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Abstract

Given integers r > t ≥ 1 and a real number p > 0, the (t, p)-norm ‖H‖t,p of
an r-graph H is the sum of the p-th power of the degrees dH(T ) over all t-subsets
T ⊂ V (H). We conduct a systematic study of the Turán-type problem of determining
ext,p(n,F), which is the maximum of ‖H‖t,p over all n-vertex F -free r-graphs H.

We establish several basic properties for the (t, p)-norm of r-graphs, enabling us
to derive general theorems from the recently established framework in [CL24] that are
useful for determining ext,p(n,F) and proving the corresponding stability.

We determine the asymptotic value of ext,p(n,H
r
F ) for all feasible combinations

of (r, t, p) and for every graph F with chromatic number greater than r, where Hr
F

represents the expansion of F . In the case where F is edge-critical and p ≥ 1, we
establish strong stability and determine the exact value of ext,p(n,H

r
F ) for all suffi-

ciently large n. These results extend the seminal theorems of Erdős–Stone–Simonovits,
Andrásfai–Erdős–Sós, Erdős–Simonovits, and a classical theorem of Mubayi.

For the 3-uniform generalized triangle F5, we determine the exact value of ex2,p(n, F5)
for all p ≥ 1 and its asymptotic value for all p ∈ [1/2, 1] ∪ {k−1 : k ∈ 6N+ + {0, 2}}.
This extends old theorems of Bollobás, Frankl–Füredi, and a recent result of Balogh–
Clemen–Lidický. Our proofs utilize results on the graph inducibility problem, Steiner
triple systems, and the feasible region problem introduced by Liu–Mubayi.

Our results reveal two interesting phenomena:

• The extremal structure for ext,p(n,H
r
F ) remains consistent for all p > 0, whereas

the number of extremal structures for ext,p(n, F5) transitions from a single struc-
ture to infinitely many as p approaches 0.

• Both problems exhibit degree-stability when p ≥ 1, but not when p < 1.

Keywords: hypergraphs, nondegenerate Turán problems, degree powers, stability,
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1 Introduction

Given an integer r ≥ 2, an r-uniform hypergraph (henceforth r-graph) H is a collection
of r-subsets of some finite set V . We identify a hypergraph H with its edge set and use
V (H) to denote its vertex set. The size of V (H) is denoted by v(H). Given an integer
i ∈ [r − 1], the i-th shadow of H is

∂iH :=

{

e ∈
(

V (H)

r − i

)

: ∃E ∈ H such that e ⊂ E

}

.

The link of an i-set T ⊂ V (H) is

LH(T ) :=
{

e ∈
(

V (H)

r − i

)

: T ∪ e ∈ H
}

.

The degree of T in H is dH(T ) := |LH(T )|. For integers n ≥ r ≥ 2, let Kr
n denote the

complete r-graph on n vertices. We will omit the superscript r when r = 2.

Given a family F of r-graphs, we say H is F-free if it does not contain any member of F
as a subgraph. Studying the extremal properties of F-free r-graphs is a central topic in
Extremal Combinatorics. For example, determining the maximum number of edges in an
n-vertex F-free r-graph is the well-known Turán problem (see [Für91, Sid95, Kee11] for
its history and related results), starting with the seminal work of Turán [Tur41]. Another
example is determining the maximum number of copies of a fixed r-graph Q in an n-vertex
F-free r-graph, known as the generalized Turán problem, which began with the seminal
work of Erdős [Erd62] and was popularized by Alon–Shikhelman [AS16].

In this work, we consider the following Turán-type problem, which is a common gener-
alization of the classical Turán problem and the generalized Turán problem for counting
stars (see Section 6 for related discussions).

Given integers r > t ≥ 1 and a real number p > 0, the (t, p)-norm1 of an r-graph H is

‖H‖t,p :=
∑

T∈(V (H)
t )

dpH(T ) =
∑

T∈∂r−tH
dpH(T ),

where dpH(T ) := (dH(T ))
p. The (t, p)-degree of a vertex v ∈ V (H) is

dH,t,p(v) := ‖H‖t,p − ‖H − v‖t,p ,

where H−v denotes the r-graph obtained from H by removing v and all edges containing v.
We use δt,p(H), ∆t,p(H), and dt,p(H) to denote the minimum, maximum, and average

(t, p)-degree of H, respectively. Observe that ‖H‖t,1 =
(r
t

)

· |H| and ‖H‖t,0 = |∂r−tH|.

Given a family F of r-graphs, the (t, p)-Turán number of F is

ext,p(n,F) := max
{

‖H‖t,p : v(H) = n and H is F-free
}

,

and the (t, p)-Turán density (whose existence will be established in Proposition 2.2) of
F is

πt,p(F) := lim
n→∞

ext,p(n,F)
(

n
t

)

(n − t)p(r−t)
= lim

n→∞
t! · ext,p(n,F)

nt+p(r−t)
.

1 We have slightly abused the use of notation here, as it is no longer a norm when p < 1.
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For convenience, we define the (t, p)-extremal degree of F as follows :

exdegt,p(n,F) :=
(t+ p(r − t)) · ext,p(n,F)

n
.

These notations are extensions of the well-known Turán number ex(n,F) and Turán

density π(F), since ex(n,F) = ext,1(n,F)/
(r
t

)

and π(F) = πt,1(F)/
(r
t

)

. We say that a
family F is (t, p)-nondegenerate (resp. nondegenerate) if πt,p(F) > 0 (resp. π(F) > 0).
Using a theorem of Erdős [Erd64], it is not hard to show that for every r > t ≥ 1 and
p > 0, a family F of r-graphs is (t, p)-nondegenerate iff it is nondegenerate.

The study of ex1,p(n,F) for graph families F was initiated by Caro–Yuster [CY00] who
extended the seminal Turán Theorem [Tur41] by determining ex1,p(n,Kℓ+1) for all ℓ ≥ 2
and p > 1. Numerous results concerning graphs were subsequently obtained by vari-
ous researchers (see e.g. [BN04, PT05, Nik09, BN12, GLS15, Ger24]). The study of
exr−1,2(n,F) for r-graph families F with r ≥ 3 was initiated very recently by Balogh–
Clemen–Lidický [BCL22b, BCL22a]. They determined the asymptotic values of ex2,2(n,K

3
4 )

and ex2,2(n,K
3
5 ) among many results, utilizing computer-assisted flag algebra computa-

tions [Raz07]. These results are particularly interesting given the notorious difficulty of
determining ex(n,K3

ℓ+1) for any ℓ ≥ 3, a problem raised by Turán [Tur41].

In this work, we undertake a systematic study of ext,p(n,F) for r > t ≥ 1 and p > 0.
We establish several basic properties concerning the (t, p)-norm of r-graphs (Section 3),
and adapt the recently established framework from [CL24] to (t, p)-norm Turán problems
(Theorems 3.9 and 3.10). We present applications of the general theorems to two classical
examples: the generalized triangle F5 (Section 1.1) and the expansion of graphs (Sec-
tion 1.2). It is worth noting that there are several additional classes of hypergraphs, such
as those considered in [LMR23b], to which our general theorems could potentially apply.
However, these applications typically require extensive and nontrivial calculations (see Sec-
tions 4.1 and 4.3 for example), which we did not undertake but leave for interested readers
to explore.

1.1 The generalized triangle

The first nondegenerate hypergraph for which we know the Turán density is (perhaps) the
(3-uniform) generalized triangle F5, which is the 5-vertex 3-graph with edge set

{{1, 2, 3}, {1, 2, 4}, {3, 4, 5}} .

The 3-graph F5 is a classical example in hypergraph Turán problems and has a rich re-
search history (see e.g. [FF83, Sid87, KM04, KLM14, BIJ17, Liu21, LM21, Liu24, LMR23b,
HLL+23]), beginning with the seminal work of Bollobás [Bol74].

Using the stability method, Balogh–Clemen–Lidický, building on the argument of Bollobás,
determined ex2(n, F5) for large n in [BCL22a]. In the following theorems, we determine
ex2,p(n, F5) for all real numbers p ≥ 1 when n is large, and determine π2,p(F5) for every
p ∈ [1/2, 1] ∪ {k−1 : k ∈ 6N+ + {0, 2}}. Our proof for p ≥ 1 is based on the recently
established framework in [CL24], which differs from the approach used by Balogh–Clemen–
Lidický. Additionally, our result for the case where p = 2 strengthens the result of Balogh–
Clemen–Lidický. The case where p ∈ (0, 1) is particularly interesting and seems quite
challenging to fully resolve. The extremal constructions in this case are closely related to
Steiner triple systems, and the proof uses results from graph inducibility problems and the
feasible region problem introduced in [LM21].
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Theorem 1.1. For every real number p ≥ 1 there exist ε > 0 and N0 > 0 such that the
following statements hold for every integer n ≥ N0.

(i) Every n-vertex F5-free 3-graph with δ2,p(H) ≥ (1− ε) · exdeg2,p(n, F5) is 3-partite.

(ii) ex2,p(n, F5) = ‖G‖2,p for some n-vertex complete 3-partite 3-graph G.

Note that Theorem 1.1 shows that the extremal construction for p ≥ 1 is always 3-partite,
but it should be noted that the ratios of these three parts are not necessarily balanced for
every p ≥ 1. In fact, the ratio becomes more unbalanced as p increases.

For p ∈ [1/2, 1], we show that the extremal construction is nearly balanced 3-partite and
establish the corresponding edge-stability. An interesting phenomenon arises : unlike the
case when p ≥ 1, the (2, p)-Turán problem for F5 is no longer degree-stable when p < 1.
A construction that illustrates this phenomenon is included in Section A of the Appendix
for the case2 p = 1/2.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that p is a real number in [1/2, 1]. Then π2,p(F5) =
2

31+p . More-
over, for every δ > 0, there exist ε > 0 and N0 > 0 such that the following holds for
n ≥ N0. Every n-vertex F5-free 3-graph with ‖H‖2,p ≥ (1 − ε) · ex2,p(n, F5) is 3-partite

after removing at most δn3 edges.

As mentioned earlier, the case where p ∈ (0, 1/2) is closely connected to Steiner triple
systems and seems difficult to fully resolve. Recall that a Steiner triple system (STS)
is a 3-graph in which every pair of vertices is contained in exactly one edge. It is a classic
and well-known result [Bos39, Sko58] that a k-vertex STS exists iff k ∈ 6N + {1, 3}. For
simplicity, we use STS(k) to denote the collection of all STSs on k vertices.

Given two r-graphs H and G, a map φ : V (H) → V (G) is a homomorphism if φ(e) ∈ G
for all e ∈ H. When such a homomorphism exists, we say H is G-colorable.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that p is a real number in [0, 1/2]. Then π2,p(F5) ≤ pp

(p+1)p+1 . In

addition, for every k ∈ 6N++{0, 2}, there exists αk > 0 such that the following statements
hold.

(i) For every p ∈
[

k−1, k−1 + αk

]

, we have π2,p(F5) =
k

(k+1)p+1 . In particular, if p = k−1,

then π2,p(F5) =
pp

(p+1)p+1 .

(ii) For every p ∈
[

k−1, k−1 + αk

]

and δ > 0, there exist ε > 0 and N0 > 0 such that
every F5-free 3-graph on n ≥ N0 vertices with ‖H‖2,p ≥ (1 − ε) · ex2,p(n, F5) is

S-colorable for some S ∈ STS(k + 1) after removing at most δn3 edges.

Remarks. Some straightforward but tedious calculations show that one can choose αk =
(k3 − k)−1; for details, we refer the reader to Lemma C.1 in the Appendix. For simplicity,
we will only show the proof of Theorem 1.3 for the case p = k−1. Extending the proof to
the general case can be achieved easily by replacing Theorem 5.1 with the piecewise linear
bound as in the remark below [LM21, Theorem 1.15].

Proof of Theorem 1.1 is presented in Section 4. Proof of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 is presented
in Section 5.

2 Constructions for general p can be obtained easily in a similar manner.

4



1.2 The expansion of graphs

Given a graph F , the (r-uniform) expansion Hr
F of F is the r-graph obtained from F by

adding r−2 new vertices into each edge, ensuring that these (r−2)-sets are pairwise disjoint.
For simplicity, let Hr

ℓ+1 := Hr
Kℓ+1

. Expansions are an important class of hypergraphs

introduced by Mubayi [Mub06] to provide the first explicitly defined examples that yield
an infinite family of numbers realizable as Turán densities for hypergraphs.

We say a graph F is edge-critical if there exists an edge e ∈ F such that the chromatic
number of F \ {e} is strictly smaller than that of F . In the following theorem, we deter-
mine, for every edge-critical graph F and for every real number p > 1, the exact value of
ext,p(n,H

r
F ) and prove its corresponding degree-stability. This extends the classical the-

orems of Simonovits [Sim68], Andrásfai–Erdős–Sós [AES74], Erdős–Simonovits [ES73] on
edge-critical graphs, as well as the classic theorems of Mubayi [Mub06] and Pikhurko [Pik13]
on expansion of complete graphs.

Theorem 1.4. Let ℓ ≥ r > t ≥ 1 be integers, p ≥ 1 be a real number, and F be an
edge-critical graph with χ(F ) = ℓ+1. There exist ε > 0 and N0 > 0 such that the following
statements hold for every integer n ≥ N0.

(i) Every n-vertex Hr
F -free r-graph with δt,p(H) ≥ (1− ε) · exdegt,p(n,Hr

F ) is ℓ-partite.

(ii) ext,p(n,H
r
F ) = ‖G‖t,p for some n-vertex complete ℓ-partite r-graph G.

For the case p ∈ (0, 1), we utilize the theorems on the feasible region problems established
in [LM21, LM23] to determine the value of πt,p(H

r
F ) and prove its corresponding edge-

stability. Similar to the case of F5, the (t, p)-norm Turán problem for Hr
F does not have

degree-stability when p < 1. The constructions can be obtained using a similar approach
to that of F5, so we omit them here.

Theorem 1.5. Let ℓ ≥ r > t ≥ 1 be integers, p ∈ (0, 1) be a real number, and F be a
graph with χ(F ) = ℓ+ 1. Then

πt,p(H
r
F ) = t!

(

ℓ

t

)(

ℓ− t

r − t

)p(1

ℓ

)t+p(r−t)

.

Moreover, for every δ > 0 there exist ε > 0 and N0 > 0 such that every Hr
F -free r-graph H

on n ≥ N0 vertices with ‖H‖t,p ≥ (1− ε) · ext,p(n,Hr
F ) is ℓ-partite after removing at most

δnr edges.

An immediate corollary (using Proposition 2.3) of Theorems 1.4 and 1.5 is the following
extension of the seminal Erdős–Stone–Simonovits Theorem [ES66].

Corollary 1.6. Suppose that ℓ ≥ r > t ≥ 1 are integers and F is a graph with χ(F ) = ℓ+1.
Then

πt,p(H
r
F ) =

{

t!
(ℓ
t

)(ℓ−t
r−t

)p (1
ℓ

)t+p(r−t)
, if p ∈ (0, 1),

t! · λt,p(Kr
ℓ ), if p ≥ 1.

Remark. The value λt,p(K
r
ℓ ) will be defined in Section 2 and can be determined by solving

an optimization problem.

The proof of Theorem 1.5 is presented in Section 5. The proof of Theorem 1.4 follows a
similar strategy to that of Theorem 1.1 but is much simpler, as it does not require the
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complicated calculations presented in Sections 4.1 and 4.3. To prevent the paper from
becoming excessively long, we omit it here and refer the interested reader to the proof
of [CL24, Theorem 2.5] for the necessary technical lemmas.

In the next section, we introduce some definitions and present some preliminary results. In
Section 3, we establish general properties of the (t, p)-norm of hypergraphs and state the
general theorems on (t, p)-norm Turán problems, which are consequences of more general
theorems established in [CL24]. Section 6 contains additional remarks and some open
problems.

2 Preliminaries

A family F of r-graphs is hereditary if, for every F ∈ F, all subgraphs of F are also
included in F. We use Gr to denote the collection of all r-graphs. Recall that an r-graph
H is G-colorable if there exists a homomorphism from H to G. Extending the definition
of the chromatic number for graphs, the chromatic number χ(Q) of an r-graph Q is
the minimum integer ℓ such that Q is Kr

ℓ -colorable. For integers ℓ ≥ r ≥ 2, we use Kr
ℓ to

denote the collection of all Kr
ℓ -colorable r-graphs. Note that Kr

ℓ is a hereditary family.

Given an r-graph G on [m] and pairwise disjoint sets V1, . . . , Vm, we use G(V1, . . . , Vm) to
denote the r-graph obtained from G by replacing every vertex i ∈ [m] with the set Vi and
every edge {i1, . . . , im} ∈ G with the complete r-partite r-graph with parts Vi1 , . . . , Vim .
The r-graph G(V1, . . . , Vm) is called a blowup of G. For every integer k ≥ 1, we use G(k)
to denote the blowup G(V1, . . . , Vm) in which each Vi has size k. For every family F , we
use F(k) to denote the set {F (k) : F ∈ F}. For convenience, we use Kr(V1, . . . , Vℓ) to
denote the complete ℓ-partite r-graph with parts V1, . . . , Vℓ. The generalized Turán graph
T r(n, ℓ) is the balanced complete ℓ-partite r-graph on n vertices.

Given an r-graph H and a set S ⊂ V (H), we use H[S] to denote the induced subgraph

of H on S, and use H−S to denote the induced subgraph of H on V (H) \S. For a vertex
v ∈ V (H) the neighborhood of v in H is

NH(v) := {u ∈ V (H) : ∃e ∈ H such that {u, v} ⊂ e} .

Given a pair of vertices u, v ∈ V (H), we say {u, v} is uncovered if there is no edge in
H containing both u and v. We say u, v are equivalent if LH(u) = LH(v) (in particular,
this means that {u, v} is uncovered). We use Hu→v to denote the r-graph obtained from
H by symmetrizing u into v, that is

Hu→v := (H \ {E ∈ H : u ∈ E}) ∪ {e ∪ {u} : e ∈ LH(v)} .

An r-graph H is symmetrized if every two uncovered vertices in H are equivalent.

We say a map Γ: Gr → R is symmetrization-increasing if for every H ∈ Gr and for
every pair of uncovered vertices u, v ∈ V (H),

either Γ(H) < max {Γ(Hu→v), Γ(Hv→u)} or Γ(H) = Γ(Hu→v) = Γ(Hv→u). (1)

Notice that (1) holds iff there exists α ∈ (0, 1) such that

Γ(H) ≤ α · Γ(Hu→v) + (1 − α) · Γ(Hv→u).

Note that we typically choose α = 1/2 when proving that a specific map Γ is symmetrization-
increasing.
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Given a family F of r-graphs, the F-freeness indicator map 1F : Gr → {0, 1} is defined
as follows :

1F (H) :=

{

1, if H is F-free,

0, otherwise.

Following the definition in [LMR23b], a family F of r-graphs is blowup-invariant if
blowups of every F-free r-graph remain F-free. It is easy to see that if F is blowup-
invariant and H is an F-free r-graph, then Hu→v is F-free for every uncovered pair {u, v}
in H. Hence, the map 1F is symmetrization-increasing for every blowup-invariant F .

Now we are ready to state the first property of the (t, p)-norm.

Proposition 2.1. Let r > t ≥ 1 be integers and p ≥ 1 be a real number. The map
Γ: Gr → R, defined by

Γ(H) := ‖H‖t,p for every H ∈ Gr,

is symmetrization-increasing. Consequently, for every blowup-invariant family F , the map
Γ′ : Gr → R, defined by

Γ′(H) := ‖H‖t,p · 1F (H) for every H ∈ Gr,

is symmetrization-increasing.

Proof of Proposition 2.1. Let H be an r-graph and u, v ∈ V (H) be a pair of uncovered
vertices. For convenience, let V := V (H), T0 :=

(V \{u,v}
t

)

,

Tu :=

{

T ∈
(

V \ {v}
t

)

: u ∈ T

}

, and Tv :=

{

T ∈
(

V \ {u}
t

)

: v ∈ T

}

.

Let H0 := H, H1 := Hu→v, and H2 := Hv→u. For each i ∈ {0, 1, 2}, since {u, v} is
uncovered in Hi, we have ∂r−tHi ⊂ T0 ∪ Tu ∪ Tv, and hence,

Γ(Hi) =
∑

T∈Tu
dpHi

(T ) +
∑

T∈Tv
dpHi

(T ) +
∑

T∈T0
dpHi

(T ).

It is easy to see from the definition of symmetrization that

2
∑

T∈Tu
dpH0

(T ) =
∑

T∈Tu
dpH2

(T ) +
∑

T∈Tv
dpH2

(T ), and

2
∑

T∈Tv
dpH0

(T ) =
∑

T∈Tu
dpH1

(T ) +
∑

T∈Tv
dpH1

(T ).

So it suffices to show that

2
∑

T∈T0
dpH0

(T ) ≤
∑

T∈T0
dpH1

(T ) +
∑

T∈T0
dpH2

(T ). (2)

Fix T ∈ T0. Let zu := dH(T ∪ {u}), zv := dH(T ∪ {v}), and z0 := dH(T ) − zu − zv. It is
clear from the definition that

dpH0
(T ) = (zu + zv + z0)

p , dpH1
(T ) = (2zv + z0)

p , and dpH2
(T ) = (2zu + z0)

p .

Since p ≥ 1, it follows from Jensen’s inequality that

(2zv + z0)
p + (2zu + z0)

p

2
≥
(

2zv + z0 + 2zu + z0
2

)p

= (zu + zv + z0)
p .

Therefore, 2dpH0
(T ) ≤ dpH1

(T ) + dpH2
(T ). Summing over all T ∈ T0, we obtain (2), and

hence, complete the proof of Proposition 2.1.

7



The following result justifies the definition of πt,p(F). Its proof can be obtained with a
minor modification to that of [BCL22b, Proposition 1.8], which is itself an extension of the
averaging argument used by Katona–Nemetz–Simonovits [KNS64].

Proposition 2.2. Let r > t ≥ 1 be integers and p ≥ 1 be a real number. For every family

F of r-graphs, the limit lim
n→∞

ext,p(n,F)

nt+p(r−t) exists. In particular, if F is a nondegenerate family

of r-graphs, then for every δ ∈ [0, 1],

ext,p(n− δn,F) ≤ ext,p(n,F)− δ (t+ p(r − t)) · ext,p(n,F)

+ δ2 (t+ p(r − t))2 · ext,p(n,F) + o(nt+p(r−t)). (3)

Remark.

• Inequality (3) verifies the smoothness (as defined in [CL24]) of the map ‖·‖t,p : Gr →
R for all r > t ≥ 1 and p ≥ 1.

• A slight modification of the argument of Katona–Nemetz–Simonovits shows that the

limit lim
n→∞

ext,p(n,F)

nt+p(r−t) also exists for p ∈ (0, 1), and we refer the reader to Proposi-

tion B.1 in the Appendix for details.

Given two families F , F̂ of r-graphs, we say F̂ ≤hom F if for every F̂ ∈ F̂ there exists
F ∈ F such that F is F̂ -colorable. It is clear that for every family F of r-graphs and for
every integer k ≥ 1, F ≤hom F(k). Another example is T3 := {F5,K

3−
4 } ≤hom {F5} since

F5 is K3−
4 -colorable. Here, K3−

4 denote the 3-graph obtained from the complete 3-graph
K3

4 by removing one edge. The motivation for the definition of ≤hom comes from the
following result, which is a simple consequence of the Hypergraph Removal Lemma [RS09]
and Lemma 3.7 in Section 3.

Proposition 2.3. Suppose that F , F̂ are two families of r-graphs satisfying F̂ ≤hom F .
Then every F-free r-graph on n vertices is F̂-free after removing o(nr) edges. Consequently,
(by Lemma 3.7), for all t > t ≥ 1 and p > 0,

πt,p(F) ≤ πt,p(F̂),

and, in particular,

πt,p(F) = πt,p(F(k)) for every k ≥ 1.

Given a differentiable map f : Rn → R with n variables, we use Dif to denote the partial

derivative of f with respect to the i-th variable. If f has only one variable, then we use
Df to denote the derivative of f . Given X ⊂ R

n, a map f : X → R is homogeneous

of degree k if

f(λ~x) = λk · f(~x) for all ~x ∈ X and for all λ > 0 with λ~x ∈ X.

Let r > t ≥ 1 be integers and let H be an r-graph on [n]. For every real number p > 0
define the (t, p)-Lagrange polynomial of H as follows :

LH,t,p(X1, . . . ,Xn) :=
∑

T∈∂r−tH
XT





∑

I∈LH(T )

XI





p

,
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where XS :=
∏

i∈S Xi for every S ⊂ [n]. The (t, p)-Lagrangian of H is defined as follows :

λt,p(H) := max
{

LH,t,p(x1, . . . , xn) : (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ ∆n−1
}

,

where ∆n−1 := {(x1, . . . , xn) ∈ R
n : xi ≥ 0 for i ∈ [n] and x1 + · · · + xn = 1} is the stan-

dard (n − 1)-dimensional simplex. It is clear from the definition that LH,t,p is a homoge-
neous map of degree t+ p(r − t).

One of the motivations for defining the (t, p)-Lagrangian comes from the following simple
fact, which is an extension of a crucial property of Lagrangian (see e.g. [MS65, FR84]).

Fact 2.4. Let r > t ≥ 1 be integers and p > 0 be a real number. Suppose that H is an
n-vertex G-colorbale r-graph. Then

‖H‖t,p = LH,t,p(1, . . . , 1) = LH,t,p(1/n, . . . , 1/n) · nt+p(r−t) ≤ λt,p(G) · nt+p(r−t).

In the following proposition, we establish a useful inequality for the (t, p)-Lagrangian of
an r-graph for different values of p.

Proposition 2.5. Let r > t ≥ 1 be integers and H be an r-graph on [n]. Suppose that
0 ≤ p1 < p < p2 are real numbers. Then

LH,t,p(~x) ≤ (LH,t,p1(~x))
p2−p
p2−p1 (LH,t,p2(~x))

p−p1
p2−p1 for every ~x = (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ ∆n−1.

In particular,

λt,p(H) ≤ (λt,p1(H))
p2−p
p2−p1 (λt,p2(H))

p−p1
p2−p1 .

We will use the following version of Hölder’s inequality in the proof of Proposition 2.5.

Fact 2.6 (Hölder’s inequality). For every (a1, . . . , an), (b1, . . . , bn) ∈ R
n
≥0 and positive real

numbers s, t with 1
s +

1
t = 1,

n
∑

i=1

aibi ≤
(

n
∑

i=1

asi

) 1
s
(

n
∑

i=1

bti

) 1
t

.

Proof of Proposition 2.5. Fix (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ ∆n−1. Let s := p2−p1
p2−p , t := p2−p1

p−p1
, aT :=

x
1
s
T

(

∑

I∈LH(T ) xI

)

p1
s

, bT := x
1
t
T

(

∑

I∈LH(T ) xI

)

p2
t
. Observe that 1

s +
1
t = 1 and p1

s + p2
t = p.

So, it follows from Hölder’s inequality that

LH,t,p(~x) =
∑

T∈∂r−tH
aT bT

≤





∑

T∈∂r−tH
asT





1
s




∑

T∈∂r−tH
btT





1
t

= (LH,t,p1(~x))
1
s (LH,t,p2(~x))

1
t ,

proving Proposition 2.5.

The following proposition is an extension of [FR84, Theorem 2.1].

Proposition 2.7. Let r > t ≥ 1 be integers, p ≥ 1 be a real number, and H be an r-graph
on [n]. There exists a vertex set U ⊂ [n] such that
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(i) the induced subgraph H[U ] is 2-covered and λt,p(H) = λt,p(H[U ]),

(ii) DiLH,t,p(x1, . . . , xn) = (t+ p(r − t)) · λt,p(H) for every i ∈ U .

Proof of Proposition 2.7. Fix an r-graph H on [n]. Let ~x = (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ ∆n−1 be a vector
satisfying LH,t,p(~x) = λt,p(H) and such that the size of the set U := {i ∈ [n] : xi > 0} is
minimized. By relabelling the vertices of H, we may assume that U = [m] for some m ≤ n.
We claim that the set U defined here satisfies the conclusions in Proposition 2.7.

Let G := H[U ]. Suppose to the contrary that G is not 2-covered. By relabelling the vertices
in U = [m], we may assume that {1, 2} ⊂ [m] is uncovered in G. Let ~y := (y1, . . . , ym), ~z :=
(z1, . . . , zm) ∈ ∆m−1 be defined as

y1 = z2 = x1 + x2, y2 = z1 = 0, and yk = zk = xk for k ∈ [3,m].

Let T0 :=
([3,m]

t

)

,

T1 :=
{

T ∈
(

[m] \ {2}
t

)

: 1 ∈ T

}

, and T2 :=
{

T ∈
(

[m] \ {1}
t

)

: 2 ∈ T

}

.

Since {1, 2} is uncovered in G, we have ∂r−tG ⊂ T0 ∪ T1 ∪ T2. First, notice that

∑

T∈T1
xT





∑

I∈LG(T )

xI





p

+
∑

T∈T2
xT





∑

I∈LG(T )

xI





p

=
x1

x1 + x2

∑

T∈T1
yT





∑

I∈LG(T )

yI





p

+
x2

x1 + x2

∑

T∈T2
zT





∑

I∈LG(T )

zI





p

(4)

Next, we consider T0. Fix T ∈ T0 and let

α0 :=
∑

I∈LG(T ) : {1,2}∩I=∅
xI , α1 :=

∑

I∈LG(T ) : 1∈I
xI , and α2 :=

∑

I∈LG(T ) : 2∈I
xI ,

β0 :=
∑

I∈LG(T ) : {1,2}∩I=∅
yI , β1 :=

∑

I∈LG(T ) : 1∈I
yI , and β2 :=

∑

I∈LG(T ) : 2∈I
yI ,

γ0 :=
∑

I∈LG(T ) : {1,2}∩I=∅
zI , γ1 :=

∑

I∈LG(T ) : 1∈I
zI , and γ2 :=

∑

I∈LG(T ) : 2∈I
zI .

Notice that

α0 = β0 = γ0, β2 = γ1 = 0, β1 =
x1 + x2
x1

α1, and γ2 =
x1 + x2
x2

α2.

It follows from Jensen’s inequality that

x1
x1 + x2





∑

I∈LG(T )

yI





p

+
x2

x1 + x2





∑

I∈LG(T )

zI





p

=
x1

x1 + x2
(β1 + β0)

p +
x2

x1 + x2
(γ2 + γ0)

p

≥
(

x1
x1 + x2

(β1 + β0) +
x2

x1 + x2
(γ2 + γ0)

)p

= (α1 + α2 + α0)
p =





∑

I∈LG(T )

xI





p

.
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Therefore,

∑

T∈T0
xT





∑

I∈LG(T )

xI





p

≤ x1
x1 + x2

∑

T∈T0
xT





∑

I∈LG(T )

yI





p

+
x2

x1 + x2

∑

T∈T0
xT





∑

I∈LG(T )

zI





p

=
x1

x1 + x2

∑

T∈T0
yT





∑

I∈LG(T )

yI





p

+
x2

x1 + x2

∑

T∈T0
zT





∑

I∈LG(T )

zI





p

,

which combined with (4), implies that

λt,p(H) = LH,t,p(~x) = LG,t,p(x1, . . . , xm) ≤ x1
x1 + x2

LG,t,p(~y) +
x2

x1 + x2
LG,t,p(~z).

Since max{LG,t,p(~y), LG,t,p(~z)} ≤ λt,p(H), it follows from the equality above that LG,t,p(~y) =
LG,t,p(~z) = λt,p(H). However, this contradicts the minimality of U . Therefore, H[U ] is
2-covered.

Since LH,t,p is a homogeneous map of degree t+p(r−t), the equality, DiLH,t,p(x1, . . . , xn) =
(t+ p(r − t)) · λL(H) for every i ∈ U , follows easily from Euler’s homogeneous function
theorem and the theory of Lagrange Multipliers.

In the end of this section, we list some inequalities that will be useful later.

Fact 2.8. Let x ∈ [0, 1] be a real number. The following statements hold.

(i) For every p ∈ [0, 1], 1− px− (1− p)x2 ≤ (1− x)p ≤ 1− px.

(ii) For every p ≥ 1, 1− px ≤ (1− x)p ≤ 1− px+ p2x2.

In particular,

|(1 − x)p − (1− px)| ≤ (p2 + 1)x2 for every p ≥ 0, (5)

and

xp1 − (x1 − x2)
p ≤ pxp−1

1 x2 for all x1 ≥ x2 ≥ 0, p ≥ 1. (6)

Fact 2.9. Suppose that x ∈ [0, 1] and p ∈ (0, 1) are real numbers. Then

(i) (1− x)p ≥ 1− xp.

(ii) x(1− x)p ≤ pp

(1+p)1+p , and equality holds iff x = 1
1+p .

3 General properties of (t, p)-norm Turán problems

In this section, we establish general properties of the (t, p)-norm of r-graphs that are nec-
essary for applying the general theorems from [CL24] in the context of (t, p)-norm Turán
problems. Specifically, in addition to the symmetrization-increasing property and smooth-
ness already established in Proposition 2.1 and Proposition 2.2, we will show that the map
Γ: Gt → R, defined by Γ(H) := ‖H‖t,p for all H ∈ Gr, is uniform (Lemma 3.5), locally

Lipschitz (Lemma 3.8), continuous (Lemma 3.7), and locally monotone (Lemma 3.3).
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Instead of including the lengthy definitions of the properties mentioned above, we will in-
troduce each property as we prove them later. For detailed definitions, we refer the reader
to [CL24]. The focus of this section will be the case p ≥ 1, although some results also
apply for p ∈ (0, 1).

It should be noted that we will eventually apply the theorems from [CL24] to the map
Γ′ : Gt → R (instead of Γ), defined by Γ′(H) := ‖H‖t,p · 1F (H) for all H ∈ Gr. However,
deriving all the aforementioned properties (symmetrization-increasing, smooth, uniform,
locally Lipschitz, continuous, and locally monotone) for Γ′ from those of Γ is a straightfor-
ward task when F is nondegenerate and blowup-invariant (see Proposition 2.1).

The first result of this section provides a handy expression for the (t, p)-degree of a vertex.

Lemma 3.1. Let r > t ≥ 1 be integers and p > 0 be a real number. For every r-graph H
and for every v ∈ V (H),

dH,t,p(v) =
∑

S∈∂r−tLH(v)

dpH(S ∪ {v}) +
∑

T∈∂r−t−1LH(v)

(

dpH(T )− (dH(T )− dH(T ∪ {v}))p
)

.

In particular, if p > 1, then

dH(v) ≥
dH,t,p(v)

p
(

r
t

)

n(p−1)(r−t)
. (7)

Proof of Lemma 3.1. It follows from the definition of (t, p)-degree that

dH,t,p(v) =
∑

T∈∂r−tH
dpH(T )−

∑

T∈∂r−t(H−v)

dpH−v(T )

=
∑

T∈∂r−tH :
v∈T

dpH(T ) +
∑

T∈∂r−tH :
v 6∈T

(

dpH(T )− dpH−v(T )
)

=
∑

T∈∂r−tH :
v∈T

dpH(T ) +
∑

T∈∂r−tH :
v 6∈T

(

dpH(T )− (dH(T )− dH(T ∪ {v}))p
)

.

Notice that dpH(T )−(dH(T )− dH(T ∪ {v}))p 6= 0 iff dH(T ∪{v}) ≥ 1. Therefore, equations

∂r−tLH(v) = {T \ {v} : T ∈ ∂r−tH and v ∈ T} and

∂r−t−1LH(v) = {T ∈ ∂r−tH : v 6∈ T and dH(T ∪ {v}) ≥ 1}
imply the desired form of dH,t,p(v).

By (6), we obtain

dH,t,p(v) =
∑

S∈∂r−tLH(v)

dpH(S ∪ {v}) +
∑

T∈∂r−t−1LH(v)

(

dpH(T )− (dH(T )− dH(T ∪ {v}))p
)

≤
∑

S∈∂r−tLH(v)

dp−1+1
H (S ∪ {v}) +

∑

T∈∂r−t−1LH(v)

p · dp−1
H (T ) · dH(T ∪ {v})

≤
∑

S∈∂r−tLH(v)

dH(S ∪ {v}) · n(p−1)(r−t) +
∑

T∈∂r−t−1LH(v)

pn(p−1)(r−t) · dH(T ∪ {v})

≤ pn(p−1)(r−t)





∑

S∈∂r−tLH(v)

dH(S ∪ {v}) +
∑

T∈∂r−t−1LH(v)

dH(T ∪ {v})





= pn(p−1)(r−t)

((

r − 1

t− 1

)

dH(v) +
(

r − 1

t

)

dH(v)
)

= pn(p−1)(r−t)

(

r

t

)

dH(v),

which implies (7).
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The following result is a straightforward corollary of Lemma 3.1. Its proof can be found
in Section D of the Appendix.

Corollary 3.2. Let r > t ≥ 1 be integers and p ≥ 1 be a real number. Suppose that
V1 ∪ · · · ∪ Vm = [n] is a partition and H = G(V1, . . . , Vm) is a blowup of an r-graph G on
[m]. Then for every i ∈ [m] and v ∈ Vi,

DiLG,t,p(x1, . . . , xm)− o(1) ≤ dt,p,H(v)

nt−1+p(r−t)
≤ DiLG,t,p(x1, . . . , xm).

where xi := |Vi|/n for i ∈ [m].

In the following lemma, we show that the (t, p)-norm is locally monotone, as defined
in [CL24].

Lemma 3.3. Let r > t ≥ 1 be integers and p ≥ 1 be a real number. Suppose that H is an
r-graph and H′ ⊂ H is a subgraph. Then for every v ∈ V (H′),

dH,t,p(v)− dH′,t,p(v) ≥
∑

T

(

dpH(T )− (dH(T )− dH(T ∪ {v}))p
)

, (8)

where the summation is taken over ∂r−t−1LH(v) \ ∂r−t−1LH′(v). In particular,

dH,t,p(v) ≥ dH′,t,p(v) for every v ∈ V (H′).

Proof of Lemma 3.3. Fix v ∈ V (H′). It is clear that dH(S ∪ {v}) ≥ dH′(S ∪ {v}) for
every S ∈ ∂r−tLH′(v). So by Lemma 3.1, to prove (8), it suffices to show that for every
T ∈ ∂r−t−1LH′(v),

dpH(T )− (dH(T )− dH(T ∪ {v}))p ≥ dpH′(T )− (dH′(T )− dH′(T ∪ {v}))p .

Let G := H \H′. Fix T ∈ ∂r−t−1LH′(v). Notice that

dpH(T )− (dH(T )− dH(T ∪ {v}))p

= (dH′(T ) + dG(T ))
p − ((dH′(T ) + dG(T ))− (dH′(T ∪ {v}) + dG(T ∪ {v})))p

= (dH′(T ) + dG(T ))
p − (dH′(T )− dH′(T ∪ {v}) + dG(T )− dG(T ∪ {v}))p

≥ (dH′(T ) + dG(T ))
p − (dH′(T )− dH′(T ∪ {v}) + dG(T ))

p .

Consider the polynomial

g(X) := (A+X)p − (B +X)p,

where A := dH′(T ) and B := dH′(T )− dH′(T ∪ {v}). Since A ≥ B ≥ 0 and p ≥ 1, we have

Dg(x) = p
(

(A+ x)p−1 − (B + x)p−1
)

≥ 0 for x ≥ 0.

Therefore, by the monotonicity of g(x),

dpH(T )− (dH(T )− dH(T ∪ {v}))p

≥ (dH′(T ) + dG(T ))
p − ((dH′(T )− dH′(T ∪ {v})) + dG(T ))

p

≥ dpH′(T )− ((dH′(T )− dH′(T ∪ {v})))p ,

proving Lemma 3.3.
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In the following lemma, we establish several combinatorial equalities that will be useful for
subsequent estimations.

Lemma 3.4. Let r > t ≥ 1 be integers and p > 0 be a real number. For every n-vertex
r-graph H and for every v ∈ V (H),

∑

v∈V (H)

∑

S∈∂r−tLH(v)

dpH(S ∪ {v}) = t · ‖H‖t,p , (9)

∑

v∈V (H)

∑

T∈∂r−t−1LH(v)

dH(T ∪ {v}) · dp−1
H (T ) = (r − t) · ‖H‖t,p , (10)

and

∑

v∈V (H)

∑

T∈∂r−t−1LH(v)

(

dH(T ∪ {v})
dH(T )

)2

dpH(T ) = O(nt+p(r−t)−δp), (11)

where

δp :=

{

p
4 , if p ∈ (0, 1],
p−1
2p , if p > 1.

Proof of Lemma 3.4. Equation (9) follows from the following simple double counting :

∑

v∈V (H)

∑

S∈∂r−tLH(v)

dpH(S ∪ {v}) =
∑

T∈∂r−tH
|T | · dpH(T ) = t

∑

T∈∂r−tH
dpH(T ).

Notice that for every T ∈ ∂r−tH,

∑

v∈V (H)\T
dH(T ∪ {v}) = (r − t) · |LH(T )| = (r − t) · dH(T ).

Therefore,

∑

v∈V (H)

∑

T∈∂r−t−1LH(v)

dH(T ∪ {v}) · dp−1
H (T ) =

∑

T∈∂r−tH

∑

v∈V (H)\T
dH(T ∪ {v}) · dp−1

H (T )

=
∑

T∈∂r−tH
(r − t) · dH(T ) · dp−1

H (T )

= (r − t) · ‖H‖t,p ,

proving (10). So it suffices to prove (11). Let

δ :=

{

1
4 , if p ∈ (0, 1],
p−1
2p , if p > 1.

Let us partition ∂r−t−1LH(v) into two sets :

T1 :=
{

T ∈ ∂r−t−1LH(v) : dH(T ) ≥ nr−t−1+δ
}

and T2 := ∂r−t−1LH(v) \ T1.
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Observe that dH(T∪{v})
dH(T ) ≤ nr−t−1

nr−t−1+δ = 1
nδ for every T ∈ T1. So it follows from (10) that

∑

v∈V (H)

∑

T∈∂r−t−1LH(v)

(

dH(T ∪ {v})
dH(T )

)2

dpH(T )

=
∑

v∈V (H)

∑

T∈T1

(

dH(T ∪ {v})
dH(T )

)2

dpH(T ) +
∑

v∈V (H)

∑

T∈T2

(

dH(T ∪ {v})
dH(T )

)2

dpH(T )

=
∑

v∈V (H)

∑

T∈T1

dH(T ∪ {v})
dH(T )

· dH(T ∪ {v}) · dp−1
H (T ) +

∑

v∈V (H)

∑

T∈T2

(

dH(T ∪ {v})
dH(T )

)2

dpH(T )

≤ 1

nδ

∑

v∈V (H)

∑

T∈T1
dH(T ∪ {v}) · dp−1

H (T ) +
∑

v∈V (H)

∑

T∈T2

(

dH(T ∪ {v})
dH(T )

)2

dpH(T )

≤
(r − t) ‖H‖t,p

nδ
+

∑

v∈V (H)

∑

T∈T2

(

dH(T ∪ {v})
dH(T )

)2

dpH(T ). (12)

Case 1 : p > 1.

Inequality (12) continues as

∑

v∈V (H)

∑

T∈∂r−t−1LH(v)

(

dH(T ∪ {v})
dH(T )

)2

dpH(T )

≤
(r − t) ‖H‖t,p

nδ
+

∑

v∈V (H)

∑

T∈T2
dpH(T )

≤
(r − t) ‖H‖t,p

nδ
+ nt+1

(

nr−t−1+δ
)p

≤ nt+p(r−t)−δ + nt+p(r−t)+pδ−(p−1) ≤ 2n
t+p(r−t)− p−1

2p .

Case 2 : p ∈ (0, 1].

Let α := 1− p
2 ∈ (0, 1). Inequality (12) continues as

∑

v∈V (H)

∑

T∈∂r−t−1LH(v)

(

dH(T ∪ {v})
dH(T )

)2

dpH(T )

≤
(r − t) ‖H‖t,p

nδ
+

∑

v∈V (H)

∑

T∈T2

(

dH(T ∪ {v})
dH(T )

)2−α

dαH(T ∪ {v}) · dp−α
H (T )

≤ nt+p(r−t)

nδ
+

∑

v∈V (H)

∑

T∈T2
dαH(T ∪ {v}) · dp−α

H (T )

= nt+p(r−t)− 1
4 +

∑

T∈T2
dp−α
H (T )

∑

v∈V (H)\T
dαH(T ∪ {v}). (13)

Fix T ∈ T2 and let G := LH(T ). Notice that dG(v) = dH(T ∪ {v}), and hence, by Jensen’s
inequality,

∑

v∈V (H)\T
dαH(T ∪ {v}) ≤ (n− t)

(
∑

v∈V (H)\T dH(T ∪ {v})
n− t

)α

≤ (r − t)α · dαH(T ) · n1−α.
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Therefore, (13) continues as

∑

T∈T2
dp−α
H (T )

∑

v∈V (H)\T
dαH(T ∪ {v}) ≤ (r − t)αn1−α ·

∑

T∈T2
dpH(T )

≤ rn1−α · np(r−t−1+δ) · nt

= rnt+p(r−t)+1−α−p+pδ = rnt+p(r−t)− p
4 .

Therefore,

∑

v∈V (H)

∑

T∈∂r−tH :
v 6∈T

(

dH(T ∪ {v})
dH(T )

)2

dpH(T ) ≤ nt+p(r−t)− 1
4 + rnt+p(r−t)− p

4 ≤ 2rnt+p(r−t)− p
4 .

This completes the proof of (11).

In the following lemma, we show that the map Γ (defined at the beginning of this section)
is (t+ p(r − t))-uniform, as defined in [CL24].

Lemma 3.5. Let r > t ≥ 1 be integers and p > 0 be a real number. For every n-vertex
r-graph H,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

v∈V (H)

dH,t,p(v) − (t+ p(r − t)) · ‖H‖t,p

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= O(nt+p(r−t)−δp),

where δp > 0 is the same constant as defined in Lemma 3.4.

Proof of Lemma 3.5. Let v ∈ V (H) be a vertex and T ∈ ∂r−t−1LH(v) be a t-set. Since
dH(T∪{v})

dH(T ) ∈ (0, 1], it follows from (5) that

∣

∣

∣
dpH(T )− (dH(T )− dH(T ∪ {v}))p − p · dH(T ∪ {v}) · dp−1

H (T )
∣

∣

∣

= dpH(T ) ·
∣

∣

∣

∣

1−
(

1− dH(T ∪ {v})
dH(T )

)p

− p · dH(T ∪ {v})
dH(T )

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ dpH(T ) · (p2 + 1) ·
(

dH(T ∪ {v})
dH(T )

)2

.

Combining with Lemma 3.1, (9), (10), and (11), we obtain

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

v∈V (H)

dH,t,p(v)− (t+ p(r − t)) · ‖H‖t,p

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∑

v∈V (H)

∑

T∈∂r−t−1LH(v)

∣

∣

∣

(

dpH(T )− (dH(T )− dH(T ∪ {v}))p
)

− p · dH(T ∪ {v}) · dp−1
H (T )

∣

∣

∣

≤ (p2 + 1) ·
∑

v∈V (H)

∑

T∈∂r−t−1LH(v)

(

dH(T ∪ {v})
dH(T )

)2

· dpH(T ) = O(nt+p(r−t)−δp),

completing the proof of Lemma 3.5.

Next, we show that the map Γ is continuous, as defined in [CL24]. We will need the
following simple inequality in the proof.
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Proposition 3.6. Suppose that r > t ≥ 1 are integers and p2 > p1 > 0 are real numbers.
Then for every r-graph H,

‖H‖t,p1 ≤ ‖H‖
p1
p2
t,p2 · |∂r−tH|1−

p1
p2 .

In particular, for every p ∈ (0, 1),

‖H‖t,p ≤
((

r

t

)

· |H|
)p

· |∂r−tH|1−p ≤
((

r

t

)

· |H|
)p

· nt(1−p). (14)

Proof of Proposition 3.6. Since p1/p2 ∈ (0, 1), it follows from Jensen’s inequality that

‖H‖t,p1 =
∑

T∈∂r−tH

(

dp2H (T )
)

p1
p2

≤
(
∑

T∈∂r−tH d
p2
H (T )

|∂r−tH|

)

p1
p2

· |∂r−tH| = ‖H‖
p1
p2
t,p2 · |∂r−tH|1−

p1
p2 ,

proving Proposition 3.6.

Lemma 3.7. Let r > t ≥ 1 be integers, H be an n-vertex r-graph, and H′ ⊂ H be a
subgraph.

(i) If p ≥ 1, then

‖H‖t,p −
∥

∥H′∥
∥

t,p
≤ p

(

r

t

)

· |H \ H′| · n(p−1)(r−t).

(ii) If p ∈ (0, 1), then

‖H‖t,p −
∥

∥H′∥
∥

t,p
≤
∥

∥H \H′∥
∥

t,p
≤
((

r

t

)

· |H \ H′|
)p

· nt(1−p).

In particular, if |H \ H′| = o(nr), then ‖H‖t,p − ‖H′‖t,p = o(nt+p(r−t)) for every p > 0.

Proof of Lemma 3.7. Notice from the definition that

‖H‖t,p −
∥

∥H′∥
∥

t,p
=

∑

T∈∂r−tH

(

dpH(T )− dpH′(T )
)

=
∑

T∈∂r−tH

(

dpH(T )−
(

dH(T )− dH\H′(T )
)p)

=
∑

T∈∂r−tH

(

1−
(

1−
dH\H′(T )

dH(T )

)p)

· dpH(T ). (15)

Case 1 : p > 1.

By Fact 2.8 (ii), Inequality (15) continues as

‖H‖t,p −
∥

∥H′∥
∥

t,p
≤

∑

T∈∂r−tH
p ·

dH\H′(T )

dH(T )
· dpH(T )

=
∑

T∈∂r−tH
p · dH\H′(T ) · dp−1

H (T )

≤
∑

T∈∂r−tH
p · dH\H′(T ) · n(p−1)(r−t) = pn(p−1)(r−t)

(

r

t

)

· |H \ H′|.
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Case 2 : p ∈ (0, 1).

Inequality (15) continues as

‖H‖t,p −
∥

∥H′∥
∥

t,p
≤

∑

T∈∂r−tH

(

1−
(

1−
(

dH\H′(T )

dH(T )

)p))

· dpH(T )

=
∑

T∈∂r−tH
dpH\H′(T ) =

∥

∥H \H′∥
∥

t,p
≤
((

r

t

)

· |H \ H′|
)p

· nt(1−p),

where the first inequality follows from Fact 2.9 (i) and the last inequality follows from
Inequality (14).

In the following lemma, we show that the map Γ is locally Lipschitz, as defined in [CL24].

Lemma 3.8. Let r > t ≥ 1 be integers, H be an n-vertex r-graph, and B ⊂ V (H) be a
vertex set.

(i) If p ≥ 2, then for every v ∈ V (H) \B,

dH,t,p(v)− dH−B,t,p(v) ≤ 2r+1p2|B|nt−2+p(r−t).

(ii) If p ∈ (1, 2), then for every v ∈ V (H) \B,

dH,t,p(v)− dH−B,t,p(v) ≤ 10p

( |B|
n

)p−1

nt−1+p(r−t) + o(nt−1+p(r−t)).

Proof of Lemma 3.8. Let V := V (H), U := V \B, G := H[U ], and fix a vertex v ∈ U . Let
f(X1,X2) := Xp

1 − (X1 −X2)
p. Simple calculations show that

D1f(X1,X2) = p
(

Xp−1
1 − (X1 −X2)

p−1
)

and D2f(X1,X2) = p(X1 −X2)
p−1.

Let B := {T ∈ ∂r−t−1LH(v) : T ∩B 6= ∅}. Notice that

|B| ≤ |B|nt−1, and ∂r−t−1LH(v) = B ∪ ∂r−t−1LG(v).

By Lemma 3.1, we obtain

dH,t,p(v) =
∑

S∈∂r−tLH(v)

dpH(S ∪ {v}) +
∑

T∈∂r−t−1LH(v)

f (dH(T ), dH(T ∪ {v}))

= ‖LH(v)‖t−1,p +





∑

T∈B
+

∑

T∈∂r−t−1LG(v)



 f (dH(T ), dH(T ∪ {v})) .

First, it follows from Lemma 3.7 (i) that

‖LH(v)‖t−1,p − ‖LG(v)‖t−1,p ≤ p

(

r − 1

t− 1

)

· (|LH(v)| − |LG(v)|) · n(p−1)((r−1)−(t−1))

≤ p2r|B|nr−2 · n(p−1)(r−t) = p2r|B|nt−2+p(r−t).

Second, since (by (6))

f (dH(T ), dH(T ∪ {v})) ≤ p · dp−1
H (T ) · dH(T ∪ {v}) ≤ pn(r−t)(p−1)+(r−t−1) = pnp(r−t)−1,
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we obtain

∑

T∈B
f (dH(T ), dH(T ∪ {v})) ≤ |B|nt−1 · pnp(r−t)−1 = p|B|nt−2+p(r−t).

Therefore, to prove Lemma 3.8, we have to upper bound

∆ :=
∑

T∈∂r−t−1LG(v)

(f (dH(T ), dH(T ∪ {v})) − f (dG(T ), dG(T ∪ {v}))) .

First, we consider the case p ≥ 2 and prove Lemma 3.8 (i).

Case 1.1 : t = r − 1.

Notice that in this case, ∂r−t−1LG(v) = LG(v) and dH(T ∪ {v}) = dG(T ∪ {v}) = 1 for
every T ∈ LG(v). By the Mean Value Theorem, for every T ∈ LG(v) there exists zT with
dG(T ) ≤ zT ≤ dH(T ) ≤ n such that

∆ =
∑

T∈LG(v)

(

dpH(T )− (dH(T )− 1)p
)

−
(

dpG(T )− (dG(T )− 1)p
)

≤
∑

T∈LG(v)

p
(

zp−1
T − (zT − 1)p−1

)

(dH(T )− dG(T )) .

Since p− 1 ≥ 1, it follows from (6) that

zp−1
T − (zT − 1)p−1 ≤ (p− 1)zp−2

T ≤ pnp−2.

Therefore, the above inequality on ∆ continues as

∆ ≤ |LG(v)| · p · pnp−2

(

max
T

(dH(T )− dG(T ))

)

≤ nr−1p2np−2|B| = p2|B|nt−2+p(r−t).

Case 1.2 : t ≤ r − 2.

Similarly, by the Mean Value Theorem, for every T ∈ ∂r−t−1LG(v), there exists (z1,T , z2,T )
with dG(T ) ≤ z1,T ≤ dH(T ) ≤ nr−t and dG(T ∪ {v}) ≤ z2,T ≤ dH(T ∪ {v}) ≤ nr−t−1 such
that

∆ ≤
∑

T∈∂r−t−1LG(v)

(

D1f(z1,T , z2,T ) · (dH(T )− dG(T ))

+D2f(z1,T , z2,T ) · (dH(T ∪ {v}) − dG(T ∪ {v}))
)

≤
∑

T∈∂r−t−1LG(v)

(

D1f(z1,T , z2,T ) · |B|nr−t−1 +D2f(z1,T , z2,T ) · |B|nr−t−2
)

.

Since p− 1 ≥ 1, it follows from (6) that

D1f(z1,T , z2,T ) = p
(

zp−1
1,T − (z1,T − z2,T )

p−1
)

≤ p(p− 1)zp−2
1,T z2,T ≤ p2n(p−2)(r−t)+(r−t−1) = p2n(p−1)(r−t)−1.

In addition,

D2f(z1,T , z2,T ) = p(z1,T − z2,T )
p−1 ≤ pn(p−1)(r−t).
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Therefore, the above inequality on ∆ continues as

∆ ≤ |∂r−t−1LG(v)||B|
(

p2n(p−1)(r−t)−1+(r−t−1) + pn(p−1)(r−t)+(r−t−2)
)

≤ |B|nt
(

p2np(r−t)−2 + pnp(r−t)−2
)

≤ 2p2|B|nt−2+p(r−t).

This completes the proof for Lemma 3.8 (i).

Next, we consider the case p ∈ (1, 2) and prove Lemma 3.8 (ii). Let

δ :=
|B|
n
, T1 :=

{

T ∈ ∂r−t−1LG(v) : dH(T ) ≤ 2δnr−t
}

, and T2 := ∂r−t−1LG(v) \ T1.

For simplicity, let us assume that |B| ≫ 1. The case |B| = O(1) can be handled similarly
by setting δ = 100/n.

Since p > 1, it follows from (6) that for every T ∈ T1,

dpH(T )− (dH(T )− dH(T ∪ {v}))p ≤ p · dp−1
H (T ) · dH(T ∪ {v})

≤ p(2δnr−t)p−1nr−t−1 ≤ 2pδp−1np(r−t)−1.

Consequently,

∑

T∈T1

(

dpH(T )− (dH(T )− dH(T ∪ {v}))p
)

≤ |T1| · 2pδp−1np(r−t)−1 ≤ 2pδp−1nt−1+p(r−t).

Therefore, it suffices to consider the upper bound for

∆′ :=
∑

T∈T2

(

(

dpH(T )− (dH(T )− dH(T ∪ {v}))p
)

−
(

dpG(T )− (dG(T )− dG(T ∪ {v}))p
)

)

.

Case 2.1 : t = r − 1.

By the Mean Value Theorem, for every T ∈ T2 ⊂ ∂r−t−1LG(v) = LG(v) there exists zT
with dH(T ) ≥ zT ≥ dG(T ) ≥ dH(T )− |B|nr−t−1 ≥ δnr−t such that

∆′ =
∑

T∈T2

(

(

dpH(T )− (dH(T )− 1)p
)

−
(

dpG(T )− (dG(T )− 1)p
)

)

≤
∑

T∈T2
p
(

zp−1
T − (zT − 1)p−1

)

(dH(T )− dG(T )) ≤ |B|
∑

T∈T2
p
(

zp−1
T − (zT − 1)p−1

)

.

Since p− 1 ∈ (0, 1), the function Xp−1 − (X − 1)p−1 is decreasing in X. So

zp−1
T − (zT − 1)p−1 ≤ (δnr−t)p−1 − (δnr−t − 1)p−1 ≤ 2(δnr−t)p−2 = 2δp−2np−2.

Therefore, the inequality on ∆′ continues as

∆′ ≤ |T2||B| · 2δp−2np−2 ≤ nt · δn · 2δp−2np−2 = 2δp−1nt−1+p.

Case 2.2 : t ≤ r − 2.

Similarly, by the Mean Value Theorem, for every T ∈ T2, there exists (z1,T , z2,T ) with
δnr−t ≤ dG(T ) ≤ z1,T ≤ dH(T ) ≤ nr−t and dG(T ∪ {v}) ≤ z2,T ≤ dH(T ∪ {v}) ≤ nr−t−1
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such that

∆′ =
∑

T∈T2

(

(

dpH(T )− (dH(T )− dH(T ∪ {v}))p
)

−
(

dpG(T )− (dG(T )− dG(T ∪ {v}))p
)

)

≤
∑

T∈T2

(

D1f(z1,T , z2,T ) · (dH(T )− dG(T )) +D2f(z1,T , z2,T ) · (dH(T ∪ {v})− dG(T ∪ {v}))
)

≤
∑

T∈T2

(

D1f(z1,T , z2,T ) · |B|nr−t−1 +D2f(z1,T , z2,T ) · |B|nr−t−2
)

.

Since p − 1 ∈ (0, 1), the function Xp−1
1 − (X1 − X2)

p−1 is decreasing in X1. Hence, for
every T ∈ T2,

D1f(z1,T , z2,T ) = p
(

zp−1
1,T − (z1,T − z2,T )

p−1
)

≤ p
(

(δnr−t)p−1 − (δnr−t − nr−t−1)p−1
)

≤ 2p(δnr−t)p−2nr−t−1 = 2pδp−2n(p−1)(r−t)−1.

In addition,

D2f(z1,T , z2,T ) = p (z1,T − z2,T )
p−1 ≤ pn(p−1)(r−t).

Therefore, the inequality on ∆′ continues as

∆′ ≤ |T2||B|
(

2pδp−2n(p−1)(r−t)−1 · nr−t−1 + pn(p−1)(r−t) · nr−t−2
)

≤ nt · δn
(

2pδp−2np(r−t)−2 + pnp(r−t)−2
)

≤ 3pδp−1nt−1+p(r−t).

This completes the proof of Lemma 3.8.

With all the necessary general properties established for Γ (as defined at the beginning of
this section), we are now ready to state the consequence of the general theorems from [CL24]
in the context of (t, p)-norm Turán problems.

Let r > t ≥ 1 be integers and p > 0 be a real number. Let F be a family of r-graphs and
H be a hereditary family of F-free r-graphs.

(i) We say F is symmetrized-stable with respect to H if every symmetrized F-free
r-graph is contained in H.

(ii) We say F is (t, p)-edge-stable with respect to H if for every δ > 0 there exist
ε > 0 and N0 such that every F-free r-graph H on n ≥ N0 vertices with ‖H‖t,p ≥
(1− ε) · ext,p(n,F) is contained in H after removing at most δnr edges.

(iii) We say F is (t, p)-degree-stable with respect to H if there exist ε > 0 and N0 such
that every F-free r-graph H on n ≥ N0 vertices with δt,p(H) ≥ (1−ε) ·exdegt,p(n,F)
is contained in H.

(iv) We say F is (t, p)-vertex-extendable with respect to H if there exist ε > 0 and N0

such that the following holds for every F-free r-graph H on n ≥ N0 vertices with
δt,p(H) ≥ (1− ε) · exdegt,p(n,F) : if H− v ∈ H for some v ∈ V (H), then H ∈ H.

The following theorem, which extends [LMR23b, Theorem 1.7], follows as a consequence
of [CL24, Theorem 1.8] (see also [CL24, Theorem 4.9]).
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Theorem 3.9. Let r > t ≥ 1 be integers and p ≥ 1 be a real number. Let F , F̂ be two
nondegenerate families of r-graphs such that F̂ ≤hom F . Let H be a hereditary family of
F̂-free r-graphs. Suppose that

(i) F̂ is blowup-invariant, and

(ii) F̂ is symmetrized-stable with respect to H.

Then for every integer n ≥ 1,

ext,p(n, F̂) = max
{

‖G‖t,p : G ∈ H and v(G) = n
}

. (16)

If, in addition,

(iii) H is F-free, and

(iv) both F̂ and F are (t, p)-vertex-extendable with respect to H.

Then F is (t, p)-degree-stable with respect to H.

Remark. It should be noted that (16) is trivial (see e.g. [CL24, Fact 1.5]). The nontrivial
part, namely the stability part, of Theorem 3.9 follows by applying [CL24, Theorem 1.8]
to maps Γ, Γ̂ := Gr → R defined by

Γ(H) := ‖H‖t,p · 1F (H) and Γ̂(H) := ‖H‖t,p · 1F̂ (H) for all H ∈ Gr.

The following theorem, which extends [HLZ24, Theorem 1.1], is a consequence of [CL24,
Theorem 1.7] (see also [CL24, Theorem 4.10]).

Theorem 3.10. Let r > t ≥ 1 be integers and p ≥ 1 be a real number. Let F be a
nondegenerate family of r-graphs and H be a hereditary family of F-free r-graphs. Suppose
that F is (t, p)-edge-stable and (t, p)-vertex-extendable with respect to H. Then F is (t, p)-
degree-stable with respect to H.

The following result shows that to prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.4, one only needs to focus
on the degree-stability part. Its proof is essentially the same as that of [CL24, Proposi-
tion 4.11], so we omit it here. Recall that Kr

ℓ is the collection of all Kr
ℓ -colorable r-graphs.

Proposition 3.11. Let r > t ≥ 1 be integers and p > 0 be a real number. Let F be
a nondegenerate family of r-graphs that is (t, p)-degree-stable with respect to Kr

ℓ for some
ℓ ≥ r. Then for large n,

ext,p(n,F) = max
{

‖G‖t,p : G ∈ Kr
ℓ and v(G) = n

}

.

4 Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.1. Our proof is to apply Theorem 3.9 with F = {F5},
F̂ = T3 := {K3−

4 , F5}, and H = S, where

S :=
{

G ∈ G3 : G is S-colorable for some STS S
}

.
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Note that Conditions (i) and (ii) in Theorem 3.9 are straightforward to verify in this case
(see [LMR23b, Lemma 4.2] and the comment before [LMR23b, Lemma 4.3]). Therefore,
we only need to show that F5 is (2, p)-vertex-extendable with respect to S for every p ≥ 1.

Since S is a rather large family to handle, instead of addressing all STSs, we will show in
the next section that it is sufficient to prove that F5 is (2, p)-vertex-extendable with respect
to a very simple subfamily of S, namely, K3

3, the collection of all 3-partite 3-graphs. To
achieve this reduction, we will use results of Brown–Sidorenko [BS94, Proposition 2] and
Liu–Mubayi–Reiher [LMR23a, Lemma 5.1] on graph inducibility problems along with some
very technical and nontrivial calculations, to show that if a member in S has near-extremal
minimum (2, p)-degree, then it must be 3-partite (Proposition 4.1).

4.1 Excluding nontrivial Steiner triple systems

For every real number p ≥ 0 define

gp(x1, x2) := xp1x2 + x1x
p
2, and hp(x1, x2, x3) := x1x2x

p
3 + x1x

p
2x3 + xp1x2x3.

For convenience, define

g∗p := max
(x1,x2)∈∆1

gp(x1, x2), and h∗p := max
(x1,x2,x3)∈∆2

hp(x1, x2, x3).

Notice that hp(x1, x2, x3) = LK3
3 ,2,p

(x1, x2, x3) and h∗p = λ2,p(K
3
3 ). The main task of this

subsection is to establish the following result, which extends [LMR23b, Lemma 4.3].

Proposition 4.1. For every real number p ≥ 1, there exists N0 such that the following
holds for all n ≥ N0. Suppose that H ∈ S is an n-vertex 3-graph satisfying

δ2,p(H) ≥ (1− 10−3)(p + 2) · h∗p · n1+p.

Then H is 3-partite.

The key inequality for proving Proposition 4.1 is as follows. To avoid being distracted too
much from the proof of the main result (Theorem 1.1), we postpone the proof for the key
inequality to Section 4.3.

Lemma 4.2. For every real number p ≥ 2,

p · h∗p−1 + g∗p
(p+ 2) · h∗p

< 6.88.

A crucial step in establishing Proposition 4.1 is the following lemma concerning the (2, p)-
Lagrangian of STSs.

Lemma 4.3. Suppose that m ∈ 6N+{1, 3}, S is a STS on [m], and p ≥ 1 is a real number.
If there exists a vector ~x := (x1, . . . , xm) ∈ ∆m−1 satisfying

min{xi : i ∈ [m]} > 0 and min {DiLS,2,p(~x) : i ∈ [m]} ≥ (1− 10−3)(p + 2) · h∗p,

then m = 3. In particular,

λ2,p(S) = λ2,p(K
3
3 ) = h∗p. (17)
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The following inequality will be useful for proving Lemma 4.3. The integral case corre-
sponds to an old result of Brown–Sidorenko [BS94, Proposition 2] concerning the inducibil-
ity problem of stars in a graph. The general case can be derived with a slight modification
of their argument. For completeness, we include its proof in Section 4.3.

Lemma 4.4. Let p ≥ 2 be a real number. For every integer n ≥ 2 and for every
(x1, . . . , xn) ∈ ∆n−1,

LKn,1,p(x1, . . . , xn) =
∑

1≤i<j≤n

(

xix
p
j + xpi xj

)

≤ g∗p.

Proof of Lemma 4.3. We prove this lemma by induction on p. Notice that the "In partic-
ular" part follows easily from Proposition 2.1 and the fact that every 2-covered subgraph
of an STS is also an STS. So it suffices to prove the first statement in Lemma 4.3. Addi-
tionally, since the number of vertices in every STS is in 6N+ {1, 3}, we just need to show
that m < 7.

Base case: p ∈ [1, 2].

The case p = 1 corresponds to [LMR23b, Lemma 4.3], so we may assume that p > 1. It
follows from the assumption min {DiLS,2,p(~x) : i ∈ [m]} ≥ (1− 10−3)(p+ 2) · h∗p that

m · (1− 10−3)(p+ 2) · h∗p ≤
∑

i∈[m]

DiLS,2,p(x1, . . . , xm)

=
∑

i∈[m]

∑

{j,k}∈LS(i)

(

xjx
p
k + xpjxk + pxp−1

i xjxk

)

= p ·
∑

i∈[m]

∑

{j,k}∈LS(i)

xp−1
i xjxk +

∑

{j,k}∈([m]
2 )

(

xjx
p
k + xpjxk

)

= p · LS,2,p−1(~x) + LKm,1,p(~x),

where, in the second to last equality, we used the property of STS that every pair of vertices
in S is contained in exactly one edge. The inequality above can be rewritten as

m ≤ 1

1− 10−3
· p · LS,2,p−1(~x) + LKm,1,p(~x)

(p + 2) · h∗p
, (18)

It follows from Proposition 2.5 (with (p1, p2) = (1, 2)) that

LKm,1,p(~x) ≤ (LKm,1,1(~x))
2−p (LKm,1,2(~x))

p−1 ≤ 12−p

(

1

4

)p−1

=
1

4p−1
.

Here, we used the inequalities

LKm,1,1(~x) =
∑

{i,j}∈([m]
2 )

(xixj + xixj) = 2
∑

{i,j}∈([m]
2 )

xixj ≤ 1, and

LKm,1,2(~x) =
∑

{i,j}∈([m]
2 )

(

xix
2
j + x2ixj

)

≤ g∗2 =
1

4
,

where the second inequality follows from Lemma 4.4 and some simple calculations.
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In addition, it follows from Proposition 2.5 (with (p1, p2) = (0, 1)) that

LS,2,p−1(x1, . . . , xm) ≤ (LS,2,0(x1, . . . , xm))1−(p−1) (LS,2,1(x1, . . . , xm))p−1−0

=





∑

{i,j,k}∈S
(xixj + xjxk + xkxi)





2−p



∑

{i,j,k}∈S
3xixjxk





p−1

=







∑

{i,j}∈([m]
2 )

xixj







2−p


3
∑

{i,j,k}∈S
xixjxk





p−1

≤
(

1

2

)2−p(1

9

)p−1

,

where 3
∑

{i,j,k}∈S xixjxk ≤ 1/9 follows from (17) with p = 1. Therefore, Inequality (18)
continues as

m ≤ 1

1− 10−3
· p · LS,2,p−1(~x) + LKm,1,p(~x)

(p+ 2) · h∗p
≤ 1

1− 10−3
· p ·

(

1
2

)2−p (1
9

)p−1
+ 1

4p−1

(p+ 2) ·
(

1
3

)p+1 < 5,

where the last inequality is verified using Mathematica.

Inductive step: Now suppose that p > 2.

It follows from (18), Lemma 4.4, and the inductive hypothesis that

m ≤ 1

1− 10−3
· p · LS,2,p−1(~x) + LKm,1,p(~x)

(p+ 2) · h∗p

≤ 1

1− 10−3
·
p · λ2,p−1(K

3
3 ) + g∗p

(p + 2) · h∗p
≤ 1

1− 10−3
·
p · h∗p−1 + g∗p
(p + 2) · h∗p

< 7,

where the last inequality follows from Lemma 4.2.

Now we are ready to prove Proposition 4.1.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Suppose to the contrary that H is not 3-partite. Then it means
that there is a surjective homomorphism from H to some STS S on m ≥ 7 vertices. For
simplicity, let us assume that V (S) = [m]. Fix a surjective homomorphism ψ from H to
S. Let Vi := ψ−1(i) and xi := |Vi|/n for i ∈ [m]. Since ψ is surjective, we have xi > 0 for
every i ∈ [m]. In addition, by Corollary 3.2, for every i ∈ [m] and for every v ∈ Vi,

(1− 10−3)(p + 2) · h∗p · n1+p ≤ dH(v) ≤ DiLS,2,p(x1, . . . , xm) · n1+p.

Then it follows from Lemma 4.3 that m = 3, a contradiction.

4.2 Vertex-extendability

In this subsection, we show that F5 is (2, p)-vertex-extendable with respect to S, which,
as discussed in the previous subsection, would complete the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proposition 4.5. The 3-graph F5 is (2, p)-vertex-extendable with respect to S for every
real number p ≥ 1.

Before proving Proposition 4.5, let us present some useful results.
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Proposition 4.6. For every real p > 1, π2,p(F5) = 2 · λ2,p(K3
3 ) = 2h∗p.

Proof of Proposition 4.6. By Proposition 2.3, it suffices to show that π2,p(T3) = 2·λ2,p(K3
3 ).

Since T3 is blowup-invariant and symmetrized-stable with respect to S, it follows from (16)
that

ex2,p(n,T3) = max
{

‖G‖2,p : G ∈ S and v(G) = n
}

.

Combining with Fact 2.4, we obtain

π2,p(T3) = 2 ·max {λ2,p(S) : S is an STS} = 2 · λ2,p(K3
3 ),

where the last equality follows from Lemma 4.3.

A key ingredient in proving Proposition 4.5 is the following extension of [LMR23b, Lemma 4.4].

Lemma 4.7. For every ε > 0 there exist δ > 0 and N0 > 0 such that the following holds
for all n ≥ N0. Let V1 ∪ V2 ∪ V3 = [n] be a partition with |Vi| ≥ εn for i ∈ [3]. Suppose
that H is an F5-free 3-graph on [n] ∪ {v∗} such that

(i) H′ := H− v∗ is a subgraph of K3 := K3[V1, V2, V3],

(ii) dH′(u) ≥ dK3(u)− δn2 for all u ∈ V (H′), and

(iii) dH(v∗) ≥ εn2.

Then H is 3-partite.

Proof of Lemma 4.7. Fix ε > 0. Let δ > 0 be sufficiently small and n sufficiently large.
Let H and v∗ be as assumed in Lemma 4.7.

Claim 4.8. For every e ∈ LH(v∗) and for every i ∈ [3], we have |e ∩ Vi| ≤ 1.

Proof of Claim 4.8. Suppose to the contrary that this is not true. By symmetry, we may
assume that there exist vertices u1, u2 ∈ V1 such that {v∗, u1, u2} ∈ H. It follows from the
Inclusion-Exclusion Principle, Assumptions (i), and (ii) that

|LH′(u1) ∩ LH′(u2)| ≥ |LK3(u1)| − 2δn2 ≥ ε2n2 − 2δn2 > 0.

Choose an arbitrary {w1, w2} ∈ LH′(u1)∩LH′(u2). Notice that {v∗u1u2, u1w1w2, u2w1w2}
is a copy of F5 in H, a contradiction.

It follows from Claim 4.8 that LH(v∗) is a 3-partite graph with parts V1, V2, V3. By the
Pigeonhole Principle, we may assume that at least dH(v∗)/3 ≥ εn2/3 edges of LH(v∗) are
crossing V2 and V3. Suppose to the contrary that there exists {u1, u2} ∈ LH(v∗) with
u1 ∈ V1. Then similar to the proof of Claim 4.8, we have

|LH′(u1) ∩ LH(v∗)| ≥ εn2/3− δn2 > 2n.

Therefore, there exists {w1, w2} ∈ LH′(u1)∩LH(v∗) that is disjoint from {u1, u2}. However,
{v∗u1u2, v∗w1w2, u1w1w2} is a copy of F5 in H, a contradiction. Therefore, LH(v∗) is a
bipartite graph with parts V2 and V3, meaning that H is 3-partite.
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Now we are ready to prove Proposition 4.5.

Proof of Proposition 4.5. Fix 0 < ε≪ ε1 ≪ ε2 ≪ ε3 ≪ (1/3)p to be sufficiently small and
let n be sufficiently large. Let H be an (n+ 1)-vertex F5-free 3-graph with

δ2,p(H) ≥
(

1− ε

2

) (2 + p) · π2,p(F5) · n1+p

2
=
(

1− ε

2

)

(2 + p)h∗p · n1+p.

Suppose that v∗ ∈ V (H) is a vertex satisfying G := H − v∗ ∈ S. By Lemma 3.8 (with
B = {v∗}),

δ2,p(G) ≥ δ2,p(H)− o(n1+p) ≥ (1− ε) (2 + p)h∗p · n1+p.

By Proposition 4.1, this implies that G is 3-partite. In addition, by Lemma 3.5,

‖G‖2,p ≥
1

2 + p

∑

v∈V
d2,p,G(v)− o(n2+p) ≥ (1− 2ε)h∗p · n2+p. (19)

Let V := V (H)\{v∗} and V1∪V2∪V3 = V be a partition such that G ⊂ K3 := K3[V1, V2, V3].
Let xi := |Vi|/n for i ∈ {1, 2, 3}. By Fact 2.4 and (19),

hp(x1, x2, x3) =

∥

∥K3
∥

∥

2,p

n2+p
≥

‖G‖2,p
n2+p

≥ (1− 2ε)h∗p. (20)

Let x∗ := min{x1, x2, x3} and

M := max
1≤i≤j≤3

{

|Di,jhp(z1, z2, z3)| : (z1, z2, z3) ∈ ∆2, min{z1, z2, z3} ≥ 1

4

(

1

3

)p+2
}

.

Note that M < ∞ is a constant depending only on p. First, it follows from 3x∗ ≥
hp(x∗, 1, 1) ≥ hp(x1, x2, x3) ≥ (1− 2ε)h∗p ≥ 1

2 · 3
(

1
3

)p+2
that

x∗ ≥
1

2

(

1

3

)p+2

(21)

Second, by (20) and compactness (see e.g. the proof of [CL24, Lemma 6.2]), there exists
(y1, y2, y3) ∈ ∆2 with hp(y1, y2, y3) = h∗p such that maxi∈{1,2,3} |yi − xi| ≤ ε1. Hence,

we have min{y1, y2, y3} ≥ x∗ − ε1 ≥ 1
4

(

1
3

)p+2
, which, together with Proposition 2.7 and

Taylor’s remainder theorem, implies that for i ∈ {1, 2, 3},

Dihp(x1, x2, x3) ≤ Dihp(y1, y2, y3) +M · max
i∈{1,2,3}

|yi − xi| ≤ (2 + p)h∗p + ε2.

Combining with Corollary 3.2, we know that for every i ∈ {1, 2, 3} and for every v ∈ Vi,

dK3,2,p(v)− dG,2,p(v) ≤ Dihp(x1, x2, x3) · n1+p − (1− ε) (2 + p)h∗p · n1+p

≤ 2ε2(2 + p)h∗p · n1+p.

By (8) and the fact that zp − (z − 1)p ≥ pzp−1 − p2zp−2 for z ≥ 1 and p > 0, we obtain

2ε2(2 + p)h∗p · n1+p ≥ dK3,2,p(v)− dG,2,p(v) ≥
∑

T∈LK3 (v)\LG (v)

(

dp
K3(T )− (dK3(T )− 1)p

)

≥
∑

T∈LK3 (v)\LG (v)

((x∗n)
p − (x∗n− 1)p)

≥ |LK3(v) \ LG(v)|
(

p(x∗n)
p−1 − p2(x∗n)

p−2
)

≥ (dK3(v)− dG(v))
p(x∗n)p−1

2
,
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which implies that

dK3(v) − dG(v) ≤
2 · 2ε2(2 + p)h∗p · n1+p

pxp−1
∗ np−1

≤ ε3n
2. (22)

On the other hand, since dH,2,p(v∗) ≥ δ2,p(H) ≥
(

1− ε
2

)

(2+p)h∗p ·n1+p, it follows from (7)
that

dH(v∗) ≥
dH,2,p(v∗)

p
(3
2

)

np−1
≥
(

1− ε
2

)

(2 + p)h∗p
3p

n2 ≥ 1

2

p+ 2

3p
· 3
(

1

3

)p+2

n2 ≥
(

1

3

)p+3

n2. (23)

Now, (21), (22), (23) and Lemma 4.7 imply that H is 3-partite. In particular, H ∈ S,
proving Proposition 4.5.

4.3 Proofs for Lemmas 4.2 and 4.4

We prove Lemmas 4.2 and 4.4 in this subsection. First, let us present the proof of
Lemma 4.4.

Proof of Lemma 4.4. Suppose to the contrary that this is not true. Let n be the minimum

integer such that there exists (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ ∆n−1 with
∑

1≤i<j≤n

(

xix
p
j + xpi xj

)

> g∗p . By

symmetry, we may assume that x1 ≥ x2 ≥ · · · ≥ xn. It follows from the assumption that
n ≥ 3 and xn > 0. Let yi := xi for i ∈ [n− 2] and yn−1 := xn−1 + xn. Then

∑

1≤i<j≤n−1

(

yiy
p
j + ypi yj

)

−
∑

1≤i<j≤n

(

xix
p
j + xpi xj

)

= yn−1





∑

i∈[n−2]

ypi



+ ypn−1





∑

i∈[n−2]

yi





− (xn−1 + xn)





∑

i∈[n−2]

xpi



−
(

xpn−1 + xpn
)





∑

i∈[n−2]

xi



−
(

xn−1x
p
n + xpn−1xn

)

=
(

(xn−1 + xn)
p −

(

xpn−1 + xpn
))





∑

i∈[n−2]

xi



−
(

xn−1x
p
n + xpn−1xn

)

≥
(

(xn−1 + xn)
p −

(

xpn−1 + xpn
))





∑

i∈[n−2]

xi



−
(

xpn + xp−1
n−1xn

)





∑

i∈[n−2]

xi





=

((

1 +
xn
xn−1

)p

− 2

(

xn
xn−1

)p

− 1− xn
xn−1

)

xpn−1





∑

i∈[n−2]

xi





≥
(

(

1 +
xn
xn−1

)2

− 2

(

xn
xn−1

)2

− 1− xn
xn−1

)

xpn−1





∑

i∈[n−2]

xi





=

((

1− xn
xn−1

)

xn
xn−1

)

xpn−1





∑

i∈[n−2]

xi



 > 0,

contradicting the minimality of n. Here we used the fact that
∑

i∈[n−2] xi ≥ xn−1 ≥ xn
and 0 ≤ xn

xn−1
≤ 1.
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Next, we present some estimations (Lemma 4.11) for the values of g∗p and h∗p, as determining
the exact values of both appears quite difficult.

The following lemma concerning gp follows easily from [LMR23a, Lemma 5.1]. For com-
pleteness, we include its short proof here.

Lemma 4.9. For every real number p > 3, the function xp(1−x)+x(1−x)p is maximized

on [0, 1/2] at a unique point x∗ with x∗ ∈
(

1
p+1 ,

1
p−1

)

.

Proof of Lemma 4.9. Let y := 2x(1− x) ∈ [0, 1/2]. Then

xp(1− x) + x(1− x)p =
y

2p

(

(

1−
√

1− 2y
)p−1

+
(

1 +
√

1− 2y
)p−1

)

=: sp(y).

It follows from [LMR23a, Lemma 5.1]3 that there exists a unique y∗ ∈
(

2p
(p+1)2

, 2
p+1

)

such

that sp(y) attains its maximum at y∗ on [0, 1/2]. Therefore, xp(1− x) + x(1− x)p attains

its maximum on [0, 1/2] at a unique point x∗ ∈
(

1
p+1 ,

1
2 − 1

2

√

1− 4
p+1

)

⊂
(

1
p+1 ,

1
p−1

)

.

Using Lemmas 4.4 and 4.9, we obtain the following inequalities for g∗p .

Lemma 4.10. The following statements hold.

(i) g∗p = 1
2p if 2 ≤ p ≤ 3,

(ii) g∗p ≤ 1
23

(

p
p+1

)p−3
if p > 3.

Proof of Lemma 4.10. Notice that g∗p ≥ gp(1/2, 1/2) = 1/2p, so it suffices to prove the
upper bound. Simple calculations show that g∗2 = 1/22 and g∗3 = 1/23. So it follows from
Proposition 2.5 (with (p1, p2) = (2, 3) and p2 = 3) that

g∗p ≤ (g∗2)
3−p (g∗3)

p−2 =
1

2p
.

Next, we prove Lemma 4.10 (ii). Let x∗ ∈ [0, 1/2] be the unique point such that g∗p =

gp(x∗, 1− x∗). By Lemma 4.9, x∗ ≥ 1
p+1 , and hence, 1− x∗ ≤ p

p+1 . Therefore,

g∗p = gp(x∗, 1 − x∗) = xp∗(1− x∗) + x∗(1− x∗)
p

= xp−3
∗ · x3∗(1− x∗) + (1− x∗)

p−3 · x∗(1− x∗)
3

≤
(

x3∗(1− x∗) + x∗(1− x∗)3
)

(1− x∗)p−3 ≤ 1

23

(

p

p+ 1

)p−3

,

where the last inequality follows from x3∗(1−x∗)+x∗(1−x∗)3 = g3(x∗, 1−x∗) ≤ 1/23 and
1− x∗ ≤ p/(p+ 1).

In the next lemma, we establish additional inequalities for g∗p and use them to bound h∗p.

Lemma 4.11. The following inequalities hold.

(i) h∗p ≥ hp

(

1
p+2 ,

1
p+2 ,

p
p+2

)

> 1
e2(p+2)2

for p ≥ 0,

3 Even though the lemma is stated for p ≥ 4, its proof works for all p > 3.
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(ii) gp

(

1
p−1 ,

p−2
p−1

)

< p−2
(p−1)p+1 + 1

e(p−1) for p > 1,

(iii) h∗p <
3·g∗p

2e(p+1) for p ≥ 0,

(iv) g∗p ≤ p2−p+2
(p−2)(p+1) · gp

(

1
p−1 ,

p−2
p−1

)

for p ≥ 5.

Here, e = 2.718 · · · is Euler’s number.

Proof of Lemma 4.11. We will use the following inequality :

(

z

z + k

)z+k

<
1

ek
<

(

z

z + k

)z

for all z ≥ 0, k > 0.

Lemma 4.11 (i) follows from

hp

(

1

p+ 2
,

1

p+ 2
,

p

p+ 2

)

= 2p

(

1

p+ 2

)p+2

+
1

(p+ 2)2
·
(

p

p+ 2

)p

>
1

(p + 2)2
·
(

p

p+ 2

)p

>
1

(p + 2)2
· 1

e2
.

Lemma 4.11 (ii) follows from

gp

(

1

p− 1
,
p− 2

p− 1

)

=
p− 2

(p− 1)p+1
+

1

p− 1

(

p− 2

p− 1

)p

<
p− 2

(p− 1)p+1
+

1

p− 1
· 1
e
.

Now, let (x1, x2, x3) ∈ ∆2 be a vector such that h∗p = hp(x1, x2, x3). Notice that

x1x2x
p
3 + x1x

p
2x3 = x1 (x2x

p
3 + xp2x3)

= x1 (x2 + x3)
p+1 · gp

(

x2
x2 + x3

,
x3

x2 + x3

)

≤ x1 (1− x1)
p+1 · g∗p <

g∗p
e(p + 1)

,

where the last inequality follows from the fact that x(1−x)p+1 ≤ (p+1)p+1

(p+2)p+2 = 1
p+1

(

p+1
p+2

)p+2
<

1
e(p+1) for x ∈ [0, 1] and p ≥ 0. Consequently,

2h∗p = (x1x2x
p
3 + x1x

p
2x3) + (x1x

p
2x3 + xp1x2x3) + (x1x2x

p
3 + xp1x2x3) <

3 · g∗p
e(p+ 1)

,

which proves Lemma 4.11 (iii).

The following claim will be useful for proving Lemma 4.11 (iv).

Claim 4.12. Suppose that p ≥ 5 is a real number. Then (xp−1 +(1−x)p−1)((p+1)x− 1)

is increasing on the interval
(

0, 2
p+1

)

.

Proof of Claim 4.12. Let f(X) := (Xp−1 + (1−X)p−1)((p+ 1)X − 1). It suffices to show

that Df(x) ≥ 0 for x ∈
(

0, 2
p+1

)

. Fix x ∈
(

0, 2
p+1

)

. Since p ≥ 5, we have x ≤ 2
p+1 <

1
2 .
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Therefore, (xp−2 − (1− x)p−2) ≤ 0, and it follows that

Df(x) = (p − 1)(xp−2 − (1− x)p−2)((p + 1)x− 1) + (p+ 1)(xp−1 + (1− x)p−1)

≥ (p − 1)(xp−2 − (1− x)p−2)

(

(p + 1) · 2

p+ 1
− 1

)

+ (p+ 1)(xp−1 + (1− x)p−1)

= (p − 1)(xp−2 − (1− x)p−2) + (p + 1)(xp−1 + (1− x)p−1)

≥ −(p− 1)(1 − x)p−2 + (p + 1)(1− x)p−1

= (p + 1)(1 − x)p−2

(

2

p+ 1
− x

)

≥ 0,

proving Claim 4.12.

For convenience, let g̃p(x) := gp(x, 1 − x) for x ∈ [0, 1]. Suppose that x∗ is the unique

point in [0, 1/2] where g̃p(x) attains its maximum. By Lemma 4.9, x∗ ∈
(

1
p+1 ,

1
p−1

)

.

Let (x1, x2) :=
(

1
p−1 ,

p−2
p−1

)

. It follows from the Mean Value Theorem that there exists

y1 ∈ [x∗, x1] ⊂
[

1
p+1 ,

1
p−1

]

such that g∗p = g̃p(x∗) = g̃p(x1) + Dg̃p(y1) (x∗ − x1). Let

y2 := 1− y1 and α := x1 − x∗ ≤ 1
p−1 − 1

p+1 = 2
(p−1)(p+1) . Simple calculations show that

Dg̃p(y1) (x∗ − x1) = α
(

yp−1
1 ((p + 1)y1 − p) + yp−1

2 ((p + 1)y1 − 1)
)

≤ α
(

yp−1
1 + yp−1

2

)

((p+ 1)y1 − 1) ≤
2
(

yp−1
1 + yp−1

2

)

((p+ 1)y1 − 1)

(p − 1)(p + 1)
.

Since y1 ≤ x1 = 1
p−1 < 2

p+1 (recall that p ≥ 5), by Claim 4.12, the inequality above
continues as

Dg̃p(y1) (x∗ − x1) ≤
2
(

xp−1
1 + xp−1

2

)

((p+ 1)x1 − 1)

(p− 1)(p + 1)

=
2
(

xp−1
1 + xp−1

2

)

2x1x2
x2

(p− 1)(p + 1)
=

4 (xp1x2 + x1x
p
2)

(p − 1)(p + 1)x2
=

4 · gp(x1, x2)
(p− 2)(p + 1)

.

Therefore (recall that g̃p(x1) = gp(x1, 1− x1) = gp(x1, x2)),

g∗p = g̃p(x1) +Dg̃p(y1) (x∗ − x1)

≤ gp(x1, x2) +
4 · gp(x1, x2)
(p− 2)(p + 1)

=
p2 − p+ 2

(p − 2)(p + 1)
· gp(x1, x2),

proving Lemma 4.11 (iv).

Now we are ready to prove Lemma 4.2.

Proof of Lemma 4.2. We consider the following two cases.

Case 1: 2 ≤ p ≤ 8.
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It follows from Lemma 4.11 (iii) and Lemma 4.10 that

p · h∗p−1 + g∗p
(p+ 2) · h∗p

≤
p · 3

2ep · g∗p−1 + g∗p
(p+ 2) · h∗p

≤
3
2e ·max

{

1
2p−1 ,

1
23

(

p−1
p

)p−4
}

+max

{

1
2p ,

1
23

(

p
p+1

)p−3
}

(p+ 2) · hp
(

1
p+2 ,

1
p+2 ,

p
p+2

) < 6.2,

where the last inequality is verified using Mathematica.

Case 2: p > 8.

Let Φ :=
p·h∗

p−1+g∗p

(p+2)·hp

(

1
p+2

, 1
p+2

, p
p+2

) . Since h∗p ≥ hp

(

1
p+2 ,

1
p+2 ,

p
p+2

)

, we obtain
p·h∗

p−1+g∗p
(p+2)·h∗

p
≤ Φ.

So it suffices to prove that Φ < 6.88. By Lemma 4.11, Φ is upper bounded by

p · 3
2ep · (p−1)2+3

(p−1)2−1 · gp−1

(

1
p−2 ,

p−3
p−2

)

+ p2−p+2
(p−2)(p+1) · gp

(

1
p−1 ,

p−2
p−1

)

(p + 2) · 1
(p+2)2e2

= (p+ 2)e2
(

3

2e
· (p− 1)2 + 3

(p− 1)2 − 1
· gp−1

(

1

p− 2
,
p− 3

p− 2

)

+
p2 − p+ 2

(p− 2)(p + 1)
· gp
(

1

p− 1
,
p− 2

p− 1

))

=
3e

2
· (p− 1)2 + 3

(p− 1)2 − 1
·
(

(p + 2)(p − 3)

(p− 2)p
+
p+ 2

p− 2
· 1
e

)

+
p2 − p+ 2

(p− 2)(p + 1)
·
(

(p + 2)(p − 2)

(p− 1)p+1
+
p+ 2

p− 1
· 1
e

)

e2.

It is not hard to verify that (p−1)2+3
(p−1)2−1 ,

(p+2)(p−3)
(p−2)p , p+2

p−2 ,
p2−p+2

(p−2)(p+1) ,
(p+2)(p−2)
(p−1)p+1 ,

p+2
p−1 are all de-

creasing in p on [8,∞). So plugging p = 8 into the inequality above we obtain

Φ ≤ 65

24
+

72163555e

47029248
+

580e2

363182463
< 6.88,

proving Lemma 4.2.

5 Proofs for Theorems 1.2, 1.3, and 1.5

In this section, we prove Theorems 1.2, 1.3, and 1.5. Note from the first inequality in (14)
that to bound ‖H‖t,p of an F-free r-graph H when p < 1, it suffices to bound the product

|H|p · |∂r−tH|1−p. This is where the results on the feasible region problem introduced
in [LM21] can be applied. Extending the classical Kruskal–Katona Theorem [Kru63, Kat68]
and the Turán problem, the feasible region problem of F studies the maximum size of an
n-vertex F-free r-graph H under the constraint that |∂r−tH| is fixed. By using results
from [LM21] (specifically Theorems 5.1 and 5.2 below), we can reduce the task of bounding
|H|p · |∂r−tH|1−p to a simple optimization problem with only one-variable, namely |∂r−tH|.
Similarly, the stability for the (t, p)-norm Turán problem can be derived easily by applying
the corresponding stability theorems on the feasible region problem established in [LM23,
Liu24].

Given integers r > t ≥ 1 and a real number p > 0, for every n-vertex r-graph H let

ρt,p(H) :=
‖H‖t,p

(n
t

)

· np(r−t)
and ρ(H) :=

|H|
(n
r

) .

First, we use the following theorem on T3 to prove Theorems 1.2, 1.3.

32



Theorem 5.1 ([LM21, Theorems 4.4 and 4.6]). Suppose that H is an n-vertex T3-free
3-graph. Then

ρ(H) ≤ min

{

(ρ(∂H))3/2√
6

, ρ(∂H) · (1− ρ(∂H))

}

+ o(1).

Proof of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3. The constructions for the lower bounds come from bal-
anced blowups of STSs, so it suffices to focus on the upper bound. Since T3 ≤hom F5, by
Proposition 2.3, it suffices to show that

π2,p(T3) ≤
{

2
31+p , if p ∈ [1/2, 1),

pp

(p+1)p+1 , if p ∈ (0, 1/2).

Let n be a sufficiently large integer, and H be an n-vertex T3-free 3-graph with ‖H‖2,p =
ex2,p(n,T3). Let x := ρ(∂H) and y := ρ(H). By (14),

‖H‖2,p
(n
2

)

· np ≤ 2! ·
((

3

2

)

· ρ(H)

3!

)p

·
(

ρ(∂H)

2!

)1−p

+ o(1) = ypx1−p + o(1).

Combining with Theorem 5.1, we obtain

π2,p(T3)− o(1) =
‖H‖2,p
(n
2

)

· np ≤ ypx1−p ≤ min

{

x1+
p
2

6
p
2

, x(1− x)p

}

. (24)

Simple calculations using Fact 2.9 (ii) give the desired upper bound for π2,p(T3).

Next, we prove the stability part. Suppose that H is an n-vertex F5-free 3-graph with
‖H‖2,p = (1− o(1))π2,p(F5)n

2+p/2. Since T3 ≤hom F5, it follows from Proposition 2.3 that
there exists a T3-free subgraph G ⊂ H with

‖G‖2,p = ‖H‖2,p − o(nt+p(r−t)) = (1− o(1))
π2,p(F5)

2
n2+p = (1− o(1))

π2,p(T3)
2

n2+p.

Let x := ρ(∂G) and y := ρ(G). Similar to (24), we obtain

π2,p(T3)− o(1) ≤
‖G‖2,p
(

n
2

)

· np ≤ ypx1−p ≤ min

{

x1+
p
2

6
p
2

, x(1− x)p

}

.

If p ∈ [1/2, 1], then simple calculations show that

|x− 1/3| = o(1) and |y − 2/9| = o(1),

which, by [LM23, Theorem 1.5], implies that G is 3-partite after removing o(n3) edges.

If p = 1/k for some k ∈ 6N+ {0, 2}, then simple calculations show that

|x− k/(k + 1)| = o(1) and |y − k/(k + 1)2| = o(1),

which, by [Liu24, Theorem 1.6], implies that G is S-coloralbe for some S ∈ STS(k + 1)
after removing o(n3) edges.

Next, we use the following theorem on expansions to prove Theorem 1.5.

Let ℓ ≥ r ≥ 2 be integers. An r-graph F is a weak expansion of Kℓ+1 if it can be
obtained from Kℓ+1 by adding r − 2 vertices into each edge. A key difference from the
expansion Hr

ℓ+1 of Kℓ+1 is that these added (r−2)-sets do not need to be pairwise disjoint.
We use Kr

ℓ+1 to denote the collection of all weak expansions of Kℓ+1. A useful fact is that
Kr

ℓ+1 ≤hom Hr
F for every graph F with χ(F ) = ℓ+ 1 (see [Mub06, Section 3]).
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Theorem 5.2 ([LM21, Theorem 1.7]). Let ℓ ≥ r > t ≥ 1 be integers. Suppose that H is
an n-vertex Kr

ℓ+1-free r-graph. Then

ρ(∂r−tH) ≤ t!

(

ℓ

t

)(

1

ℓ

)t

+ o(1) and ρ(H) ≤ r!

(

ℓ

r

)

(

ρ(∂r−tH)

t!
(

ℓ
t

)

) r
t

+ o(1).

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let r ≥ 2 be an integer and F be a graph with χ(F ) = ℓ+ 1 > r.
Since Kr

ℓ+1 ≤hom Hr
F , by Proposition 2.3, it suffices for the first part of Theorem 1.5 to

show that

πt,p(Kr
ℓ+1) ≤ t!

(

ℓ

t

)(

ℓ− t

r − t

)p(1

ℓ

)t+p(r−t)

.

Let n be a sufficiently large integer, and H be an n-vertex Kr
ℓ+1-free r-graph with ‖H‖t,p =

ext,p(n,Kr
ℓ+1). Let x := ρ(∂r−tH) and y := ρ(H). By (14),

πt,p(Kr
ℓ+1) =

‖H‖t,p
(n
t

)

· np(r−t)
+ o(1) ≤ t! ·

((

r

t

)

· ρ(H)

r!

)p

·
(

ρ(∂r−tH)

t!

)1−p

+ o(1)

=
ypx1−p

((r − t)!)p
+ o(1).

Combining with Theorem 5.1, we obtain x ≤ t!
(

ℓ
t

) (

1
ℓ

)t
+ o(1) and

πt,p(Kr
ℓ+1) ≤

1

((r − t)!)p



r!

(

ℓ

r

)

(

x

t!
(ℓ
t

)

) r
t





p

x1−p + o(1)

≤ 1

((r − t)!)p

(

r!

(

ℓ

r

)(

1

ℓ

)r)p
(

t!

(

ℓ

t

)(

1

ℓ

)t
)1−p

+ o(1)

= t!

(

ℓ

t

)(

ℓ− t

r − t

)p(1

ℓ

)t+p(r−t)

+ o(1),

completing the proof of first part of Theorem 1.5. The proof for the stability part closely
follows that of Theorem 1.2 with [LM23, Theorem 1.5] replaced by [LM23, Theorem 1.8],
so we omit the details here.

6 Concluding remarks

Given integers r > t ≥ 1 and an integer p ≥ 1, let Sr
t,p denote the r-graph with p edges

{E1, . . . , Ep} such that there exists a t-set T with Ei ∩ Ej = T for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ p. Given
an r-graph, let hom(Sr

t,p,H) and inj(Sr
t,p,H) denote the number of homomorphisms4 and

injective homomorphisms from Sr
t,p to H, respectively. It is easy to see that hom(Sr

t,p,H) =

t! ((r − t)!)p · ‖H‖t,p and inj(Sr
t,p,H) = hom(Sr

t,p,H) +O(nt+p(r−t)−1) for every H ∈ G.

For a family F of r-graphs, determining the maximum value of inj(Sr
t,p,H) in an n-vertex

F-free r-graph H is equivalent to solving the generalized Turán problem ex(n, Sr
t,p,F), a

central topic in Extremal Combinatorics (see e.g. [Erd62, AS16]). The results presented in
this paper (Theorems 1.1, 1.4, 3.9, and 3.10) can be shown to apply to inj(Sr

t,p,H) with
minor modifications to the current proofs.

4 Both Sr
t,p and H are vertex-labelled.
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Recall that Theorem 1.3 determined π2,p(F5) for p around points in {k−1 : k ∈ 6N+ +
{0, 2}}. It seems plausible to conjecture that for every p ∈ (0, 1/2), the (asymptotic)
extremal construction for the (2, p)-norm Turán problem of F5 is a blowup of some STS.

Conjecture 6.1. For every p ∈ (0, 1/2),

π2,p(F5) = max {2 · λ2,p(S) : S is an STS} .

In general, one could consider the (t, p)-norm version of every extremal problem (provided
it is meaningful), here we list only a few of them.

The following question is an extension of the Erdős–Rademacher Problem [Erd55].

Problem 6.2. Let n ≥ r > t ≥ 1 be integers and p > 0 be a real number. Let F be an
r-graph. Suppose that m is an integer greater than ext,p(n, F ). Determine

min
{

inj(F,H) : ‖H‖t,p = m and v(H) = n
}

.

The following question is an extension of the feasible region problem introduced in [LM21].

Problem 6.3. Let n ≥ r > t ≥ 1 be integers and p > 0 be a real number. Let F be a
family of r-graphs. For every feasible positive integer m, determine

min
{

‖H‖t,p : |∂H| = m, v(H) = n, and H is F-free
}

.

Remark. The case F = ∅ is an extension of the Kruskal–Katona Theorem [Kat68, Kru63].

The follow question is an extension of the Kleitman–West Problem (see e.g. [AK78, Har91,
AC99, DGS16, RW18, GLM21]).

Problem 6.4. Let n ≥ r > t ≥ 1 be integers and p > 0 be a real number. For every
feasible positive integer m, determine

min
{

‖H‖t,p : |H| = m and v(H) = n
}

.
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A Non-vertex-extendability for p < 1

Theorem A.1. The 3-graph F5 is not (2, 1/2)-vertex-extendable with respect to K3
3, where

K3
3 is the collection of all 3-partite 3-graphs.

38



Proof. Fix δ, ε1, ε to be sufficiently small and n to be sufficiently large with 0 ≤ n−4 ≪
δ ≪ ε1 ≪ ε≪ 1. Let

d(n) := (1− ε)exdeg2,1/2 = (1− ε) · (2 + 1/2) ex2,1/2(n, F5)

n
. (25)

Claim A.2. d(n) ≤ (1− ε

2
) · 5

2

(n

3

)
3
2
.

Proof. By Theorem 1.2, limn→∞
2ex2,1/2(n,F5)

n2+1/2 = π2, 1
2
(F5) = 2

31.5
. So by n is sufficiently

large, ex2, 1
2
(n, F5) ≤

(

1
31.5

+ δ
)

n2.5 ≤ (1 + 9δ) · n2.5

31.5
. Then (25) continues as

d(n) ≤ (1− ε) ·
(1 + 1/2)(1 + 9δ) · n

2.5

31.5

n
= (1− ε)(1 + 9δ) · 5

2

(n

3

)
3
2 ≤ (1− ε

2
) · 5

2

(n

3

)
3
2
,

where the last inequality holds by 0 < δ ≪ ε≪ 1.

To prove the theorem, it suffices to show there exists an (n+ 1)-vertex F5-free 3-graph H
with δ2, 1

2
(H) ≥ d(n) and H− v∗ ∈ K3

3 for some v∗ ∈ V (H), but H /∈ K3
3.

v∗

u1 u2

A1 A2

V1 V2 V3

E∗

E0

Given disjoint sets V1, V2, V3 of size n/3 and let T3(n, 3) := {{v1, v2, v3} : vi ∈ Vi for i ∈ [3]} .
For i ∈ [2], fix a subset Ai ⊂ Vi of size ε1n. Pick two vertices u1 ∈ V2 \ A2 and u2 ∈ V3.
Let

H1 := T3(n, 3) \ E0

where E0 := {{a1, u1, u2}, {a1, a2, v3} : a1 ∈ A1, a2 ∈ A2, v3 ∈ V3} . Add a new vertex v∗ to
H1 and obtain 3-graph

H := H1 ∪ E∗ ∪ {{v∗, u1, u2}} ,
where E∗ := {{a1, a2, v∗} : a1 ∈ A1, a2 ∈ A2} . Next we going to show H is the required
counterexample.

Claim A.3. H− v∗ ∈ K3
3, but H /∈ K3

3.

Proof. Notices that H− v∗ = H1 ⊂ T3(n, 3), so we have H− v∗ ∈ K3
3.
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Suppose H ∈ K3
3 with S1, S2, S3 be its corresponding vertices partition. For each i ∈ [3],

we fix a vertex wi with wi ∈ Vi \ (A1 ∪A2 ∪ {u1, u2}). Observe that {w1, w2, w3} ∈ H,
then we may assume wi ∈ Si for i ∈ [3].

Pick a vertex a1 ∈ A1. Notice {a1, w2, w3} ∈ H, then a1 ∈ S1. And similarly, we conclude
u1 ∈ S2, u2 ∈ S3. Therefore, {v∗, u1, u2} ∈ H implies v∗ ∈ S1. Recall a1 ∈ S1 and note
{v∗, a1, a2} ∈ H for some a2 ∈ A2, then v∗ /∈ S1 which leads to a contradiction.

Claim A.4. H is F5-free.

Proof. Suppose otherwise that there exists a copy of F5 := {e1, e2, e3} in H. Since H1 ⊂
T3(n, 3), H1 is F5-free. Then v∗ ∈ V (F5), and we assume e1 := {v∗, a1, a2}, e2 := {v∗, b1, b2}
to be the edges containing v∗ in F5. Due to F5 ⊂ H, we obtain e1, e2 ∈ LH(v∗) =
E∗ ∪ {{v∗, u1, u2}} . By symmetry, we may assume that e1 ∈ E∗ with a1 ∈ A1, a2 ∈ A2.

Suppose |e1△e2| = 2. By symmetry, we may assume e1△e2 = {a2, b2} and a1 = b1. Notice
that e2 6= {{v∗, u1, u2}} and recall that e2 ∈ E∗ ∪ {{v∗, u1, u2}}, then e2 ∈ E∗ and hence
b2 ∈ A2. The structure of F5 shows {a2, b2} = e1△e2 ⊂ e3. However, there is no 3-edge in
H that intersects the set A2 twice, which implies e3 /∈ H, a contradiction.

Suppose |e1△e2| = 1. The structure of F5 implies

e3 ∈ E′ := {{a1, a2, b1}, {a1, a2, b2}, {b1, b2, a1}, {b1, b2, a2}} .

By e2 ∈ E∗ ∪ {{v∗, u1, u2}}, we may assume b1 = u1, b2 = u2 or b1 ∈ A1, b2 ∈ A2. In both
cases, one can easily check E′ ∩H = ∅. By above we obtain e3 /∈ H, a contradiction.

By Lemma 3.1, each vertex v ∈ V (H) has

dH,2, 1
2
(v) =

∑

u∈∂LH(v)

d
1
2
H({u, v}) +

∑

T∈LH(v)

(

d
1
2
H(T )− (dH(T )− dH(T ∪ {v})) 1

2

)

=
∑

u∈∂LH(v)

d
1
2
H({u, v}) +

∑

T∈LH(v)

(

d
1
2
H(T )− (dH(T )− 1)

1
2

)

(26)

Claim A.5. dH,2, 1
2
(v∗) ≥ d(n).

Proof. Let
EA := {{a1, a2} : a1 ∈ A1, a2 ∈ A2} .

Observe that EA ⊂ LH(v∗), and any T ∈ EA has dH(T ) = dH(T ∪ {v∗}) = 1, then (26)
continues as

dH,2, 1
2
(v∗) ≥

∑

T∈LH(v∗)

(

d
1
2
H(T )− (dH(T )− 1)

1
2

)

≥
∑

T∈EA

(

d
1
2
H(T )− (dH(T )− 1)

1
2

)

=
∑

T∈EA

(

1
1
2 − (1− 1)

1
2

)

= |EA| = (ε1n)
2 ≥ d(n),

where the last inequality holds by n≫ (1/ε1)
4 and Claim A.2.

Claim A.6. δ2, 1
2
(H) ≥ d(n).
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Proof. By Claim A.5, it suffices to show that dH,2, 1
2
(v) ≥ d(n) holds for all v ∈ V (H) with

v 6= v∗. The inequality (26) continues as

dH,2, 1
2
(v) ≥

∑

u∈∂LH1
(v)

d
1
2
H({u, v}) +

∑

T∈LH1
(v)

(

d
1
2
H(T )− (dH(T )− 1)

1
2

)

. (27)

Observe that |∂LH1(v)| ≥
2n

3
−ε1n ≥ 2(1−3ε1)

n

3
and each u ∈ ∂LH1(v) has dH({u, v}) ≥

n
3 − ε1n = (1− 3ε1)

n
3 . Then

∑

u∈∂LH1
(v)

d
1
2
H({u, v}) ≥ |∂LH1(v)| ·

(

(1− 3ε1)
n

3

) 1
2 ≥ 2

(

(1− 3ε1)
n

3

) 3
2
.

Fact 2.8 (ii) implies that (1 − 3ε1)
3
2 ≥ 1 − 9

2ε1 ≥ 1 − 10ε1. Therefore, the inequality
continues as

∑

u∈∂LH1
(v)

d
1
2
H({u, v}) ≥ 2

(

(1− 3ε1)
n

3

) 3
2 ≥ 2(1 − 10ε1)

(n

3

) 3
2
. (28)

Since every T ∈ LH1(v) has dH(T ) ∈ [1, n3 ], it follows from Fact 2.8 (i) that

d
1
2
H(T )− (dH(T )− 1)

1
2 = d

1
2
H(T ) ·

(

1−
(

1− 1

dH(T )

) 1
2

)

≥ d
1
2
H(T ) ·

1

2dH(T )
=

1

2
· d−

1
2

H (T ) ≥ 1

2

(n

3

)− 1
2
.

Observe that |LH1(v)| ≥
(

n
3

)2 − ε1n
2 − 1 ≥ (1− 10ε1)

(

n
3

)2
. Therefore,

∑

T∈LH1
(v)

d
1
2
H(T )− (dH(T )− 1)

1
2 ≥ |LH1(v)| ·

1

2

(n

3

)− 1
2 ≥ (1− 10ε1)

1

2

(n

3

) 3
2
. (29)

By (28) and (29), inequality (27) continues as

dH,2, 1
2
(v) ≥ (1− 10ε1)2

(n

3

) 3
2
+ (1− 10ε1)

1

2

(n

3

) 3
2
= (1− 10ε1)

5

2

(n

3

) 3
2 ≥ d(n),

where the last inequality holds by Claim A.2.

Claim A.4, A.3 and A.6 shows H is a counterexample, which proves that F5 is not (2, 1/2)-
vertex-extendable with respect to K3

3.

B Existence of the limit for p < 1

Proposition B.1. Let r ≥ 2 be an integer and F be a family of r-graphs. For every

t ∈ [r − 1] and p ∈ (0, 1], the limit lim
n→∞

ext,p(n,F)

nt+(r−t)p exists.

We will use the following standard theorems from Analysis in the proof of Proposition B.1.

Theorem B.2 (The Monotone Convergence Theorem). If a sequence of real numbers is
decreasing and bounded below, then it converges.
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Fact B.3 (The p-series Test). If α < −1, then sequence (
∑n

m=1m
α)∞n=1 converges.

Lemma B.4. If (an)
∞
n=1 is a bounded sequence with an−1 ≥ an −nα where α < −1 for all

n ∈ N
≥2, then the sequence (an)

∞
n=1 converges.

Proof. Given the required sequence (an)
∞
n=1. Let bn := an −∑n

m=1m
α for all n ∈ N

≥1.
For n ∈ N

≥2 we have an−1 ≥ an − nα, so bn−1 − bn = an−1 − an + nα ≥ 0. Imply that
(bn)

∞
n=1 is decreasing. By Fact B.3, (

∑n
m=1m

α)∞n=1 converges, thus bounded. Combin-
ing with (an)

∞
n=1 being bounded, we obtain (bn)

∞
n=1 is also bounded. By Theorem B.2,

(bn)
∞
n=1 converges. By (bn)

∞
n=1 and (

∑n
m=1m

α)∞n=1 both converge, the sequence (an)
∞
n=1

also converges.

Proof of Proposition B.1. For n ≥ 1, let πn :=
ext,p(n,F)

nk where k := t + (r − t)p. Given a

sufficiently small ε > 0 and a sufficiently large N with N ≫ 1
ε .

Given an n ≥ N let H be an n-vertex F-free r-graph with ‖H‖t,p = ext,p(n,F). By
Lemma 3.4 and the Pigeonhole Principle, there exists a vertex v∗ ∈ V (H) and a real
number δp ∈ (0, 1) with

dH,t,p(v∗) ≤
k · ‖H‖t,p + εnk−δp

n
= k · ext,p(n,F)

n
+ εnk+α,

where α := −δp − 1. Note α ∈ (−2,−1). Notice that (n− 1)-vertex r-graph H1 := H− v∗
keeps F-free, then

ext,p(n−1,F) ≥ ‖H1‖t,p = ‖H‖t,p−dH,t,p(v∗) ≥ ext,p(n,F)−k · ext,p(n,F)

n
−εnk+α. (30)

Claim B.5. πn−1 ≥ πn − nα.

Proof. Note k ≥ 0 and 1
n ∈ [0, 1]. It follows from (30) and Fact 2.8 (ii) that

ext,p(n − 1,F)

(n− 1)k
≥ ext,p(n,F)

(n− 1)k
− k · ext,p(n,F)

n(n− 1)k
− εnk+α

(n − 1)k

≥ ext,p(n,F)

nk
+

(

ext,p(n,F)

(n− 1)k
− ext,p(n,F)

nk
− k · ext,p(n,F)

n(n− 1)k

)

− 2εnα

=
ext,p(n,F)

nk
+

(

1−
(

1− 1

n

)k

− k · 1
n

)

ext,p(n,F)

(n − 1)k
− 2εnα

Fact 2.8 (ii)
≥ ext,p(n,F)

nk
−
(

k

n

)2

· ext,p(n,F)

(n − 1)k
− 2εnα

≥ ext,p(n,F)

nk
− k2n−2 · 2− 2εnα ≥ ext,p(n,F)

nk
− nα.

Note sequence (πn)
∞
n=N is bounded. By Lemma B.4, sequence (πn)

∞
n=N converges. Hence

lim
n→∞

ext,p(n,F)

nt+(r−t)p exists.
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C Estimations for αk

Lemma C.1. Let ℓ(x) denote the piecewise linear function that connects points in
{(

k−1
k , k−1

k2

)

: k ∈ N
+
}

. That is,

ℓ(x) := −k
2 − k − 1

k(k + 1)
x+

k − 1

k + 1
for x ∈

[

k − 1

k
,

k

k + 1

]

.

For every real number p ∈ [0, 1), let also g(p) := max
{

ℓ(x)p · x1−p : x ∈ [0, 1)
}

. Then for

every k ∈ N≥3, and p ∈
[

1
k−1 ,

k−1
k(k−2)

)

,

g(p) = ℓ

(

k − 1

k

)p

·
(

k − 1

k

)1−p

=
k − 1

kp+1
. (31)

Proof. For every i ∈ N
+, let ℓi(x) := − i2−i−1

i(i+1) x + i−1
i+1 for every x ∈ [0, 1]. Also, for

a real number p ∈ [0, 1) and i as above, let ti,p(x) := ℓi(x)
px1−p, and let gi(p) :=

max
{

ti,p(x) : x ∈
[

i−1
i ,

i
i+1

]}

. Clearly

ℓ(x) = ℓi(x) for x ∈
[

i− 1

i
,

i

i+ 1

]

. (32)

Thus, note that
g(p) = max

i∈N+
gi(p). (33)

Also, for i ∈ N≥2 and p ∈ [0, 1), we have that

ti−1,p

(

i− 1

i

)

= ℓi−1

(

i− 1

i

)p

·
(

i− 1

i

)1−p

= ℓ

(

i− 1

i

)p

·
(

i− 1

i

)1−p

by (32)

= ℓi

(

i− 1

i

)p

·
(

i− 1

i

)1−p

by (32)

= ti,p

(

i− 1

i

)

. (34)

For p ∈ (0, 1), let

p(1) :=

√

4p2 + 1 + 1

2p
, and p(2) :=

√
4p + 1 + 1

2p
,

and note that 1 < p(1) < p(2).

Claim C.2. Fix p ∈ (0, 1), then for every i ∈ N
+,

(a) if i < p(1), then ti,p is increasing over
[

i−1
i ,

i
i+1

]

, hence, gi(p) = ti,p

(

i
i+1

)

.

(b) If i > p(2), then ti,p is decreasing over
[

i−1
i ,

i
i+1

]

, hence, gi(p) = ti,p
(

i−1
i

)

.
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Proof. We analyze the first derivative of the function ti,p to show that it is positive on the

first case and negative on the second. For any i ∈ N
+, let ai :=

i2−i−1
i(i+1) and bi :=

i−1
i+1 so

that ℓi(x) = −aix+ b. Fix p ∈ (0, 1) and i ∈ N
+. We then have that

Dti,p(x) = ℓi(x)
p−1

(

bi(1− p)

xp
− aix

1−p

)

. (35)

Also, the following equality will be useful later

bi(1− p)
(

bi(1−p)
ai

)p − ai

(

bi(1− p)

ai

)1−p

= api b
1−p
i (1− p)1−p − api b

1−p
i (1− p)1−p = 0. (36)

To prove (a), suppose that i < p(1). Assume first that i = 1 and observe that a1 = −1/2
and b1 = 0. Then t1,p(x) = (−a1x + b1)

px1−p =
(

x
2

)p
x1−p = x

2p , which is increasing in

its entire domain. Assume now that 2 ≤ i < p(1). Then (2pi − 1)2 < 4p2 + 1, which
implies that −i < −p(i2 − 1). By adding i2 − 1 to both sides of the inequality we have
that i2 − i− 1 < i2 − 1− p(i2 − 1) = (1− p)(i− 1)(i+ 1). Multiplying by i

(i2−i+1)(i+1) to

both sides results in i
i+1 <

i−1
i+1 ·

i(i+1)
i2−i+1

· (1−p) = bi(1−p)
ai

. Suppose also that x ∈
[

i−1
i ,

i
i+1

]

.

Then x ≤ i
i+1 <

bi(1−p)
ai

. By using this upper bound on x in (35) we get

Dti,p(x) > ℓi(x)
p−1





bi(1− p)
(

bi(1−p)
ai

)p − ai

(

bi(1− p)

ai

)1−p




(36)
= 0,

which proves (a).

To prove (b), suppose that i > p(2). This implies that i ≥ 2 and that (2pi − i)2 > 4p + 1,
which implies that −i − 1 > −pi2. By adding i2 to both sides of the inequality we have
that i2− i−1 > i2−pi2 = (1−p)i2. Multiplying by i−1

i(i2−i−1)
to both sides results in i−1

i >

i−1
i+1 · i(i+1)

i2−i−1 · (1− p) = bi(1−p)
ai

. Suppose also that x ∈
[

i−1
i ,

i
i+1

]

. Then x ≥ i−1
i > bi(1−p)

ai
.

By using this lower bound on x in (35) we get

Dti,p(x) < ℓi(x)
p−1





bi(1− p)
(

bi(1−p)
ai

)p − ai

(

bi(1− p)

ai

)1−p




(36)
= 0,

which proves (b) and completes the proof of the claim.

Let k ∈ N≥3, and p ∈
[

1
k−1 ,

k−1
k(k−2)

)

be fixed. We will first show that

k − 1 < p(1) < p(2) < k. (37)

For the leftmost inequality, the fact that p < k−1
k(k−2) implies that pk2 − 2pk − k + 1 < 0.

Multiplying both sides of the inequality by 4p results in 4p2k2−8p2k−4pk+4p < 0. We now
add 4p2+1 to both sides to get 4p2k2+4p2+1−8p2k−4pk+4p = (2pk − 2p− 1)2 < 4p2+1,
which after taking square roots from both sides implies that 2pk − 2p <

√

4p2 + 1 + 1.

Dividing both sides by 2p we obtain k − 1 <

√
4p2+1+1

2p = p(1), as required.

For the rightmost inequality, observe that p ≥ 1
k−1 = k+1

k2−1 >
k+1
k2 . This implies that pk2−

k − 1 > 0. Multiplying both sides of the inequality by 4p results in 4p2k2 − 4pk − 4p > 0.
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We now add 4p+1 to both sides to get 4p2k2− 4pk+1 = (2pk − 1)2 > 4p+1, which after
taking square roots from both sides implies that 2pk >

√
4p+ 1 + 1, and after dividing

both sides by 2p we obtain k >
√
4p+1+1
2p = p(2), which completes the proof of (37).

We will now determine g(p) by using (33), and considering the cases i ≤ k − 1 and i ≥ k
separately. In both cases, we analyze the sequence gi(p), showing that it is non-decreasing
in the former case, and non-increasing in the latter.

For 2 ≤ i ≤ k − 1, we have that

gi−1(p)
(37)(a)
= ti−1,p

(

i− 1

i

)

(34)
= ti,p

(

i− 1

i

)

≤ gi(p),

where the last inequality follows from the definition of gi(p). Therefore

k−1
max
i=1

gi(p) = gk−1(p)
(37)(a)
= tk−1,p

(

k − 1

k

)

. (38)

For i ≥ k + 1, by the definition of gi−1(p) we have that

gi−1(p) ≥ ti−1,p

(

i− 1

i

)

(34)
= ti,p

(

i− 1

i

)

(37)(b)
= gi(p),

and therefore

max
i≥k

gi(p) = gk(p)
(37)(b)
= tk,p

(

k − 1

k

)

(34)
= tk−1,p

(

k − 1

k

)

. (39)

We now combine these results to obtain

g(p) = max

{

k−1
max
i=1

gi(p),max
i≥k

gi(p)

}

by (33)

= tk−1,p

(

k − 1

k

)

by (38) and (39)

= ℓk−1

(

k − 1

k

)p

·
(

k − 1

k

)1−p

by definition

= ℓ

(

k − 1

k

)p

·
(

k − 1

k

)1−p

by (32).

This completes the proof.

D Proof for Corollary 3.2

Corollary D.1. Let r > t ≥ 1 be integers and p > 1 be a real number. Suppose that
V1 ∪ · · · ∪ Vm = [n] is a partition and H = G(V1, . . . , Vm) is a blowup of an m-vertex
r-graph G. Then for every i ∈ [m] and v ∈ Vi,

DiLG,t,p(x1, . . . , xm)− o(1) ≤ dt,p,H(v)

nt−1+p(r−t)
≤ DiLG,t,p(x1, . . . , xm).

where xi := |Vi|/n for i ∈ [m].
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Proof of Corollary D.1. For simplicity, let us assume that V (G) = [m]. By relabelling the
sets V1, . . . , Vm we may assume that v ∈ V1. First, it follows from the definition that

D1LG,t,p(x1, . . . , xm)

=
∑

S∈∂r−tLG(1)

xS





∑

I∈LG(S∪{v})
xI





p

+
∑

T∈∂r−t−1LG(1)

xT · p





∑

I∈LG(T )

xI





p−1
∑

I∈LG(T ),1∈I xI
x1

=
∑

S∈∂r−tLG(1)

xS





∑

I∈LG(S∪{v})
xI





p

+
∑

T∈∂r−t−1LG(1)

xT · p





∑

I∈LG(T )

xI





p−1
∑

J∈LG(T∪{1})
xJ .

Since H is a blowup of G,

∑

S∈∂r−tLH(v)

dpH(S ∪ {v}) =
∑

S∈∂r−tLG(1)

xS · nt−1





∑

I∈LG(S∪{v})
xI · nr−t





p

=
∑

S∈∂r−tLG(1)

xS





∑

I∈LG(S∪{v})
xI





p

nt−1+p(r−t),

and

∑

T∈∂r−t−1LH(v)

(

dpH(T )− (dH(T )− dH(T ∪ {v}))p
)

=
∑

T∈∂r−t−1LG(1)

xT · nt








∑

I∈LG(T )

xI · nr−t





p

−





∑

I∈LG(T )

xI · nr−t −
∑

J∈LG(T∪{1})
xJ · nr−t−1





p



=
∑

T∈∂r−t−1LG(1)

xT



p





∑

I∈LG(T )

xI





p−1
∑

J∈LG(T∪{1})
xJ



nt−1+p(r−t) − o(nt−1+p(r−t)),

where the error term o(nt−1+p(r−t)) can be assumed to be non-negative due to (6). Com-
bining with Lemma 3.1, we obtain

dt,p,H(v) =
∑

S∈∂r−tLH(v)

dpH(S ∪ {v}) +
∑

T∈∂r−t−1LH(v)

(

dpH(T )− (dH(T )− dH(T ∪ {v}))p
)

= D1LG,t,p(x1, . . . , xm) · nt−1+p(r−t) − o(nt−1+p(r−t)),

completing the proof of Corollary 3.2.
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