, 5}: Let G = (G0, f) be a k-weighted graph satisfying the

conditions in Conjecture 2.2. If f(e) ≤
(

r
2

)

−1 for any e ∈ G0, then f(G0) ≤ (
(

r
2

)

−1)|G0| =

(
(

r
2

)

− 1)
(

n
2

)

and we are done.

Now suppose there exists some edge e ∈ G0 with f(e) ≥
(

r
2

)

. We may suppose that

G = (G0, f) is a minimum counterexample of Conjecture 2.2 with respect to n. Note that

k ∈ {k1, k2}, where k1 =

⌈

((r
2
)−1)(n

2
)

tr−1(n)

⌉

− 1 and k2 =

⌈

((r
2
)−1)(n

2
)

tr−1(n)

⌉

= k1 + 1.

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 ar,s =
(

r
2

)

−
(

s+1
2

)

+ 2. Set ar,r = 1. Note that ar,r−1 = 2, ar,s−1 − ar,s = s and
(

r
2

)

− ar,s−1 + 2 =
(

s
2

)

.

First, we pick a maximal Kr−1-packing Mr−1 in G0 such that every member Kr−1 in

Mr−1 has weight sequence bound br,r−1 = (ar,r−1, ar,r−2, ar,r−2 + 1, . . . ,
(

r
2

)

). Set G
(r−1)
0 =

G0 − V (Mr−1) and choose a maximal Kr−2-packing Mr−2 in G
(r−1)
0 such that every mem-

ber Kr−2 in Mr−2 has weight sequence bound br,r−2 = (ar,r−2, ar,r−3, ar,r−3 + 1, . . . ,
(

r
2

)

).

Generally, at the s-th step for 2 ≤ s ≤ r − 3, we pick a maximal Kr−s-packing Mr−s

in G
(r−s+1)
0 such that every member Kr−s in Mr−s has weight sequence bound br,r−s =

(ar,r−s, ar,r−(s+1), ar,r−(s+1) +1, . . . ,
(

r
2

)

). Finally, at the (r− 2)-th step, we take a maximal

K2-packing M2 in G
(3)
0 such that K2 has weight sequence bound br,2 =

((

r
2

))

. Let M1 =

G0 −∪r−1
i=2V (Mi). Set ms = |V (Ms)| for 1 ≤ s ≤ r− 1. Note that m2 +m3 + ...+mr−1 6= 0

since there exist edges e ∈ G0 with f(e) ≥
(

r
2

)

. Let br,r = (1, 2, . . . ,
(

r
2

)

). Then there is no

Kr in G0 with weight sequence bound br,r by the assumption of Conjecture 2.2.

Note that our proof is based on induction. Therefore, we need to compute the weights

lost when we delete a copy of Ks in Ms from G0. We will address this in the following

claims.

Claim 1. Let 2 ≤ s ≤ r − 1. For any vertex v ∈ ∪s
i=1V (Mi) and an F ∼= Ks in Ms with

v /∈ V (F ), we have f(K[{v}, V (F )]) ≤ (s−1)k+ar,s+1−δ for k ≥
(

r
2

)

+δ, where δ ∈ {0, 1}.

Proof. We first claim that K[{v} ∪ V (F )] is not isomorphic to Ks+1 with weight sequence

bound br,s+1. Otherwise, when s = r− 1, we have a Kr in G0 with weight sequence bound

br,r, a contradiction to our assumption. If s ≤ r − 2, then we have another Ks+1 with

weight sequence bound br,s+1 disjoint with
⋃r−1

i=s+1 V (Mi). Thus we may select a larger

Ms+1. This is a contradiction to the maximality of Ms+1. Therefore, K[{v}, V (F )] should

not have weight sequence bound cr,s, where cr,s = (ar,s+1, ar,s+1, ar,s+2, ..., ar,s−1− 1) for

8



3 ≤ s ≤ r − 1 and cr,2 = (ar,3, ar,2) = (
(

r
2

)

− 4,
(

r
2

)

− 1), i.e. cr,s is the sequence of integers

missed by br,s from br,s+1. Recall that ar,r = 1.

Suppose the weight sequence of K[{v}, V (F )] is x = (x1, x2, . . . , xs). Note that xi ≤ k

for any 1 ≤ i ≤ s. Denote by y = (y1, y2, . . . , ys) = cr,s. By the above claim, there exists

some j ∈ [s] with xj ≤ yj − 1. If j = 1 then x1 ≤ y1 − 1 = ar,s+1 − 1. Thus

f(K[{v}, V (F )]) =

s
∑

i=1

xi ≤ ar,s+1 − 1 + (s − 1)k,

we are done. Now suppose 2 ≤ j ≤ s. If s = 2, then j = 2 and y = cr,2 =
((

r
2

)

− 4,
(

r
2

)

− 1
)

.

Thus

f(K[{v}, V (F )]) ≤ 2(y2 − 1) = 2

((

r

2

)

− 2

)

=

(

r

2

)

+ ar,3 ≤ k + ar,3 − δ,

the last inequality holds because
(

r
2

)

≤ k − δ. Therefore, we are done for s = 2. Now

suppose s ≥ 3. Then, for 1 ≤ i ≤ j (j ≥ 2), we have xi ≤ xj ≤ yj − 1 = ar,s + j − 2. Hence

f(K[{v}, V (F )]) =
s
∑

i=1

xi ≤ j(ar,s + j − 2) + (s− j)k = (s− 1)k+ j(ar,s + j − 2)− k(j − 1).

Therefore, it is sufficient to show that j(ar,s + j − 2) − k(j − 1) ≤ ar,s+1 − δ in the rest of

the proof.

If s = r−1, then ar,s+1 = 1 and ar,s = 2. Since 2 ≤ j ≤ s = r−1 and k ≥
(

r
2

)

≥ r+1 ≥

j + 2, we have

j(ar,s + j − 2)− k(j − 1) = j2 − k(j − 1) ≤ j2 − (j + 2)(j − 1) = 2− j ≤ 0 = ar,s+1 − 1.

If 3 ≤ s ≤ r− 2, then ar,s = ar,s+1 + s+1. Let g(x) = (x− 1)2 −
((

s+1
2

)

− 2 + δ
)

(x− 1) be

a function on [2, s]. Since g is convex on [2, s], we have

g(x) ≤ max {g(2), g(s)} = max

{

3− δ −

(

s+ 1

2

)

, 1− δ − (s− 1)

(

s

2

)}

.

Since s ≥ 3, we have 3 − δ −
(

s+1
2

)

≤ −(s + δ) and 1 − δ − (s − 1)
(

s
2

)

≤ −(s + δ). Thus,

9



g(x) ≤ −(s+ δ). Therefore,

j(ar,s + j − 2)− k(j − 1) = ar,s+1 + s+ j − 1 + (j − 1)(ar,s + j − 2)− k(j − 1)

= ar,s+1 + (j − 1)(ar,s + j − k − 1) + s

= ar,s+1 − (j − 1)

(

k −

(

r

2

)

+

(

s+ 1

2

)

− 1− j

)

+ s

≤ ar,s+1 − (j − 1)

(

δ +

(

s+ 1

2

)

− 1− j

)

+ s

= ar,s+1 + (j − 1)2 −

((

s+ 1

2

)

− 2 + δ

)

(j − 1) + s

= ar,s+1 + g(j) + s

≤ ar,s+1 − (s+ δ) + s

= ar,s+1 − δ.

This completes the proof of Claim 1.

Furthermore, we have the following claim when r = 4, 5.

Claim 2. For r ∈ {4, 5}, 2 ≤ s ≤ r − 1, we have (s− 1)k + ar,s+1 − 1 ≤ r−2
r−1sk.

Proof. It is sufficient to show ar,s+1 − 1 ≤ (1 − s
r−1)k. If s = r − 1, then ar,s+1 = ar,r = 1.

Thus ar,s+1−1 = 0 = (1− s
r−1)k and we are done. Else, we have s+3 ≥ 5 ≥ r. Since k ≥

(

r
2

)

,

we have ar,s+1−1 =
(

r
2

)

−
(

s+2
2

)

+1 =
(

r
2

)

− s(s+3)
2 ≤

(

r
2

)

− sr
2 = (1− s

r−1)
(

r
2

)

≤ (1− s
r−1)k.

Claim 3. n ≥ r + 1.

Proof. Note that when n = r, k2 =
(

r
2

)

, and k1 =
(

r
2

)

− 1 <
(

r
2

)

≤ k. Thus, k must be k2

and δ = 0 if n = r. In the following, we show that f(G0) ≤ k · tr−1(n) = k
((

r
2

)

− 1
)

, that is

a contradiction to the fact that G = {G0, f} is a counterexample. Let x =
(

x1, x2, ..., x(r
2
)

)

be the weight sequence of G0. Then, there must exist some j ∈ [
(

r
2

)

] with xj < j. Thus, we

get xi ≤ xj ≤ j − 1 for i ≤ j and xi ≤ k2 =
(

r
2

)

for j < i ≤
(

r
2

)

. Therefore,

f(G0) =

(r
2
)

∑

i=1

xi ≤ j(j − 1) +

((

r

2

)

− j

)(

r

2

)

= f0(j).

Since f0(j) is a convex function on j ∈ [
(

r
2

)

], we have

f(G0) ≤ f0(j) ≤ max

{

f0(1), f0

((

r

2

))}

=

((

r

2

)

− 1

)(

r

2

)

= k · tr(n).
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Now suppose n ≥ r+1. By Proposition 1 (i), k2 ≥
(

r
2

)

+1. We need more computation.

Claim 4. For r ∈ {4, 5}, δ ∈ {0, 1}, let 1 ≤ s ≤ r − 1 be the minimal index with ms > 0.

Pick an F ∼= Ks in Ms. If k ≥
(

r
2

)

+ δ, then

f(F ) + f(K[V (F ), V (F )c]) ≤ k

((

s

2

)

+
r − 2

r − 1
s(n− s)

)

+ (1− δ)(n − s),

where V (F )c = V (G0) \ V (F ).

Proof. Since F ∼= Ks, we have f(F ) ≤ k
(

s
2

)

. For any H ∼= Kj in Mj with V (H) ∈ V (F )c,

by the minimality of s, s ≤ j ≤ r − 1. Let m′
s = ms − 1 ≥ 0 and m′

j = mj for j > s. Then
∑r−1

j=s jm
′
j = n− s. By Claims 1 and 2, for any v ∈ V (F ),

f(K[{v}, V (H)]) ≤ (j − 1)k + ar,j+1 − δ ≤
r − 2

r − 1
jk + (1− δ).

Thus

f(K[{v}, V (F )c]) =

r−1
∑

j=s

∑

H∈Mj

H 6=F

f(K[{v}, V (H)])

≤
r−1
∑

j=s

m′
j

(

r − 2

r − 1
jk + (1− δ)

)

=
r − 2

r − 1
k

r−1
∑

j=s

jm′
j + (1− δ)

r−1
∑

j=s

m′
j

≤
r − 2

r − 1
k(n − s) +

(1− δ)(n − s)

s
,

the last inequality holds since
∑r−1

j=s m
′
j ≤

1
s

∑r−1
j=s jm

′
j =

n−s
s

. Therefore,

f(F ) + f(K[V (F ), V (F )c]) ≤ k

(

s

2

)

+
∑

v∈V (F )

f(K[{v}, V (F )c])

≤ k

(

s

2

)

+
r − 2

r − 1
ks(n− s) + (1− δ)(n − s).

.

Now we are ready to prove Conjecture 2.2 for r = 4, 5.

Claim 5. Conjecture 2.2 holds for r = 4, 5.
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Proof. By Claim 3, we have n ≥ r + 1. By Proposition 1 (i), k2 ≥
(

r
2

)

+ 1. Recall that

the k-weighted graph G = (G0, f) is a minimum counterexample of Conjecture 2.2 and

k ∈ {k1, k2}. Let 1 ≤ s ≤ r − 1 be the minimum index with ms > 0 and F ∈ Ms be a copy

of Ks in G0 with weight sequence bound br,s.

If k = k2 ≥
(

r
2

)

+ 1, then f(G0) > k2 · tr−1(n) by our assumption that G = (G0, f) is a

counterexample. Therefore, by Claim 4 with δ = 1 and Proposition 1 (ii),

f(G0[V (F )c]) = f(G0)− (f(F ) + f (K[V (F ), V (F )c]))

> k2 ·

(

tr−1(n)−

((

s

2

)

+
r − 2

r − 1
s(n− s)

))

≥ k2 · tr−1(n− s).

Apparently, the restriction of G on G0[V (F )c] is a k-weighted graph without any Kr of

weight sequence bound
(

1, 2, ...,
(

r
2

))

. However, G0[V (F )c] has a smaller number of vertices

than G0 while f(G0[V (F )c]) > k2 · tr−1(n − s), which contradicts to the minimality of G0.

If k = k1, then we have f(G0) > (
(

r
2

)

− 1)
(

n
2

)

because G = (G0, f) is a counterexample.

If k1 =
(

r
2

)

, applying Claim 4 with δ = 0 and by Proposition 1 (iv), we have

f(G0[V (F )c]) = f(G0)− (f(F ) + f(K[V (F ), V (F )c]))

>

((

r

2

)

− 1

)(

n

2

)

−

((

r

2

)((

s

2

)

+
r − 2

r − 1
s(n− s)

)

+ n− s

)

≥

((

r

2

)

− 1

)(

n− s

2

)

.

Clearly, G0[V (F )c] is a smaller counterexample for the same reason as the above case, a

contradiction again. Now suppose k1 ≥
(

r
2

)

+1. By Proposition 1 (iii), we have tr−1(n−s)
tr−1(n)

≥

(n−s

2
)

(n
2
)
. Hence,

(

n
2

)

−
(

n−s
2

)

tr−1(n)− tr−1(n− s)
≥

(

n
2

)

tr−1(n)
.

By Proposition 1 (ii), we have tr−1(n)− tr−1(n− s) ≥
(

s
2

)

+ r−2
r−1s(n− s). Then

(

n

2

)

−

(

n− s

2

)

≥

(

n
2

)

tr−1(n)

((

s

2

)

+
r − 2

r − 1
s(n− s)

)

.

Since k1 =

⌈

((r
2
)−1)(n

2
)

tr−1(n)

⌉

− 1 < (
(

r
2

)

− 1)
(n
2
)

tr−1(n)
, we have

((

r

2

)

− 1

)((

n

2

)

−

(

n− s

2

))

> k1

((

s

2

)

+
r − 2

r − 1
s(n− s)

)

.
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By Claim 4,

f(G0[V (F )c]) = f(G0)− (f(F ) + f(K[V (F ), V (F )c]))

>

((

r

2

)

− 1

)(

n

2

)

− k1

((

s

2

)

+
r − 2

r − 1
s(n− s)

)

≥

((

r

2

)

− 1

)(

n− s

2

)

,

a contradiction, too.

4 Discussion and Remarks

We restate Conjectures 1.3 and 2.2 in the following.

Conjecture 4.1 (Conjecture 1.3). Let n ≥ r − 1 ≥ 2, k ≥
(

r
2

)

. Then

exk(n,Kr) ≤ max

{((

r

2

)

− 1

)(

n

2

)

, k · tr−1(n)

}

.

Conjecture 4.2 (Conjecture 2.2). Let n ≥ r ≥ 3 and k ≥
(

r
2

)

. Let G = (G0, f) be a

k-weighted graph, where G0
∼= Kn on vertex set [n]. Suppose that G0 contains no complete

subgraph Kr with weight sequence bound
(

1, 2, . . . ,
(

r
2

))

. Let k2 =

⌈

((r
2
)−1)(n

2
)

tr−1(n)

⌉

and k1 =

k2 − 1. Then the following hold.

(i) If k = k1, then f(G0) ≤ (
(

r
2

)

− 1)
(

n
2

)

.

(ii) If k = k2, then f(G0) ≤ k · tr−1(n).

In this article, we confirm Conjecture 1.3 is true for r = 4, 5 by showing Conjecture 2.2

holds for r ∈ {4, 5}. Our computation will stuck when r ≥ 6. It will be very interesting to

verify Conjecture 2.2 for all r ≥ 3.
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