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A hypergraph bipartite Turán problem with odd uniformity

Jie Ma∗ Tianchi Yang†

Abstract

In this paper, we investigate the hypergraph Turán number ex(n,K
(r)
s,t ). Here, K

(r)
s,t denotes the

r-uniform hypergraph with vertex set
(

∪i∈[t]Xi

)

∪Y and edge set {Xi∪{y} : i ∈ [t], y ∈ Y }, where
X1, X2, · · · , Xt are t pairwise disjoint sets of size r−1 and Y is a set of size s disjoint from eachXi.
This study was initially explored by Erdős and has since received substantial attention in research.
Recent advancements by Bradač, Gishboliner, Janzer and Sudakov have greatly contributed to a

better understanding of this problem. They proved that ex(n,K
(r)
s,t ) = Os,t(n

r− 1

s−1 ) holds for any
r ≥ 3 and s, t ≥ 2. They also provided constructions illustrating the tightness of this bound if

r ≥ 4 is even and t ≫ s ≥ 2. Furthermore, they proved that ex(n,K
(3)
s,t ) = Os,t(n

3− 1

s−1
−εs) holds

for s ≥ 3 and some ǫs > 0. Addressing this intriguing discrepancy between the behavior of this
number for r = 3 and the even cases, Bradač et al. post a question of whether

ex(n,K
(r)
s,t ) = Or,s,t(n

r− 1

s−1
−ε) holds for odd r ≥ 5 and any s ≥ 3.

In this paper, we provide an affirmative answer to this question, utilizing novel techniques
to identify regular and dense substructures. This result highlights a rare instance in hypergraph
Turán problems where the solution depends on the parity of the uniformity.

1 Introduction

For a given r-uniform hypergraph H, we say an r-uniform hypergraph is H-free if it does not contain
a copy of H as its subgraph. The Turán number ex(n,H) denotes the maximum number of edges
in an H-free r-uniform hypergraph on n vertices. The study of Turán number is a central problem
in extremal combinatorics. We refer interested readers to the survey by Füredi and Simonovits [8]
for ordinary graphs and the survey by Keevash [9] for non-r-partite r-uniform hypergraphs. Here,
our focus lies on the Turán numbers of r-partite r-uniform hypergraphs H for r ≥ 3. A fundamental
result proved by Erdős states that for every such H, ex(n,H) = O(nr−εH ) holds for some εH > 0.
The primary objective of this aspect is to determine the optimal constant εH . However, this problem
is notoriously difficult and to date, there are very few cases that have been fully understood.

In this paper, we consider the Turán number of the following r-partite r-uniform hypergraphs,

which were initially defined by Mubayi and Verstraëte [12]: for positive integers r, s, t, let K
(r)
s,t denote

the r-uniform hypergraph with vertex set
(

∪i∈[t]Xi

)

∪ Y and edge set {Xi ∪ {y} : i ∈ [t], y ∈ Y },
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where X1,X2, · · · ,Xt are t pairwise disjoint sets of size r − 1 and Y is a set of size s disjoint from
each Xi. This study can be traced back to an old problem posted by Erdős [5], who asked to
determine the maximum number fr(n) of edges in an r-uniform hypergraph on n vertices that does
not contain four distinct edges A,B,C,D satisfying A ∪B = C ∪D and A ∩ B = C ∩D = ∅. This

generalizes the Turán number of the four-cycle, and it is evident to see that f3(n) = ex(n,K
(3)
2,2 ) and

fr(n) ≤ ex(n,K
(r)
2,2) for any r ≥ 4. Füredi [7] resolved a conjecture of Erdős made in [5], by showing

that fr(n) ≤ 3.5
(

n
r−1

)

for any r ≥ 3. This was first improved by Mubayi and Verstraëte [12], and
later on, further improvements were made by Pikhurko and Verstraëte [13].

Returning to the Turán number ex(n,K
(r)
s,t ), Mubayi and Verstraëte [12] primarily focus on the

case r = 3. They proved that ex(n,K
(3)
s,t ) = Os,t(n

3−1/s) for t ≥ s ≥ 3 and ex(n,K
(3)
s,t ) = Ωt(n

3−2/s)
for t > (s − 1)!. For the particular case s = 2, Mubayi and Verstraëte [12] also provided that

ex(n,K
(3)
2,t ) ≤ t4

(n
2

)

for t ≥ 3, and they further posed the question of determining the order of the
magnitude of the leading coefficient in terms of t. Among other results, Ergemlidze, Jiang and

Methuku [6] obtained an improvement by showing ex(n,K
(3)
2,t ) ≤ (15t log t + 40t)

(

n
2

)

, which can be
extended to all r ≥ 3. Using the random algebraic method (see [3, 4]), Xu, Zhang and Ge [14, 15]

proved that ex(n,K
(r)
s,t ) = Θ(nr−1/t), assuming that s is sufficiently large than r, t.

Very recently, Bradač, Gishboliner, Janzer and Sudakov [2] made significant contributions towards

a better understanding of the behavior of the Turán number ex(n,K
(r)
s,t ). Using a novel variant of the

dependent random choice, they proved a general upper bound that ex(n,K
(r)
s,t ) = Os

(

t
1

s−1nr− 1

s−1

)

holds for any r ≥ 3 and s, t ≥ 2. Moreover, they built upon norm graphs ([1, 10]) and provided
matching constructions, which led to

ex(n,K
(r)
s,t ) = Θr,s

(

t
1

s−1nr− 1

s−1

)

for any even r ≥ 4, s ≥ 2, and t > (s− 1)!.

Furthermore, they derived a different order of magnitude for n in the case r = 3 by proving that

ex(n,K
(3)
s,t ) = Os,t

(

n3− 1

s−1
−εs

)

holds for any s ≥ 3, t, and some positive constant εs = O(s−5).

Bradač et al. posed the question of whether the above upper bound can be extended to all odd
uniformities. They noted that if the question is affirmative, then “this would be a rare example of
an extremal problem where the answer depends on the parity of the uniformity”, quoted from [2].

In this work, we provide a positive answer to the aforementioned question posed by Bradač et al.
Our main result can be stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1. For any odd r ≥ 3 and any s ≥ 3, there exists some ε = ε(s) > 0 depending only on
s such that for any positive integer t,

ex(n,K
(r)
s,t ) = Or,s,t

(

nr− 1

s−1
−ε

)

.

We use a different proof approach from [2] (see Section 2.2 for an outline of the proof). The
core ideas are to find some regular and dense substructures in hypergraphs. Our proof works for
ε(s) = 1

6(s+2)2
, although we have made no serious attempt to optimize the leading coefficient. This

improves the choice of εs = O(s−5) in [2] for the case r = 3.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the necessary
notation and provide an outline of the proof for Theorem 1.1. In Section 3, we break down the
proof of Theorem 1.1 into three lemmas. The full proofs of these lemmas are presented in Section 4.
Finally, in Section 5, we offer some concluding remarks.
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2 Preliminaries

In this section, we begin by introducing the necessary notation, followed by providing a preliminary
outline of the proof for our main result, namely Theorem 1.1.

2.1 Notation

Let r ≥ 3, s ≥ 3, t and n be positive integers throughout the rest of this paper. Let [n] = {1, 2, · · · , n}.
Assume that G is an r-partite r-uniform hypergraph with parts V1, · · · , Vr, each of size n, through-

out this section. For a given vertex v, the link hypergraph of v, denote as NG(v), comprises all (r−1)-
sets that, when combined with v, form an edge in G. Similarly, for k < r and a set T with k vertices,
we write NG(T ) for the (r − k)-uniform hypergraph containing all (r − k)-sets which together with
T form an edge in G. We denote its cardinality as dG(T ) = |NG(T )|. Specially if dG(T ) 6= 0, we say
the k-set T is a k-tuple of G. We define the set of all (r − 1)-tuples of G as T (G). For i ∈ [r], let
Ti(G) be the set of (r − 1)-tuples of G contained in V (G)\Vi.

For an s-set S = {v1, v2 · · · , vs} ⊆ V (G), we define CNG(S) as the set of common edges in all
link hypergraphs of vertices vi ∈ S. That is, CNG(S) =

⋂

i∈[s]NG(vi). A vertex cover of a set E of
edges is a set of vertices that intersects with every edge in E . For each s-set S, we choose and fix a
minimum vertex-cover of CNG(S), and call these vertices the roots of S. For a root v of S, we also
say S is rooted on v. The following simple yet crucial property will be repeatedly used in the proofs:

If G is K
(r)
s,t -free, then any s-set S ⊆ V (G) has less than rt roots. (1)

To see this, consider a maximum set of disjoint edges in CNG(S), and let A be the vertex set of these
edges. Due to the maximality, every edge in CNG(S) contains at least one vertex in A. So A is a

vertex-cover of CNG(S). Since G is K
(r)
s,t -free, CNG(S) has at most t − 1 disjoint edges. Therefore,

|A| ≤ (t− 1)(r − 1) < tr, as desired.
Let S be an s-set in V (G). We denote cdG(S) = |CNG(S)| to be the codegree of S in G. For a

vertex u /∈ S, we write cdG(S|u) for the number of edges in CNG(S) containing u. It is clear that
cdG(S) ≤

∑

u cdG(S|u), where the summation is over all roots u of S.

2.2 Proof sketch

In this concise overview of the proof for Theorem 1.1, we outline crucial intermediate properties and
emphasize the differences between the cases when r is odd or even.

Consider G as a K
(r)
s,t -free r-partite r-uniform hypergraph with parts V1, · · · , Vr, each of size n,

and possessing at least nr−1/(s−1)−ǫ edges, where ǫ > 0 is a small constant. First, we demonstrate
that G can be assumed to be “regular” in the sense that every (r − 1)-tuple has bounded degree.
This regularity property is proven in Lemma 3.2 and simplifies the subsequent analysis.

The key ideas of the proof culminate in an auxiliary digraph D(G), where the vertex set is
{V1, · · · , Vr}, and directed edges Vi → Vj are formed for distinct i, j if there is a significant number of
s-sets in Vj rooted on vertices in Vi within a relatively dense subgraph of G (refer to Definition 3.3 for
a precise description). The main body of the proof is then divided into the following two properties,
which are established in Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5, respectively:

(I). Every vertex in D(G) has non-zero in-degree, and

(II). There exist no three distinct vertices forming a directed path Vi → Vj → Vk in D(G).

3



The proof of Property (II) is the most involved. In essence, if Vi → Vj holds, it can be shown that
there exist large subsets Y ⊆ Vj and Z ⊆ Vk for k /∈ {i, j} such that for any y ∈ Y , the projection
of NG(y) onto Z is nearly complete (see Lemma 4.4 in more details). If Vj → Vk also holds for some
k /∈ {i, j}, then the number of pairs (S, y) where y ∈ Y is a root of an s-set S ⊆ Z can be shown to
be at least (|Y ||Z|s)1−O(ǫ). However, due to (1), the number of such pairs (S, y) is at most Or,t(|Z|s).
This would lead to a contradiction and establish Property (II).

Now we can distinguish between the cases when r is odd or even. If r is even, using Properties (I)
and (II), one can conclude that D(G) must be isomorphic to the union of 2-cycles, say V2i−1 ⇆ V2i

for 1 ≤ i ≤ r/2. This configuration is feasible, as justified in the construction in [2]. However, if r is
odd, Property (I) would force the existence of a directed path of length two say Vi → Vj → Vk. This
clearly contradicts Property (II) and thus completes the proof of Theorem 1.1.

3 Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we establish the proof of Theorem 1.1 by reducing it to Lemmas 3.2, 3.4, and 3.5.
Let us proceed to present the statements of these lemmas. The first lemma demonstrates that

for any K
(r)
s,t -free r-uniform hypergraph G, one can find a subgraph of G with nearly the same edge

density and possessing the following useful property of being “almost-regular”.

Definition 3.1. Let G be a K
(r)
s,t -free r-uniform r-partite hypergraph with parts V1, · · · , Vr, each of

size n. Let ε ∈ (0, 1) and α > 0 be constants. We say G is (ε, α)-regular, if e(G) ≥ nr− 1

s−1
−ε and for

each i ∈ [r], there is a constant ∆i such that every (r − 1)-tuple T ∈ Ti(G) has bounded degree:

∆i/α ≤ dG(T ) ≤ ∆i, where n1− 1

s−1
−ε ≤ ∆i ≤ n1− 1

s−1
+ε.

Note that if ε′ ≥ ε, α′ ≥ α and G is (ε, α)-regular, then G is also (ε′, α′)-regular.

Lemma 3.2. Let G be a K
(r)
s,t -free r-uniform hypergraph on rn vertices and with at least nr− 1

s−1
−ε

edges, where ε > 0. Then G has an
(

ε+ (log2 n)
−1/2, 4r logr2 n

)

-regular subgraph H.

The following definition plays a crucial role in the approach outlined in the previous section.

Definition 3.3. Let G be a K
(r)
s,t -free r-uniform r-partite hypergraph with parts V1, · · · , Vr, each of

size n. Let δ > 0 be a constant.

• Fix an (r−1)-tuple T , a vertex u ∈ T and a vertex v ∈ NG(T ). If there are at least dG(T )
s−1/r

many s-sets S satisfying that v ∈ S ⊆ NG(T ) and cdG(S|u) ≥ nr−2− 1

s−1
−δ, then we say the pair

(T ; v) is δ-dense on u in G.

• Let H be a subgraph of G and i, j ∈ [r] be two distinct integers. If for any (r−1)-tuple T ∈ Tj(H)

and any v ∈ NH(T ), (T ; v) is δ-dense on the vertex T ∩ Vi in G, then we write as Vi
H,G
−−→

δ
Vj .

Before turning to the statements of remaining lemmas, we would like to make several technical
remarks about Definition 3.3. Firstly, with appropriate choices of δ and ε, the condition cdG(S|u) ≥

nr−2− 1

s−1
−δ would imply that u is a root of S.1 Secondly, the notation Vi

H,G
−−→

δ
Vj can be equivalently

1This fact will be explicitly demonstrated in the proof of the first conclusion of Lemma 4.4.
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expressed as follows: for any e ∈ E(H), the pair (e\Vj ; e ∩ Vj) is δ-dense on the vertex e ∩ Vi in G.

Lastly, if δ′ ≥ δ and Vi
H,G
−−→

δ
Vj , then we also have Vi

H,G
−−→
δ′

Vj .

The following two lemmas will be utilized to establish Property (I) and Property (II), respectively.

Lemma 3.4. Let ε ∈ (0, 1) and α > 0 be constants satisfying that α = o
(

nε/s
)

. Suppose G is an

(ε, α)-regular K
(r)
s,t -free r-uniform r-partite hypergraph with parts V1, · · · , Vr, each of size n. For any

part Vj , there exists an (ε + logn 4r, 4r
2α)-regular subgraph H ⊆ G and a distinct part Vi such that

Vi
H,G
−−→

δ
Vj , where δ := (s+ 1)ε.

Lemma 3.5. Let ε, δ, α > 0 satisfy 6(s + 1)(ε + δ) ≤ 1 and α = o (nε). Let n be sufficiently large

and H1 ⊆ H ⊆ G1 ⊆ G be a sequence of (ε, α)-regular K
(r)
s,t -free r-uniform r-partite hypergraphs with

parts V1, · · · , Vr, each of size n. If Vi
H1,H
−−−→

δ
Vj

G1,G
−−−→

δ
Vk holds for j /∈ {i, k}, then k = i.

Finally, we are prepared to prove Theorem 1.1, assuming Lemmas 3.2, 3.4, and 3.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let ε = 1
6(s+2)2 throughout this proof. It suffices to show that for any odd

r ≥ 3 and sufficiently large integer n, every K
(r)
s,t -free r-uniform hypergraph G on rn vertices has at

most nr− 1

s−1
−ε edges. Suppose for a contradiction that there exists such an r-uniform hypergraph G

with more than nr− 1

s−1
−ε edges.

By Lemma 3.2, G contains an (ε1, α1)-regular subgraph G1, where ε1 = ε + (log2 n)
−1/2 and

α1 = 4r logr2 n. Then G1 is balanced r-partite, say with parts V1, · · · , Vr, each of size n. Let

εi = ε1 + (i− 1) logn 4r and αi = (4r2)i−1α1 for all i ≥ 1.

Also let
ε∗ = ε+ 2r(log2 n)

−1/2 and α∗ = (4r2)r+2 logr2 n.

We note that for each 1 ≤ i ≤ r + 2,

ε∗ ≥ εi, α∗ ≥ αi, and αi satisfies the condition of Lemma 3.4. (2)

We will iteratively apply Lemma 3.4 to obtain a sequence of K
(r)
s,t -free r-uniform r-partite hyper-

graphs G1 ⊇ G2 ⊇ · · · ⊇ Gr+2 on rn vertices as follows. Initially, let a1 = 1; applying Lemma 3.4 with
respect to G1 (which is (ε1, α1)-regular) and the part Va1 , there exist an (ε2, α2)-regular subgraph

G2 ⊆ G1 and an index b1 6= a1 such that Vb1
G2,G1

−−−−−→
(s+1)ε1

Va1 ; then applying Lemma 3.4 with respect

to G2 and the part Vb1 , there exist an (ε3, α3)-regular subgraph G3 ⊆ G2 and an index c1 6= b1 such

that Vc1
G3,G2

−−−−−→
(s+1)ε2

Vb1 . Now assume that the sequence has been defined for G1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ G2i−1 for some

2 ≤ i ≤ (r + 1)/2. We choose an index ai ∈ [r]\ (∪1≤j≤i−1 {aj , bj, cj}),2 and then apply Lemma 3.4
twice to get subgraphs G2i+1 ⊆ G2i ⊆ G2i−1 and indices bi, ci ∈ [r] such that

Vci

G2i+1,G2i
−−−−−−→
(s+1)ε2i

Vbi

G2i,G2i−1

−−−−−−−→
(s+1)ε2i−1

Vai ,where Gj is (εj , αj)-regular for j ∈ {2i, 2i + 1}.

2We will see later that such an index is always valid as long as i ≤ (r + 1)/2.
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Let δ∗ = (s + 1)ε∗. Then as n is sufficiently large, it follows that

6(s+ 1)(ε∗ + δ∗) = 6(s + 1)(s + 2)

(

1

6(s + 2)2
+ 2r(log2 n)

−1/2

)

< 1. (3)

In view of (2) and the remarks after Definitions 3.1 and 3.3, we see that Gℓ is (ε∗, α∗)-regular for
each 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ r + 2, and

Vci

G2i+1,G2i
−−−−−−→

δ∗
Vbi

G2i,G2i−1
−−−−−−→

δ∗
Vai holds for each 1 ≤ i ≤ (r + 1)/2. (4)

By (3) and the fact α∗ = o (nε), using Lemma 3.5, we can easily conclude that ci = ai for all
1 ≤ i ≤ (r + 1)/2. By the choice of ai, evidently ai is distinct from the indices in ∪1≤j≤i−1 {aj, bj}.
We claim that bi is also distinct from the indices in ∪1≤j≤i−1 {aj , bj}. Otherwise, bi ∈ {aj , bj} for
some 1 ≤ j ≤ i− 1, which, combining (4) for the index j (also using cj = aj), would yield that

either Vai

G2i+1,G2i
−−−−−−→

δ∗
Vbi

G2j+1,G2j
−−−−−−→

δ∗
Vbj (if bi = aj), or Vai

G2i+1,G2i
−−−−−−→

δ∗
Vbi

G2j ,G2j−1

−−−−−−→
δ∗

Vaj (if bi = bj).

Using Lemma 3.5 again, we then deduce that either ai = bj or ai = aj, a contradiction to the choice of
ai, proving the claim. This shows that {ai, bi} is disjoint from {aj , bj} whenever 1 ≤ i 6= j ≤ (r+1)/2.
Consequently, |

⋃

1≤i≤(r+1)/2{aj , bj}| = 2 · (r + 1)/2 = r + 1. However, this contradicts the fact that
⋃

1≤i≤(r+1)/2{aj , bj} ⊆ [r]. This final contradiction completes the proof of Theorem 1.1.

4 Proof of lemmas

This section is devoted to the proofs of Lemmas 3.2, 3.4 and 3.5.

4.1 Finding (ε, α)-regular subgraphs

In this subsection, we establish Lemma 3.2 along with several related properties regarding (ε, α)-
regularity. The first lemma will be frequently used later to provide upper bounds on the (co-)degrees
of subsets.

Lemma 4.1. Let G be a K
(r)
s,t -free r-uniform balanced r-partite hypergraph on rn vertices. Suppose

there is a constant ∆ such that dG(T ) ≤ ∆ holds for every (r − 1)-tuple T . Let A be a k-tuple and
S be an s-set of G. Then the following hold that

dG(A) ≤ ∆nr−k−1 and cdG(S) ≤ rt∆nr−3.

Moreover, if G is (ε, α)-regular, then

dG(A) ≤ nr−k− 1

s−1
+ε and cdG(S) ≤ rtnr−2− 1

s−1
+ε.

Proof. By definition, NG(A) is an (r − k)-uniform (r − k)-paritite hypergraph with each part of
size n. On average, there is an (r − k − 1)-set B such that at least dG(A)/n

r−k−1 edges in NG(A)
containing B. It also means that G has at least dG(A)/n

r−k−1 edges containing the (r−1)-set A∪B.
Consequently, one can get ∆ ≥ dG(A ∪B) ≥ dG(A)/n

r−k−1.

Let R be the set of roots of the s-set S. Since G is K
(r)
s,t -free, by (1) we have |R| < rt. Fix a

vertex v ∈ S. For any u ∈ R, by the previous paragraph we have dG({u, v}) ≤ ∆nr−3. Thus we can
derive that cdG(S) ≤

∑

u∈R dG({u, v}) ≤ rt∆nr−3.

If G is (ε, α)-regular, then we can substitute ∆ with n1− 1

s−1
+ε to get the desired inequalities.
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We now present the proof of Lemma 3.2 using standard deletion arguments.

Proof of Lemma 3.2. Let G be a K
(r)
s,t -free r-uniform hypergraph on rn vertices and with at least

nr− 1

s−1
−ε edges. It is well known that G has an r-partite subgraph G′ with parts V1, V2, · · · , Vr of

size n such that e(G′) ≥ r!
rr e(G) ≥

r!
rrn

r− 1

s−1
−ε.

We first consider (r − 1)-tuples in T1(G
′) and partition them into sub-families based on their

degrees. We define T1,j ⊆ T1(G
′) as the set consisting of all T ∈ T1(G

′) with 2j−1 ≤ dG′(T ) ≤ 2j

for j ∈ [log2 n]. By averaging, we can find a set T1,k such that the number of the corresponding
edges of G′ is at least e(G′)/ log2 n. Let G1 be the union of these edges, and let ∆1 = 2k. Then we
have e(G1) ≥ e(G′)/ log2 n and ∆1/2 ≤ dG1

(T ) ≤ ∆1 for any T ∈ T1(G1). Consequently, we obtain
|T1(G1)| ≤ e(G1)/(∆1/2) ≤ 2e(G′)/∆1. Similarly, we can get G2 ⊆ G1 and a constant ∆2 such that
e(G2) ≥ e(G1)/ log2 n and ∆2/2 ≤ dG2

(T ) ≤ ∆2 for every T ∈ T2(G2). Repeating this process, we can
obtain subgraphs Gi ⊆ Gi−1 and constants ∆i for all 2 ≤ i ≤ r such that e(Gi) ≥ e(Gi−1)/ log2 n and
∆i/2 ≤ dGi

(T ) ≤ ∆i for every T ∈ Ti(Gi). Then |Ti(Gi)| ≤ e(Gi)/(∆i/2) ≤ 2e(G′)/∆i for any i ∈ [r].
Collecting the above estimations in Gr, we have e(Gr) ≥ e(G′)/ logr2 n, |Ti(Gr)| ≤ |Ti(Gi)| ≤

2e(G′)/∆i for all i ∈ [r], and for each T ∈ Ti(Gr) (which is also in Ti(Gi)), dGr(T ) ≤ dGi
(T ) ≤ ∆i.

Next, we want to identify a subgraph H ⊆ Gr with a proper lower bound on dH(T ) for any
(r − 1)-tuple T through the following deleting process. Initially, let H = Gr. If there is an (r − 1)-
tuple T ∈ Ti(H) for some i ∈ [r] with dH(T ) < ∆i/4r log

r
2 n, then we delete all edges containing

T , and denote the resulting hypergraph as H. Repeat this process until either H is empty or every
T ∈ Ti(H) satisfies dH(T ) ≥ ∆i/4r log

r
2 n. The number of edges we deleted is

e(Gr)− e(H) ≤
∑

i∈[r]

|Ti(Gr)| ·
∆i

4r logr2 n
≤

∑

i∈[r]

2e(G′)

∆i
·

∆i

4r logr2 n
=

e(G′)

2 logr2 n
≤

e(Gr)

2
.

Therefore, H is a non-empty subgraph of Gr ⊆ G with

e(H) ≥
e(Gr)

2
≥

e(G′)

2 logr2 n
≥

nr− 1

s−1
−ε

(r log2 n)
r
≥ nr− 1

s−1
−ε′ , where ε′ = ε+ (log2 n)

−1/2,

and ∆i/4r log
r
2 n ≤ dH(T ) ≤ dGr(T ) ≤ ∆i for every T ∈ Ti(H).

To show H is the desired (ε′, 4r logr2 n)-regular subgraph of G, it remains to bound every ∆i for
i ∈ [r]. For any i ∈ [r], since ∆i is the upper bound of dH(T ) for every T ∈ Ti(H), it is clear that

∆i ≥ e(H)/nr−1 ≥ n1− 1

s−1
−ε′ .

So it will suffice to show ∆i ≤ n1− 1

s−1
+ε′ for every i ∈ [r]. By symmetry, we may assume that ∆1 is

the maximum one among all ∆i. Let us count the number m of pairs (S, T ), where T ∈ T1(H) and S
is an s-set in NH(T ). Since

∑

T∈T1(H) dH(T ) = e(H) and for each such T , dH(T ) ≥ ∆1/4r log
r
2 n ≫ s,

we can obtain that

m =
∑

T∈T 1(H)

(

dH(T )

s

)

≥ e(H) ·

(

dH(T )

s

)s−1

≥
nr− 1

s−1
−ε

(r log2 n)
r
·

(

∆1

4rs logr2 n

)s−1

.

By averaging, there exists an s-set S which is contained in NH(T ) for at least m/ns many (r − 1)-
tuples T . Using Lemma 4.1, we have

rt∆1n
r−3 ≥ cdH(S) ≥

m

ns
≥

nr−s− 1

s−1
−ε∆s−1

1

rr · (4rs logr2 n)
s
.
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As n is sufficiently large, this gives ∆s−2
1 ≤ ns−3+ 1

s−1
+ε logrs+1

2 n. As s ≥ 3, it further implies that

max
i∈[r]

∆i = ∆1 ≤ n1− 1

s−1
+ ε

s−2 (log2 n)
rs+1

s−2 ≤ n1− 1

s−1
+ε′ .

Here, ε′ = ε+ (log2 n)
−1/2. Hence G has an (ε′, 4r logr2 n)-regular subgraph H.

We would like to point out that the proof of Lemma 3.2 can be slightly modified to show that

for any r ≥ 3, s, t ≥ 2 and sufficiently large n, ex(n,K
(r)
s,t ) ≤ nr− 1

s−1 log2r n holds.
Applying a similar deletion argument given in the above proof, we can also derive the following.

Lemma 4.2. Let G be an (ε, α)-regular K
(r)
s,t -free r-uniform balanced r-partite hypergraph on rn

vertices. Let c > 0 be a constant. If G′ is a subgraph of G with at least e(G)/c edges, then G′ has an
(ε+ logn 2c, 2αcr)-regular subgraph H.

Proof. We apply the deletion argument to get a subgraph H ⊆ G′ as follows. Initially set H = G′. If
H has an (r − 1)-tuple T with dH(T ) < dG(T )/2cr, then we delete all edges containing T , and still
denote the resulting hypergraph as H. Repeat this process until H is empty or every (r − 1)-tuple
T of H satisfies that dH(T ) ≥ dG(T )/2cr. The number of edges we deleted is

e(G′)− e(H) ≤
∑

T∈T (G)

dG(T )

2cr
=

r · e(G)

2cr
=

e(G′)

2
.

So we have e(H) ≥ e(G′)
2 ≥ e(G)

2c ≥ nr− 1

s−1
−ε−logn 2c and dG(T )/2cr ≤ dH(T ) ≤ dG(T ) for each

T ∈ T (H). Since G is (ε, α)-regular, there exists ∆i ∈ [n1− 1

s−1
−ε, n1− 1

s−1
+ε] such that for each

T ∈ Ti(G), ∆i/α ≤ dG(T ) ≤ ∆i. This implies that for each T ∈ Ti(H), we have ∆i/2αcr ≤
dG(T )/2cr ≤ dH(T ) ≤ dG(T ) ≤ ∆i. Therefore, H is an (ε+logn 2c, 2αcr)-regular subgraph of G′.

4.2 Finding δ-dense structures: Property (I)

In this subsection, we prove Lemma 3.4.

Proof of Lemma 3.4. Let ε ∈ (0, 1) and α > 0 satisfy that α = o
(

nε/s
)

. Let G be an (ε, α)-

regular K
(r)
s,t -free r-uniform r-partite hypergraph with parts V1, · · · , Vr, each of size n. Without loss

of generality, we may assume that j = r. Our goal is to show that there exists an (ε+logn 4r, 4r
2α)-

regular subgraph H ⊆ G and an integer i ∈ [r]\{r} such that Vi
H,G

−−−−→
(s+1)ε

Vr.

Let us first introduce some notation needed in this proof. For an s-set S and an (r − 1)-tuple T
in G with S ⊆ NG(T ), we define the co-degree of S under T as follows:

cdG(S|T ) = max{cdG(S|u) : u ∈ T and u is a root of S}.3

We say the pair (S, T ) is small if cdG(S|T ) < nr−2− 1

s−1
−(s+1)ε and large otherwise.

We define an auxiliary function f : E(G) → {0, 1, · · · , r − 1} on the edges of G as follows.
For an edge e = {v1, · · · , vr} ∈ E(G) with vi ∈ Vi, let Te = {v1, · · · , vr−1} and let S(e) be the
family consisting of all s-sets S satisfying that vr ∈ S ⊆ NG(Te). We define f(e) = 0 if there are

at least (n1− 1

s−1
−ε/(α log2 n))

s−1 = ns−2−(s−1)ε/(α log2 n)
s−1 many s-sets S ∈ S(e) such that the

3Note that this is well-defined as there exists at least one vertex u ∈ T which is a root of S.
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pair (S, Te) is small. Subsequently, if f(e) 6= 0, considering that dG(Te) ≥ n1− 1

s−1
−ε/α , there are

(1− o(1))dG(Te)
s−1 many s-sets S ∈ S(e) such that (S, Te) is large. Note that in this case, for every

s-set S ∈ S(e) with large (S, Te), there exists a root of S, denoted as vk ∈ Te, satisfying cdG(S|vk) ≥

nr−2− 1

s−1
−(s+1)ε. We will refer to such S ∈ S(e) as having index k, where k ∈ {1, · · · , r − 1}.4 Let ℓ

be the index such that the number of s-sets S ∈ S(e) with index ℓ is maximum among all indices in
{1, · · · , r − 1}. By averaging, this number is at least (1− o(1))dG(Te)

s−1/(r − 1) ≥ dG(Te)
s−1/r. In

this case, we define f(e) = ℓ and according to Definition 3.3, (Te; vr) is (s+ 1)ε-dense on vℓ in G.
Let m be the number of edges e in G with f(e) = 0. Now we demonstrate that to complete this

proof, it is sufficient to show that m = o(e(G)). Suppose indeed m = o(e(G)). Then by averaging,
there exists an integer i ∈ {1, · · · , r− 1} such that there are at least (1− o(1))e(G)/(r − 1) ≥ e(G)/r
many edges e ∈ E(G) with f(e) = i. By applying Lemma 4.2 (with the constant c = r), one can get
an (ε+ logn 4r, 4r

2α)-regular subgraph H from these edges. Every edge e in H has f(e) = i, which

also means that (e\Vr; e ∩ Vr) is (s + 1)ε-dense on the vertex e ∩ Vi in G. Therefore, Vi
H,G

−−−−→
(s+1)ε

Vr

holds and H is the desired subgraph of G.
It remains to show that m = o(e(G)). We count the number of pairs (S, e), where S is an s-set

in Vr and e ∈ E(G) such that (S, Te) is small. By definition of f(e) = 0, we see that this number,
denoted by M , is at least m · ns−2−(s−1)ε/(α log2 n)

s−1. Now fix an s-set S0. Recall the definition of
smallness. Any (r − 1)-tuple T such that the pair (S0, T ) is small must contain a root u of S with

cdG(S|u) < nr−2− 1

s−1
−(s+1)ε; call such root u small. Thus by (1), the number of such (r − 1)-tuples

T is at most
∑

u cdG(S|u) < rtnr−2− 1

s−1
−(s+1)ε, where the summation is over all small roots u of S.

There are at most ns choices of s-sets S0, and each small pair (S0, T ) can contribute s pairs (S0, e)
with T ⊆ e ⊆ S0 ∪ T to the counting M . Thus we have

m · ns−2−(s−1)ε/(α log2 n)
s−1 ≤ M < sns · rtnr−2− 1

s−1
−(s+1)ε.

Note that (α log2 n)
s−1 = o

(

(nε/s log2 n)
s−1

)

= o (nε) and e(G) ≥ nr− 1

s−1
−ε. So the above inequality

implies that m ≤ srt · (α log2 n)
s−1 · nr− 1

s−1
−2ε = o(e(G)). We have proved Lemma 3.4.

4.3 Finding δ-dense structures: Property (II)

In this subsection, we prove Lemma 3.5. Before presenting the proof, we need to establish two
technical lemmas. The first one involves some averaging statements for bipartite graphs.

Lemma 4.3. Let G = (A,B) be a bipartite graph with e(G) ≥ ρ|A||B| for some ρ ∈ (0, 1).

(1). There are at least ρ|A|/2 vertices a ∈ A with |NG(a) ∩B| ≥ ρ|B|/2.

(2). Let s be a positive integer. If ρ|A| ≫ s, then there are at least (ρ|A|)s/(3s!) many s-sets in A
that have at least ρsB/3 common neighbors in G.

Proof. For (1), let A′ be the set of vertices a ⊆ A with |N(a) ∩ B| ≥ ρ|B|/2. Then we have
ρ|A||B| ≤ e(G) ≤ |A′||B|+(|A| − |A′|)ρ|B|/2. This gives that ρ|A||B|/2 ≤ (1− ρ/2)|A′||B| and thus
|A′| ≥ ρ|A|/(2 − ρ) ≥ ρ|A|/2, as desired.

For (2), we construct an auxiliary bipartite graph H from G as follows. The two parts of H are
B and C, where C denotes the family of all s-sets in A. Let bc ∈ E(H) if and only if b ∈ B and c ∈ C

4If there are multiple choices of k, we arbitrarily select one of them.
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form a K1,s in G. In view of e(G) = ρ|A||B| and ρ|A| ≫ s, by Jensen’s inequality, we have

e(H) =
∑

b∈B

(

dG(b)

s

)

≥ |B|

(

ρ|A|

s

)

= (1− o(1))ρs|C||B|, where |C| =

(

|A|

s

)

.

By applying the conclusion (1) for H, there are at least (1 − o(1))ρs|C|/2 ≥ (ρ|A|)s/(3s!) many
vertices c ∈ C with |NH(c) ∩B| ≥ (1− o(1))ρs|B|/2 ≥ ρs|B|/3. This completes the proof.

The following lemma provides the crucial techniques for proving Lemma 3.5. Roughly speak-

ing, given the assumption V1
H,G
−−→

δ
V2, it reveals some dense structures concerning the “adjacency”

between V2 and V1, as well as between V2 and any predetermined part Vj .

Lemma 4.4. Let ε, δ, α > 0 satisfy 6(s + 1)(ε + δ) ≤ 1 and α = o (nε). Let G be an (ε, α)-regular

K
(r)
s,t -free r-uniform balanced r-partite hypergraph on rn vertices with parts V1, · · · , Vr.
Fix T = {v1, v3, · · · , vr} ∈ T2(G), where vi ∈ Vi for i ∈ [r]\{2}. Let X be a subset of NG(T ) ⊆ V2

such that for every vertex v ∈ X, (T ; v) is δ-dense on v1 in G. Then the following hold.

(1). If |X| ≫ nε+δ, then X contains at least n−sε−sδ|X|s/(3s!rs) different s-sets rooted on v1.

(2). Suppose X 6= ∅. Then for any given j ∈ [r]\{1, 2}, there exist subsets Y ⊆ NG(T ), Z ⊆ Vj,

and an (r − 3)-tuple R ⊆ V (G)\(V1 ∪ V2 ∪ Vj) such that |Y | ≥ n1− 1

s−1
−2ε−δ/2rα, n1− 1

s−1
−δ ≤

|Z| ≤ n1− 1

s−1
+ε, and for any y ∈ Y , |NG({v1, y} ∪R) ∩ Z| ≥ n1− 1

s−1
−ε−2δ/2.

Proof. We fix such an (r− 1)-tuple T . For each v ∈ NG(T ), let A(v) be the set of s-sets S such that

v ∈ S ⊆ NG(T ) and cdG(S|v1) ≥ nr−2− 1

s−1
−δ. If v ∈ X, then (T ; v) is δ-dense on v1 in G and thus

|A(v)| ≥ dG(T )
s−1/r. Let A(v) =

⋃

S∈A(v) S. Then A(v) ⊆ NG(T ), and as clearly
(|A(v)|

s−1

)

≥ |A(v)|,

we have |A(v)| ≥ |A(v)|1/(s−1) ≥ dG(T )/r. Note that for each u ∈ A(v), there exists some S ∈ A(v)
with {u, v} ⊆ S. This implies that for each u ∈ A(v),

|NG({u, v1}) ∩NG({v, v1})| ≥ cdG(S|v1) ≥ nr−2− 1

s−1
−δ. (5)

We first consider the conclusion (1). We have seen that for all v ∈ X, A(v) ⊆ NG(T ) has size at
least dG(T )/r. By averaging, there exists u0 ∈ NG(T ) and a subset X ′ ⊆ X with |X ′| ≥ |X|/r such
that u0 ∈ A(v) for every v ∈ X ′. Let B = NG({u0, v1}) be a subset of (r − 2)-tuples. Then we have

nr−2− 1

s−1
−δ ≤ |B| ≤ nr−2− 1

s−1
+ε,

where the first inequality holds by (5) and the second inequality is given by Lemma 4.1. We now
define a bipartite graph H = (X ′,B) as follows. For v ∈ X ′ and B ∈ B, we define vB ∈ E(H)
if and only if {v, v1} ∪ B ∈ E(G). Note that it means NH(v) = B ∩ NG({v, v1}) for v ∈ X ′.

By (5), we see that each v ∈ X ′ has degree at least nr−2− 1

s−1
−δ in H. Consequently, e(H) ≥

|X ′|nr−2− 1

s−1
−δ ≥ n−ε−δ|X ′||B|. Since |X ′| ≥ |X|/r ≫ nε+δ, applying Lemma 4.3 (2), there are

at least (n−ε−δ|X ′|)s/(3s!) ≥ n−sε−sδ|X|s/(3s!rs) many s-sets S ⊆ X ′ ⊆ X such that the common
neighbor of S in H is at least n−sε−sδ|B|/3. In other words,

cdG(S|v1) ≥ n−sε−sδ|B|/3 ≥ nr−2− 1

s−1
−sε−(s+1)δ/3. (6)
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It suffices to show that v1 indeed is a root of such S if dG(S|v1) ≥ nr−2− 1

s−1
−sε−(s+1)δ/3. Write

S = {w1, · · · , ws} and let R be the set of all roots of S. We know |R| ≤ rt from (1). If v1 /∈ R, then
we can obtain

cdG(S|v1) ≤
∑

x∈R

dG({w1, v1, x}) ≤ |R|nr−3− 1

s−1
+ε ≤ rt · nr−3− 1

s−1
+ε < nr−2− 1

s−1
−sε−(s+1)δ/3,

where the first inequality holds because every set in CNG(S) containing v1 must also contain w1 and
a root in R, the second inequality follows from Lemma 4.1, and the last inequality holds because
6(s + 1)(ε+ δ) ≤ 1. This contradicts (6). We have finished the proof for the first conclusion.

Next we prove the second conclusion. Without loss of generality, we assume j = 3. Fix a vertex
v ∈ X ⊆ V2. We define a bipartite graph H = (A,B) similarly as above, where A := A(v), and
B := NG({v, v1}). Let a ∈ A and B ∈ B form an edge in H if and only if {v1, a}∪B ∈ E(G). For each

a ∈ A, we have NH(a) = B∩NG({v1, a}), and by (5), each a has at least nr−2− 1

s−1
−δ neighbors in B.

So e(H) ≥ |A|nr−2− 1

s−1
−δ. Let R be the set of all (r − 3)-tuples R ⊆ V4 ∪ · · · ∪ Vr of G. For R ∈ R,

define BR as the set of (r−2)-tuples in B containing R. So B has a partition ∪R∈RBR. As |R| ≤ nr−3,

by averaging there exists some R∗ ∈ R such that eH(A,BR∗) ≥ e(H)/nr−3 ≥ |A|n1− 1

s−1
−δ. Let

Z := NG({v, v1}∪R∗) ⊆ V3. Clearly there is a bijection between Z and BR∗ = {{z} ∪R∗|z ∈ Z}. So
we can identify the bipartite subgraph (A,BR∗) of H as H ′ = (A,Z), where H ′ is defined such that
az ∈ E(H ′) if and only if {v1, a, z} ∪R∗ ∈ E(G) for a ∈ A and z ∈ Z. Then we have

n1− 1

s−1
+ε ≥ |Z| ≥ e(H ′)/|A| = eH(A,BR∗)/|A| ≥ n1− 1

s−1
−δ,

where the first inequality holds due to Lemma 4.1. This further shows that e(H ′) ≥ |A|n1− 1

s−1
−δ ≥

n−ε−δ|A||Z|. Recalling that |A| = |A(v)| ≥ dG(T )/r, and combining it with dG(T ) ≥ n1− 1

s−1
−ε/α and

the given restrictions on ε, δ, α, we have n−ε−δ|A| ≥ n1− 1

s−1
−2ε−δ/(αr) ≫ s. Applying Lemma 4.3 (1)

to H ′ = (A,Z), there exists a subset Y ⊆ A ⊆ NG(T ) of size

|Y | ≥ n−ε−δ|A|/2 ≥ n−ε−δdG(T )/2r ≥ n1− 1

s−1
−2ε−δ/2rα

such that every y ∈ Y has |NG({v1, y}∪R∗)∩Z| = |NH′(y)∩Z| ≥ n−ε−δ|Z|/2 ≥ n1− 1

s−1
−ε−2δ/2.

Finally, we are ready to show Lemma 3.5.

Proof of Lemma 3.5. Let ε, δ, α be constants and H1 ⊆ H ⊆ G1 ⊆ G be the sequence of (ε, α)-

regular K
(r)
s,t -free hypergraphs given by the statement. Without loss of generality, we may assume

that V1
H1,H
−−−→

δ
V2

G1,G
−−−→

δ
Vk holds for some k 6= 2. We aim to show that k = 1.

Suppose for a contradiction that k /∈ {1, 2}. Let T ∈ T2(H1) be an (r−1)-tuple with T∩V1 = {v1}.

Since V1
H1,H
−−−→

δ
V2, for any x ∈ NH1

(T ), (T ;x) is δ-dense on v1 in H. Using Lemma 4.4 (2), there

exist subsets Y ⊆ NH(T ) ⊆ V2, Z ⊆ Vk and an (r − 3)-tuple R ⊆ V (G)\(V1 ∪ V2 ∪ Vk) such that

• |Y | ≥ n1− 1

s−1
−2ε−δ/2rα,

• n1− 1

s−1
−δ ≤ |Z| ≤ n1− 1

s−1
+ε, and

• for each yj ∈ Y , if we let Tj = {v1, yj} ∪R and Xj = NH(Tj) ∩Z, then |Xj | ≥ n1− 1

s−1
−ε−2δ/2.
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Let us count the number m of pairs (S, y) such that y ∈ Y is a root of an s-set S ⊆ Z in G. Since
Z has at most |Z|s different s-sets, and each s-set has at most rt root in G, we have m ≤ rt · |Z|s.
Now consider a fixed vertex yj ∈ Y (so yj ∈ V2). As H ⊆ G1, we see Tj ∈ Tk(H) ⊆ Tk(G1).

Since V2
G1,G
−−−→

δ
Vk, by Definition 3.3, every x ∈ Xj ⊆ NH(Tj) ⊆ NG1

(Tj) satisfies that (Tj ;x) is

δ-dense on yj in G. Since |Xj | ≥ n1− 1

s−1
−ε−2δ/2 ≫ nε+δ, using Lemma 4.4 (1), we can derive that

Xj ⊆ Z contains at least n−sε−sδ|Xj |
s/(3s!rs) different s-sets rooted on yj in G. This shows that

m ≥
∑

yj∈Y
n−sε−sδ|Xj |

s/(3s!rs). Putting everything together, we get

rt ·
(

n1− 1

s−1
+ε

)s
≥ rt · |Z|s ≥ m ≥

1

2rα · 2s · 3s!rs
· n1− 1

s−1
−2ε−δ · n−sε−sδ ·

(

n1− 1

s−1
−ε−2δ

)s
.

Since α = o(nε), this implies

(3s+ 3)ε + (3s+ 1)δ ≥ 1− 1/(s − 1) + o(1), where o(1) → 0 as n → ∞. (7)

Since s ≥ 3 and 6(s+1)(ε+δ) ≤ 1, we have (3s+3)ε+(3s+1)δ < 3(s+1)(ε+δ) ≤ 1/2 ≤ 1−1/(s−1),
which contradicts (7) as n is sufficiently large. The proof of this lemma is now complete.

5 Concluding remarks

In this paper, we prove that for any odd r ≥ 3 and any s ≥ 3, there exists an εs > 0 such that

ex(n,K
(r)
s,t ) = Or,s,t

(

nr− 1

s−1
−ε

)

.

It would be interesting to determine the optimal constant εs for any odd r ≥ 3. It is also worth
noting that Mubayi and Verstraëte [12] conjectured that the Turán number for 3-uniform hypergraphs

satisfies ex(n,K
(3)
s,t ) = Θs,t

(

n3− 2

s

)

for any t ≥ s ≥ 2, which is still open for s ≥ 3.

As briefly discussed in Subsection 2.2, the proofs of Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5 yield certain rich ad-

jacency structures in dense K
(r)
s,t -free r-uniform hypergraphs for even r ≥ 4. There structures also

align with the construction provided in Section 3 of [2]. These observations suggest that perhaps

there exists a stability result for K
(r)
s,t for even r ≥ 4.

The asymptotics of fr(n) and ex(n,K
(r)
2,2) remain intriguing open problems. We conclude this

paper by mentioning two related conjectures. The first conjecture due to Füredi [7] states that

ex(n,K
(r)
2,2) = (1 + o(1))

(

n−1
r−1

)

for any r ≥ 3. Note that the lower bound
(

n−1
r−1

)

can be achieved by
the hypergraph star. Despise significant progress made in [12, 13], this conjecture remains open for
any r ≥ 3. The second conjecture, posed by Mubayi (see Conjecture 6.2 in [11]), suggests that the
fr(n)-problem is stable for r ≥ 4. This says that for any r ≥ 4 and δ > 0, there exist ǫ > 0 and n0

such that any n-vertex r-uniform hypergraph with at least (1−ǫ)
( n
r−1

)

edges, which does not contain
four distinct edges A,B,C,D satisfying A ∪ B = C ∪D and A ∩ B = C ∩ D = ∅, must contain a
vertex v belonging to at least (1− δ)

( n
r−1

)

edges.
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[2] D. Bradač, L. Gishboliner, O. Janzer and B. Sudakov, Asymptotics of the hypergraph bipartite
Turán problem, Combinatorica 43 (2023), 429–446.

[3] B. Bukh, Random algebraic construction of extremal graphs, Bull. Lond. Math. Soc. 47(6)
(2015), 939–945.

[4] B. Bukh and D. Conlon, Rational exponents in extremal graph theory, J. Eur. Math. Soc. 20
(2018), 1747–1757.
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[12] D. Mubayi and J. Verstraëte, A hypergraph extension of the bipartite Turán problem, J.
Combin. Theory Ser. A 106(2) (2004), 237–253.
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