
ar
X

iv
:2

41
0.

22
67

6v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

C
O

] 
 3

0 
O

ct
 2

02
4

Algebraic approach to stability results for Erdős-Ko-Rado theorem
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Abstract

Celebrated results often unfold like episodes in a long-running series. In the field of extremal
set thoery, Erdős, Ko, and Rado in 1961 established that any k-uniform intersecting family on rns
has a maximum size of

`

n´1

k´1

˘

, with the unique extremal structure being a star. In 1967, Hilton
and Milner followed up with a pivotal result, showing that if such a family is not a star, its size
is at most

`

n´1

k´1

˘

´
`

n´k´1

k´1

˘

` 1, and they identified the corresponding extremal structures. In
recent years, Han and Kohayakawa, Kostochka and Mubayi, and Huang and Peng have provided
the second and third levels of stability results in this line of research.

In this paper, we provide a unified approach to proving the stability result for the Erdős-Ko-
Rado theorem at any level. Our framework primarily relies on a robust linear algebra method,
which leverages appropriate non-shadows to effectively handle the structural complexities of these
intersecting families.

1 Introduction

1.1 Overview

We say that a set system F Ď 2rns is intersecting if F1 X F2 ‰ H for every pair of sets F1, F2 P F . A
fundamental result in extremal set theory, due to Erdős, Ko, and Rado [7], determines the maximum
size of a k-uniform intersecting family F .

Theorem 1.1 (Erdős-Ko-Rado [7]). Let n, k be positive integers with n ě 2k. If F Ď
`rns

k

˘

is an
intersecting family, then we have

|F | ď

ˆ

n ´ 1

k ´ 1

˙

.

The equality holds if and only if F “ tF P
`rns

k

˘

: p P F u for some p P rns.

Note that the only extremal family in the Erdős-Ko-Rado theorem is the star, also known as
a trivially intersecting family. Hilton and Milner [21] established a stability result, showing that
the size of non-trivially intersecting families is significantly smaller than the maximum given by
the Erdős-Ko-Rado theorem. Before presenting a series of stability results, we first introduce some
necessary notations. For a set system F Ď 2rns, we define the maximum degree of F as

dmaxpFq :“ max
iPrns

|tF P F : i P F u|.
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We use ri, js to denote the set ti, i ` 1, . . . , ju. Let k ě 3 be a positive integer, we will use
`rns

k

˘

to
denote the family of all subsets of rns with size k. For i P r3, k ` 1s, we define

Mi :“

"

F P

ˆ

rns

k

˙

: 1 P F,F X r2, is ‰ H

*

Y

"

F P

ˆ

rns

k

˙

: 1 R F, r2, is Ď F

*

.

It is not hard to check that Mi is intersecting and |Mi| “
i

ř

j“2

`

n´j
k´2

˘

`
`

n´i
k´i`1

˘

. In particular, we

can see that |M3| “
`

n´2

k´2

˘

` 2
`

n´3

k´2

˘

“
`

n´2

k´2

˘

`
`

n´3

k´2

˘

`
`

n´4

k´2

˘

`
`

n´4

k´3

˘

“ |M4|. Moreover, we can see

dmaxpMiq “
i

ř

j“2

`

n´j
k´2

˘

. For j P r1, n ´ ks we further define

Mk,j :“

"

F P

ˆ

rns

k

˙

: 1 P F,F X r2, ks ‰ H

*

Y

"

F P

ˆ

rns

k

˙

: 1 P F,F X r2, ks “ H, rk ` 1, k ` js Ď F

*

Y

"

F P

ˆ

rns

k

˙

: 1 R F, r2, ks Ď F, |F X rk ` 1, k ` js| “ 1

*

.

In particular, one can easily check that Mk,n´k “ Mk,Mk,1 “ Mk`1.

For two distinct sets E1, E2 P
`rns

k

˘

with |E1 X E2| “ k ´ 2, and an element x0 P rnsz pE1 Y E2q,
we define

K pE1, E2, x0q :“

"

G P

ˆ

rns

k

˙

: x0 P G,G X E1 ‰ H, G X E2 ‰ H

*

Y tE1, E2u ,

and we write K2 for any family isomorphic to K pE1, E2, x0q.

Theorem 1.2 (Hilton-Milner [21]). Let n, k be positive integers with n ą 2k. If F Ď
`rns

k

˘

is an
intersecting family and

Ş

FPF F “ H, then we have

|F | ď

ˆ

n ´ 1

k ´ 1

˙

´

ˆ

n ´ k ´ 1

k ´ 1

˙

` 1.

For k “ 3, the equality holds if and only if F is isomorphic to M3 or M4; for k ě 4, the equality
holds if and only if F is isomoprhic to Mk`1.

If the intersecting family F Ď
`rns

k

˘

is neither extremal Erdős-Ko-Rado family nor extremal Hilton-
Milner family, what is the maximum size of F? Han and Kohayakawa [20] resolved this problem.
Here we use FEKR and FHM to denote the corresponding extremal families in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2
respectively.

Theorem 1.3 (Han-Kohayakawa [20]). Suppose that k ě 3 and n ą 2k, let F Ď
`rns

k

˘

be an
intersecting family. Assume that F is neither a sub-family of FEKR nor FHM, then we have

|F | ď

ˆ

n ´ 1

k ´ 1

˙

´

ˆ

n ´ k ´ 1

k ´ 1

˙

´

ˆ

n ´ k ´ 2

k ´ 2

˙

` 2.

Moreover, when k “ 4, the equality holds if and only if F is isomorphic to M4,2,M3 or M4; when
k ě 5 or k “ 3, the equality holds if and only if F is isomorphic to Mk,2.

Han and Kohayakawa [20] further asked what the next maximum intersecting k-uniform families
on rns are? Kostochka and Mubayi [25] answered this question when n is sufficiently large. Recently,
Huang and Peng [22] completely answered this question for any n ě 2k ` 1 as follows.
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Theorem 1.4 (Huang-Peng [22]). Let k ě 4 and F Ď
`rns

k

˘

be an intersecting family which is neither
a sub-family of FEKR nor FHM. Furthermore, F Ę Mk,2, in addition F Ę M3 and F Ę M4 if k “ 4.
Then the followings hold.

(1) If 2k ` 1 ď n ď 3k ´ 3, then |F | ď
`

n´1

k´1

˘

´ 2
`

n´k´1

k´1

˘

`
`

n´k´3

k´1

˘

` 2. Moreover, when k ě 5, the
equality holds if and only if F is isomorphic to K2. When k “ 4, the equality holds if and only
if F is isomorphic to K2 or M4,3.

(2) If n ě 3k ´ 2, then |F | ď
`

n´1

k´1

˘

´
`

n´k´1

k´1

˘

´
`

n´k´2

k´2

˘

´
`

n´k´3

k´3

˘

` 3. Moreover, when k “ 5, the
equality holds if and only if F is isomorphic to M5,3 or M5. For every other k, the equality
holds if and only if F is isomorphic to Mk,3.

The theorems above can be viewed as the 1st, 2nd, and 3rd-level full stability results for the
Erdős-Ko-Rado theorem, respectively. Currently, there are several different proofs for these stability
results, particularly regarding the Hilton-Milner theorem [9, 11, 15, 23, 28, 29] and some interesting
variants [12, 27]. However, as far as we know, no work has emerged that approaches proving these
stability results from multilinear polynomial methods. We aim to fill this gap.

The main contribution of this paper is to provide an algebraic approach to proving the stability
result at the t-th level of the Erdős-Ko-Rado theorem for arbitrary positive integer t. To more clearly
demonstrate our method, we will present a slightly weaker version of the stability result under the
following conditions. Specifically, we make two assumptions: first, for the stability result at the t-th

level, we assume k ě t ` 2; second, we assume n ą p5`
?
5qk´7

2
« 3.618k instead of n ą 2k.

Theorem 1.5 (t-th level stability). Let t ě 4 be a positive integer. For any positive integer k ě t`2,

let n ą p5`
?
5qk´7

2
and F Ď

`rns
k

˘

be a non-trivial intersecting family. Suppose F Ę Mk,t0´1 for any
2 ď t0 ď t, then

|F | ď

ˆ

n ´ 1

k ´ 1

˙

´
t

ÿ

j“1

ˆ

n ´ k ´ j

k ´ j

˙

` t.

When k “ t ` 2, the equality holds if and only if F is isomorphic to Mt`2,t or Mt`2, and when
k ą t ` 2, the equality holds if and only if F is isomorphic to Mk,t.

Note that with our framework, combined with some simple and appropriate structural analysis,
we can also obtain stability results in Theorems 1.2 to 1.4 mentioned earlier, as well as higher-layer
stability results. However, since the main purpose of this paper is to present a new framework and
method, we will not fully expand on these full proofs. For interested readers, we will provide an
alternative proof of Theorem 1.3 in the Appendix using our unified framework.

We remark that in Theorem 1.5, we provide the upper bound for |F | under the assumption that
we prohibit all of the extremal structures up to the first t ´ 1 levels. Moreover, we can characterize
the corresponding extremal structures. After completing this draft, we are informed by Jian Wang
that recent work by Kupavskii, and by Frankl and Wang [14, 16, 26] established a similar upper
bound under the condition that the diversity γpFq “ |F | ´dmaxpFq is large. Although we do not use
the concept of diversity here, it has proven valuable in the study of k-uniform intersecting families.
We recommend the interested readers to [10, 13, 14, 26, 27] and the references therein. Instead, we
will introduce our framework and give the self-contained and elementary proofs in Section 3.2. When
we finally try to analyze the extremal structures in Section 3.3 and Appendix, for convenience, we
will use a celebrated result of Frankl [8], see Theorem 2.3.
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2 Robust linear algebra methods

2.1 Some useful lemmas

The following triangular criterion is useful when we want to prove a sequence of polynomials to be
linearly independent.

Proposition 2.1. Let f1, f2, . . . , fm be functions in a linear space. If vp1q,vp2q, . . . ,vpmq are vectors
such that fipv

piqq ‰ 0 for 1 ď i ď m and fipv
pjqq “ 0 for i ą j, then f1, f2, . . . , fm are linearly

independent.

We follow the notations on a proof of Erdős-Ko-Rado theorem via multilinear polynomials [18].
Suppose that F :“ tF1, F2, . . . , Fmu, where Fi Ď rns for each 1 ď i ď m. For a set P Ď rns and
a non-negative integer β, we say the set F satisfies the property pP, βq-intersection if |F X P | “ β.
Now suppose for each Fi P F , we write a collection of s intersection properties (allow repetition) as

Ri “ tpPi1 , βi1q, pPi2 , βi2qq, . . . , pPis , βisqu.

In [18], the authors built the relation between the multilinear polynomials and the certain collections
of intersection properties, here we introduce the following key lemma and the proof in details.

Lemma 2.2. Let F “ tF1, F2, . . . , Fmu Ď 2rns. Suppose that for each Fi P F , one can find a set
Xi Ď rns and a collection of s intersection properties Ri such that

(1) Xi does not satisfy any of the conditions in Ri;

(2) Xi satisfies at least one condition in Rj for all j ą i.

Then we have |F | ď
s

ř

h“0

`

n
h

˘

.

Proof of Lemma 2.2. For x “ px1, x2, . . . , xnq, we define a sequence of n-variate real polynomials
fipxq for 1 ď i ď m as

fipxq “
s

ź

a“1

ˆ

ÿ

bPPia

xb ´ βia

˙

.

For a subset A Ď rns, we will use a “ pa1, a2, . . . , anq to represent its characteristic vector, that is, for
each 1 ď i ď n, ai “ 1 if i P A and ai “ 0 otherwise. Observe that the scale product a ¨ b “ |A X B|
for any A,B Ď rns. Thus, we can write fipxq as

fipxq “
s

ź

a“1

p|X X Pia | ´ βiaq.

Let x
piq be the characteristic vector of set Xi. By condition (1), we can see fipx

piqq ‰ 0. By
condition (2), fjpx

piqq “ 0 for all j ą i. Then by Proposition 2.1, tfiu
m
i“1

are linearly independent.
Moreover, as each polynomial contains n variables and the degree of each polynomial is at most s,

thus we have m ď
s

ř

h“0

`

n
h

˘

, as claimed.

When we analyze the structural properties of set systems in proofs of Theorem 1.3 and Theo-
rem 1.5, we will take advantage of the following result of Frankl [8].

Theorem 2.3. Suppose that n ą 2k, 3 ď i ď k ` 1, F Ď
`rns

k

˘

is an intersecting family with
dmaxpFq ď dmaxpMiq, then |F | ď |Mi|. Moreover if |F | “ |Mi|, then either F is isomorphic to Mi,
or when i “ 4, F is isomorphic to M3.
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2.2 Overview of the robust linear algebra methods

Our main approach is based on a robust linear algebra method developed in recent work of Gao,
Liu and the second author [19]. Here we first show an example and explain how the standard linear
algebra method works and then summarize some interesting tricks. Furthermore, we will briefly
introduce the main ideas on the robust linear algebra method. For more on the linear algebra
methods in combinatorics, we recommend the interested readers to the great textbook [3] and a
recent note [32].

Suppose that F Ď 2rns is an L-intersecting family for some subset L Ď rns with |L| “ s, Frankl and

Wilson [17] showed that |F | ď
s

ř

i“0

`

n
i

˘

. We sketch the shorter proof of the above result by Babai [2] as

follows. Let F “ tF1, F2, . . . , Fmu, indexed so that |F1| ď ¨ ¨ ¨ ď |Fm| and L “ tℓ1, . . . , ℓsu. For each
i let ~vi be the incidence vector of Fi. Define polynomials f1, f2, . . . , fm by fip~xq “

ś

ℓkă|Fi|
p~x ¨ ~vi ´ ℓkq.

Then one can easily prove that tfiu
m
i“1

are linearly independent via Proposition 2.1. Thus |F | can be
upper bounded by the number of all possible polynomials. The first trick one can use is multilinear
reduction, that is, we can replace each xti term by xi for any 1 ď i ď n and t ě 2 because xi P t0, 1u.

Using this trick, one can efficiently give the upper bound
s

ř

i“0

`

n
i

˘

for |F | as the total degree of each

monomial is at most s.
The second trick is that, one can further add more associated polynomials. For example, we can

add
řs´1

i“0

`

n´1

i

˘

many extra polynomials in the following way. Label the sets in
`rn´1s

ďs

˘

with label

Bi for 1 ď i ď q “
řs´1

i“0

`

n´1

i

˘

such that |Bi| ď |Bj | when i ă j. Let ~wi be the characteristic
vector of Bi, and let hBi

p~xq “
ś

jPBi
xj for i ą 1. Then define a multilinear polynomial gBi

in n

variables as follows. gB1
“ xn ´ 1 and gBi

“ pxn ´ 1qhBi
p~xq for i ą 1. In [33], Snevily proved that

tfiu
m
i“1

and tgBj
uqj“1

are linearly independent. Thus the upper bound for |F | can be improved to
řs

i“0

`

n
i

˘

´
řs´1

i“0

`

n´1

i

˘

“
řs

i“0

`

n´1

i

˘

. This trick has been applied to several problems, for example,
see [1, 4, 5, 6, 24, 30, 31]. In a word, this trick consists of two parts, the first step is to choose some
appropriate extra polynomials, one can see that in many previous works involved with this trick, the
extra polynomials usually are clear and natural, which associate some explicit family of subsets. For
instance in the above famous case, the extra polynomials associate to

`rn´1s
ďs

˘

exactly. The second
part is that we need to show the union of the original polynomials and the extra polynomials are
linearly independent. Usually the second part is much more complicated and difficult. Once we
prove the linear independence, we can immediately see the improvement on the bounds for size of
the family.

In the proofs of stability results of Kleitman’s isodiametric inequality, the authors in [19] mainly
focus on another direction about the second trick. More precisely, one can first carefully choose
a family of subsets which satisfies some appropriate properties and then associate each subset of
the chosen family with the extra polynomial one by one. Then it will be easier to prove the linear
independence. At the cost, one cannot know all of information about the chosen family, but sometimes
one can ignore it, e.g., see the proof in [19, Theorem 1.10]. While in some cases, then the main task in
the robust linear algebra method is to dig out the structural properties of the family one chooses, to
achieve this, usually one can apply some structural analysis, e.g., see the proof in [19, Theorem 1.8].

There are several advantages in this robust linear algebra method. The first is that the linear
independence usually will be easier to show. The second is that, usually the previous linear algebra
methods just provide the bound of the size, while the new method can be used to prove some
stability results, that means, we can not only capture the size of the family, but also obtain some
structural information. We believe that this method has the potential to be applied to a wider range
of problems.
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3 A unified framework and proof of Theorem 1.5

3.1 High level overview of our framework

Although our proofs are relatively simple, it might be helpful to briefly outline the main ideas.

1. Following the ideas in [18], we partition the family F into two sub-families, F0 and F1, where
the sets in F1 contain the element that attains the maximum degree in F . We then introduce
two auxiliary families, H and G. At this stage, we can associate these families with certain
intersection conditions, which leads to an algebraic proof of [18].

2. The key ingredient involves finding one more auxiliary family S, which is a sub-family of
the non-shadows of F1. We carefully associate S with appropriate intersection conditions.
The first crucial point occurs at Claim 3.1, after proving that the families F1, G, H, and S

satisfy certain properties analogous to linear independence in normal linear algebra method,
we obtain an important quantitative relation: |F1| ď

`

n´1

k´1

˘

´ |S|, leading to the inequality

|F | ď
`

n´1

k´1

˘

´ |S| ` |F0|.

3. To show the upper bound on |F |, it is sufficient to analyze the lower bound on |S| ´ |F0|. We
establish a general lower bound on |S| in Claim 3.3, and later, through a stability argument,
refine this bound in Claim 3.4, which is essential for determining the extremal structures.

4. The final task is to carefully compare the specific sizes of several numbers. To do this, we
establish inequalities between variables, explore monotonicity, and analyze the structure at
extreme values in Claim 3.5 and Claim 3.6. Additionally, we will use Theorem 2.3 of Frankl.
These steps are relatively straightforward and follow from natural analytical considerations.

3.2 Our framework

For positive integers n ě 2k ` 1, without loss of generality, we can assume that F is a maximal
non-trivial intersecting family of

`rns
k

˘

, that is, if we add any new member of
`rns

k

˘

to F , then F is

not non-trivial intersecting. For a family F P
`rns

k

˘

, we denote the shadow of F as Bk´1F :“ tT P
` rns
k´1

˘

: T Ď F for some F P Fu. Let p P rns be the element which attains the maximum degree in F .
Consider the following families:

• F0 :“ tF P F : p R F u;

• H :“ tH Ď rns : p R H, 0 ď |H| ď k ´ 2u;

• F1 :“ tF P F : p P F u;

• G :“ tG Ď rns : p P G, 1 ď |G| ď k ´ 1u;

• S :“ tS Ď
` rns
k´1

˘

zBk´1F1 : p R S, DF P F0 such that S X F “ Hu.

Let A :“ F1 \H \ G \S “ tA1, . . . , Amu. We define an ordering ă on the sets, and for two families
A,B, denote A ă B if and only if for any A P A and B P B, we have A ă B. We first arrange the
sets in a linear order as follows: H ă F1 ă G ă S. We put the members of F1 and S in arbitrary
order and the members of H and G in order increasing by size, for example, Hi ă Hj if |Hi| ď |Hj|.
To apply Lemma 2.2, we need to associate each member A P A with a set X and at most k´ 1 many
intersection conditions as follows.

• For H P H, we can set X :“ H with intersection conditions pthu, 0q for each h P H and
prns, n ´ k ´ 1q.

6



• For F P F1, we can set X :“ F ztpu with intersection conditions pF ztpu, βq for 0 ď β ď k ´ 2.

• For G P G, we can set X :“ G with intersection conditions ptgu, 0q for each g P G.

• For S P S, we can set X :“ S with intersection conditions ptsu, 0q for each s P S.

We claim that the system pAi,Xi, Riq, in which Ai P A, Xi and the intersections conditions Ri

are defined as above, satisfies the conditions in Lemma 2.2 with s “ k ´ 1.

Claim 3.1. For each Ai P A, Xi does not satisfy any of the conditions in Ri, and Xi satisfies at

least one condition in Rj for all j ą i. In particular, |A| ď
k´1
ř

ℓ“1

`

n
ℓ

˘

.

Proof of claim. Recall that H ă F1 ă G ă S, and we put the elements of F1 and S in arbitrary
order and the members of H and G in order increasing by size. For distinct sets Ai ĺ Aj P A, we
write Ai Ñ Aj if Xi satisfies at least one condition in Rj, and in particular, Ai Ñ Ai if Xi does not
satisfy any of the conditions in Ri. For sub-families X ĺ Y of A, we write X Ñ Y if for every X P X

and Y P Y with X ĺ Y , we have X Ñ Y . Then it suffices to check the following 10 situations:

1. H Ñ H: For eachHi P H, obviously it does not satisfy pthu, 0q for each h P Hi and prns, n´k´1q
since |H| ď k ´ 2, moreover, for any other Hj with |Hj| ě |Hi|, there exists some h P Hj such
that h R Hi. Then H Ñ H is checked.

2. H Ñ F1: For any H P H and any F P F1, we have 0 ď |H X F | ď k ´ 2, then H Ñ F1 is
checked.

3. H Ñ G: Since for any H P H and G P G, we have p R H and p P G, then H Ñ G is checked.

4. H Ñ S: Since for any H P H and S P S, |S| ą |H|, there exists some s P S such that s R H,
then H Ñ S is checked.

5. F1 Ñ F1: Since F1 is k-uniform, for any distinct Fi ă Fj P F1, we have |Fi X Fj| ď k ´ 1 and
p P Fi X Fj . Therefore there exists some x P Fjztpu and x R Fiztpu, then F1 Ñ F1 is checked.

6. F1 Ñ G: Since for any F P F1 and G P G, we can see p P G and p R F ztpu, then F1 Ñ G is
checked.

7. F1 Ñ S: Since for any F P F1 and S P S, S Ď
` rns
k´1

˘

zBk´1F1, then there exists some x P S

such that x R F ztpu. Then F1 Ñ S is checked.

8. G Ñ G: For any distinct Gi ă Gj P G with |Gi| ď |Gj |, obviously there exists some g P Gj such
that G R Gi, then G Ñ G is checked.

9. G Ñ S: Since for any G P G and S P S, we have p P G and p R S. Moreover, notice that
|G| ď k ´ 1 and |S| “ k ´ 1, therefore there exists some element s P S such that s R G. Then
G Ñ S is checked.

10. S Ñ S: Since for any distinct Si ă Sj P S Ď
` rns
k´1

˘

with Si ă Sj , there exists some s P Sj such
that s R Si, then S Ñ S is checked.

This finishes the proof. �
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Then by Lemma 2.2 and Claim 3.1, we have |H| ` |F1| ` |G| ` |S| ď
k´1
ř

i“0

`

n
i

˘

. Also note that

|G| “ |H| “
k´2
ř

i“0

`

n´1

i

˘

, which implies

dmaxpFq “ |F1| ď
k´1
ÿ

i“0

ˆ

n

i

˙

´ 2
k´2
ÿ

i“0

ˆ

n ´ 1

i

˙

´ |S| “

ˆ

n ´ 1

k ´ 1

˙

´ |S|.

Moreover, we have

|F | “ |F0| ` |F1| ď

ˆ

n ´ 1

k ´ 1

˙

´ p|S| ´ |F0|q.

We can immediately derive the following results when |F0| is very small.

1. When |F0| “ 0, suppose that there exists some S P S, then S Y tpu R F and pS Y tpuq XF ‰ H
for any F P F , which is a contradiction to that F is a maximal non-trivial intersecting family.
Therefore, when F0 “ H, then S “ H, which gives |F | ď

`

n´1

k´1

˘

.

2. When |F0| “ 1, set F0 “ tF0u. By definitions, for each S P S, we can see S X F0 “ H and

p R S. Moreover, we claim that
`rnszptpuYF0q

k´1

˘

Ď S. To see this, since F is an intersecting family,
then for any member P P Bk´1F1, at least one of the events p P P and P X F0 ‰ H occurs,
which yields that Bk´1F1 X

`rnszpF0Ytpuq
k´1

˘

“ H. Therefore, when |F0| “ 1, then |S| ě
`

n´k´1

k´1

˘

,

which also yields that |F | ď
`

n´1

k´1

˘

´
`

n´k´1

k´1

˘

` 1.

In general, Let x :“ |F0| ě 1, and F0 :“ tF1, F2, . . . , Fxu, we have the following crucial claim by
extending the above argument in the case of |F0| “ 1.

Claim 3.2. S “
x
Ť

i“1

`rnszpFiYtpuq
k´1

˘

.

Proof of claim. Set T :“
x
Ť

i“1

`rnszpFiYtpuq
k´1

˘

, we first prove that T Ď S. Note that for any T P T , we

can see p R T and by definitions there exists some Fi P F0 such that T X Fi “ H. Then it suffices
to show that T cannot be a shadow of F1. Suppose that there is a T Ď T such that T Ď F for
some F P F1, then T “ F ztpu. Since F is an intersecting family, we have pT Y tpuq X Fi ‰ H for
each i P rxs. However, this is impossible, because p R Fi, and there exists some Fi P F0 such that
T X Fi “ H, a contradiction to the definition of T .

On the other hand, for any S P S, there exists some Fi P F0 such that S X Fi “ H. Then
S P

`rnszpFiYtpuq
k´1

˘

, which yields S Ď T . This finishes the proof. �

For F0 “ tF1, F2, . . . , Fxu, let C1 “ tC Ď
` rns
k´1

˘

: p R C,C X F1 “ Hu. Moreover, for each
2 ď i ď x, we define

Ci :“

"

C Ď

ˆ

rns

k ´ 1

˙

: p R C,C X Fi “ H, C X Fj ‰ H for any 1 ď j ď i ´ 1

*

.

By definitions one can see that C1, C2, . . . , Cx are pairwise disjoint, moreover, it is not hard to see

that
x
Ť

i“1

Ci “
x
Ť

i“1

`rnszpFiYtpuq
k´1

˘

. When 1 ď i ď x ď k, by definition we have |Ci| ě
`

n´k´i
k´i

˘

, therefore,

we have the following lower bound on |S| by Claim 3.2.

Claim 3.3. When 1 ď x ď k, |S| ě
x
ř

j“1

`

n´k´j
k´j

˘

.

8



By Claim 3.2 and Claim 3.3, we can see |S| ě
k
ř

j“1

`

n´k´j
k´j

˘

when x ą k. Indeed, we can

strengthen Claim 3.3 in the following form, which plays a key role when we analyze the extremal
structures. Recall that a family W is called a sunflower with s common elements, if there is a set
S Ď rns with |S| “ s such that for any distinct Wi,Wj P W, we have Wi X Wj “ S.

Claim 3.4. The followings hold.

(1) When 1 ď x ď k, |S| “
x
ř

j“1

`

n´k´j
k´j

˘

if and only if F0 “ tF1, F2, . . . , Fxu forms a sunflower with

k ´ 1 common elements. In particular, if F0 is not a sunflower with k ´ 1 common elements,

then |S| ě
x
ř

j“1

`

n´k´j
k´j

˘

`
`

n´k´3

k´2

˘

.

(2) When k ` 1 ď x ď n ´ k, |S| “
k
ř

j“1

`

n´k´j
k´j

˘

if and only if F0 “ tF1, F2, . . . , Fxu forms a

sunflower with k ´ 1 common elements. In particular, if F0 is not a sunflower with k ´ 1

common elements, then |S| ě
k
ř

j“1

`

n´k´j
k´j

˘

`
`

n´k´3

k´2

˘

.

Proof of claim. We focus on the case when 1 ď x ď k and one can apply the almost identical
argument to show the remaining cases. On one hand, if for any distinct i, j P rxs, Fi X Fj “ A for

some A Ď
` rns
k´1

˘

, then for each i P rxs, set Fi “ A Y taiu, it is easy to calculate |Cℓ| “
`

n´k´ℓ
k´ℓ

˘

for

each ℓ P rxs. This implies that in this case, |S| “
x
ř

j“1

`

n´k´j
k´j

˘

.

On the other hand, we need to show that if |S| “
x
ř

j“1

`

n´k´j
k´j

˘

, then F0 has to be a sunflower

with k ´ 1 common elements. First suppose that there exists a pair of sets Fi, Fj P F0 such that
|Fi X Fj | ď k ´ 2, by suitable re-labelling, we can assume |F1 X F2| ď k ´ 2. Then there exist
two elements in F1zF2, denoted by ta1, a2u Ď F1zF2. Then we can see the size of C2 is at least
`

n´k´2

k´2

˘

`
`

n´k´3

k´2

˘

, since one can pick
`

n´k´2

k´2

˘

sets that contain a1, and at least
`

n´k´3

k´2

˘

sets that

do not contain a1. Therefore if |S| “
x
ř

j“1

`

n´k´j
k´j

˘

for any distinct i, j P rxs, we can assume that

|Fi X Fj| “ k ´ 1. When x “ 2, then we are already done. When x ě 3, we set B :“ F1 X F2,
F1 “ B Y tb1u and F2 “ B Y tb2u. Then it suffices to show for any distinct ℓ,m P rxs, Fℓ X Fm “ B.

Case 1. If tℓ,mu X t1, 2u ‰ H, then by symmetry and suitable re-labelling, it suffices to consider
the case that ℓ “ 1 and m “ 3 P rxszt1, 2u. Suppose that F1 X F3 ‰ B, then there is some
b P B such that b R F3, which yields that b P pF1zF3q X pF2zF3q. Moreover since |F3| “ k

and |F3XF1| “ |F3XF2| “ k´1, then we have F3 “ tb1, b2uYBztbu. Therefore we can see

|C3| ě
`

n´k´2

k´2

˘

“
`

n´k´3

k´2

˘

`
`

n´k´3

k´3

˘

ą
`

n´k´3

k´3

˘

, which yields |S| ě
x
ř

j“1

`

n´k´j
k´j

˘

`
`

n´k´3

k´2

˘

,

a contradiction.

Case 2. If tℓ,mu X t1, 2u “ H, by symmetry we can assume that ℓ “ 3 and m “ 4. Suppose that
F3 XF4 “ D ‰ B “ F1 XF2, set F3 :“ DYtd3u and F4 “ DYtd4u. Since |F1 XF3| “ k´1
and B ‰ D, we have b1 “ d3, similarly since |F1 XF4| “ k´1 and B ‰ D, we have b1 “ d4.
However, this implies that F3 “ F4, a contradiction.

This finishes the proof. One can apply the same argument to show the statement in (2), we omit the
repeated details. �
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Recall that |S| ě
k
ř

j“1

`

n´k´j
k´j

˘

when x ą k. We then define the function gpxq to be

gpxq “

$

’

’

&

’

’

%

x
ř

j“1

`

n´k´j
k´j

˘

, if 1 ď x ď k,

k
ř

j“1

`

n´k´j
k´j

˘

, if k ` 1 ď x ď n ´ k.

Next we will carefully determine the values at which the function fpxq :“ gpxq ´ x attains its
minimum. Recall that |S| ´ |F0| ě fp|F0|q, then to obtain the t-th level of stability result for Erdős-
Ko-Rado theorem, we need to understand the exact values of hptq “ min

tďxďn´k
fpxq since we have

|F | ď
`

n´1

k´1

˘

´ hptq when t ď x ď n ´ k.

Claim 3.5. For given 1 ď t ď n ´ k, then the followings hold.

• If k ě t ` 3, then hptq “ fptq ă min
x‰t

fpxq.

• If k “ t ` 2, then hptq “ fptq “ fpn ´ kq ă min
xRtt,n´ku

fpxq.

• If k ď t ` 1, then hptq “ fpn ´ kq ă min
x‰n´k

fpxq.

Proof of claim. A straightforward calculation shows that fpxq with x P r1, n ´ ks is monotonically
increasing when x P r1, ks and monotonically decreasing when x P rk, n ´ ks. Therefore hptq is either
fptq or fpn´kq. Note that fpn´kq´fptq “

`

n´k´t
k´pt`1q

˘

´
`

n´k´t
1

˘

, then the claim follows by computing
the exact values directly. �

For given positive integer x, let Fpxq be the largest intersecting family among all F Ď
`rns

k

˘

with

|F0| “ x. Let dmaxpxq represent the maximum degree of Fpxq Ď
`rns

k

˘

. Observe that for any x P N,
|Fpxq| “ x ` dmaxpxq. The following observation is crucial.

Claim 3.6. If x1 ą x2, dmaxpx1q ď dmaxpx2q.

Proof of claim. Suppose that x1 ą x2 and |Fpx1q| ą |Fpx2q|`px1 ´x2q, then one can remove x1 ´x2
many sets from Fpx1q to obtain an intersecting family F of size larger than |Fpx2q| with |F0| “ x2,
a contradiction to the definition of Fpx2q. �

3.3 Stability at arbitrary level: Proof of Theorem 1.5

With the new framework in hand, we then prove the t-level stability result for Erdős-Ko-Rado
theorem. Based on Theorems 1.2 to 1.4, we then consider the case of t ě 4. Let F Ď

`rns
k

˘

be a
non-trivial intersecting family and F Ę Mk,t0´1 for any 2 ď t0 ď t. Let F0 :“ tF1, F2, . . . , Fxu. Since
when |F0| ď 1, F is a star, or a sub-family of Mk`1, it suffices to consider the case of |F0| ě 2.

Claim 3.7. min
2ď|F0|ďt´1

t|S| ´ |F0|u ą min
tď|F0|ďn´k

t|S| ´ |F0|u.

Proof of claim. When x “ |F0| ď t ´ 1, under the assumption that F Ę Mk,t0´1 for any 2 ď t0 ď t,
by the definition of Mk,t0´1, we can see F0 is not a sunflower with k ´ 1 common elements. Recall

that C1 “ tC Ď
` rns
k´1

˘

: p R C,C X F1 “ Hu, and for each 2 ď i ď |F0|,

Ci :“

"

C Ď

ˆ

rns

k ´ 1

˙

: p R C,C X Fi “ H, C X Fj ‰ H for any 1 ď j ď i ´ 1

*

.
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Under the condition that F0 is not a sunflower with k´1 common elements, we then take advantage
of the proof of Claim 3.4. If x “ 2, then |C2| ě

`

n´k´2

k´2

˘

`
`

n´k´3

k´2

˘

, which yields that |S| ´ |F0| ě

|C1| ` |C2| ´ 2 ě
`

n´k´1

k´1

˘

`
`

n´k´2

k´2

˘

`
`

n´k´3

k´2

˘

´ 2. If x ě 3, we can see that |C1| ` |C2| ` |C3| ě
`

n´k´1

k´1

˘

`
`

n´k´2

k´2

˘

`
`

n´k´3

k´3

˘

`
`

n´k´3

k´2

˘

. Moreover, since for any 3 ď i ď |F0|, |Ci| ě
`

n´k´i
k´i

˘

ě 1, we
then conclude that

min
2ď|F0|ďt´1

t|S| ´ |F0|u ě

ˆ

n ´ k ´ 1

k ´ 1

˙

`

ˆ

n ´ k ´ 2

k ´ 2

˙

`

ˆ

n ´ k ´ 3

k ´ 2

˙

´ 2.

Since k ě t ` 2, by Claim 3.5, we have min
tď|F0|ďn´k

t|S| ´ |F0|u “
t

ř

j“1

`

n´k´j
k´j

˘

´ t. Note that

ˆ

n ´ k ´ 1

k ´ 1

˙

`

ˆ

n ´ k ´ 2

k ´ 2

˙

`

ˆ

n ´ k ´ 3

k ´ 2

˙

´ 2 ´

˜

t
ÿ

j“1

ˆ

n ´ k ´ j

k ´ j

˙

´ t

¸

ě

ˆ

n ´ k ´ 3

k ´ 2

˙

´ 2 ´

ˆˆ

n ´ k ´ 2

k ´ 3

˙

´ t

˙

,

where we take advantage of
t

ř

j“3

`

n´k´j
k´j

˘

ď
k
ř

j“3

`

n´k´j
k´j

˘

“
`

n´k´2

k´3

˘

. Note that when n ą p5`
?
5qk´7

2
, it

is easy to check that
`

n´k´3

k´2

˘

´ 2´ p
`

n´k´2

k´3

˘

´ tq is strictly larger than 0. This finishes the proof. �

By Claim 3.7, it then suffices to consider the case when x “ |F0| ě t. If x ě n´k`1, by Claim 3.6,

we have dmaxpxq ď dmaxpn ´ kq “
`

n´1

k´1

˘

´
k
ř

j“1

`

n´k´j
k´j

˘

“ dmaxpMkq, where we take advantage of the

formulas
`

n´1

k´1

˘

“
řk´1

j“1

`

n´j´1

k´2

˘

`
`

n´k
k´1

˘

and
`

n´k
k´1

˘

“
řk

j“1

`

n´k´j
k´j

˘

. Therefore by Theorem 2.3 in

this case we have |F | ď |Mk| “
k
ř

j“2

`

n´j
k´1

˘

` n ´ k. Moreover, Theorem 2.3 states that the equality

holds if and only if F is isomorphic to Mk. However, in this case we assume that x “ |F0| ą n ´ k,
therefore F cannot be isomorphic to Mk, which yields that |F | ă |Mk| “

`

n´1

k´1

˘

´ fpn ´ kq.
By definition of hptq, we can see hptq ď fpn ´ kq, it then remains to consider the case when

t ď x ď n ´ k. Recall that in this case we have |F | ď
`

n´1

k´1

˘

´ hptq, we then consider the following
cases based on Claim 3.5.

Case 1. If k “ t ` 2, by Claim 3.5 we have hptq “ fptq “ fpn ´ t ´ 2q. We then determine the
extremal structures when |F | “

`

n´1

k´1

˘

´ hptq, according to the size of F0.

Subcase 1.1. If F0 “ tF1, F2, . . . , Ftu, by Claim 3.4, F0 is a sunflower with t`1 common elements.

We denote A “
t

Ş

i“1

Fi “ ta1, a2, . . . , at`1u, and FℓzA “ tbℓu for each ℓ P rts. Then

for any F P F1, if F X A “ H, then tb1, b2, . . . , btu Ď F , therefore F1 “ tG :
` rns
t`2

˘

:

p P G,G X A ‰ Hu Y tG P
` rns
t`2

˘

: tb1, b2, . . . , bt, pu P Gu. Since F0 is a sunflower
with t ` 1 common elements, we can see F is isomorphic to Mt`2,t in this case, as
desired.

Subcase 1.2. If |F0| “ n ´ t ´ 2, we can see dmaxpn ´ t ´ 2q ď dmaxpMt`2q, then by Theorem 2.3,
|F | ď |Mt`2|. Moreover, the equality holds if and only if F is isomorphic to Mt`2,
as desired.

Case 2. When k ě t ` 3, by Claim 3.5, we have hptq “ fptq “
t

ř

j“1

`

n´k´j
k´j

˘

´ t. Then it suffices to

consider the case when |F0| “ t. By an almost identical argument as that in Subcase 1.1,
we can see F is isomorphic to Mk,t, we omit the details here.
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This finishes the proof.

4 Concluding remarks

In this paper, we focus on developing a unified framework for deriving stability results for the cel-
ebrated Erdős-Ko-Rado theorem using a robust linear algebraic approach. To illustrate our main
ideas, we first present a slightly weaker version that applies to arbitrary levels, extending beyond pre-
vious results in [20, 21, 22, 25]. In Theorem 1.5, we impose two stronger assumptions: k ě t` 2 and

n ą p5`
?
5qk´7

2
. Indeed, by carefully extending the arguments in the proofs of Claim 3.4, Claim 3.5

and Claim 3.7, the case under the natural conditions n ě 2k ` 1 and k ě t ` 1 can be readily ana-
lyzed. In fact, we provide an alternative proof of Theorem 1.3 in the Appendix, While it is feasible
to further extend our methods to give a full proof of Theorem 1.4, we do not pursue it here. It is
worth noting that in the Appendix, where we prove Theorem 1.3, the case k “ 3 “ 2` 1 is relatively
more complicated. Similarly, when proving the complete stability of Theorem 1.4 (i.e., for the third
level), we find that the case k “ 4 “ 3 ` 1 is also more intricate. However, interestingly, when t ě 4
the case k “ t`1 actually becomes simpler. Although we do not fully present this proof in the paper,
we encourage interested readers to explore this phenomenon independently.

We believe that a more interesting direction for research is to continue exploring the potential of
this robust linear algebra method to obtain more stability results more efficiently.
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Appendix: An alternative proof of Theorem 1.3

Since when |F0| ď 1, F is a star, or a sub-family ofMk`1, it suffices to consider the case when |F0| ě 2.
By Claim 3.6, for any x ą n´k, we have dmaxpxq ď dmaxpn´kq ď

`

n´1

k´1

˘

´
řk

i“1

`

n´k´i
k´i

˘

“ dmaxpMkq,

which yields |F | ď |Mk| “
řk

j“2

`

n´j
k´1

˘

` n ´ k. Moreover, by Theorem 2.3 the equality holds if and
only if F is isomorphic to Mk, in particular, when k “ 4, it could be isomorphic to M3. Therefore,
generally in this case except k “ 4, when x ą n ´ k, F cannot be isomorphic to Mk, which implies
|F | ă |Mk|. Additionally, when k “ 4, if |F | “ |M4|, F can be isomorphic to M3.

When 2 ď x ď n ´ k, note that |F | ď
`

n´1

k´1

˘

´ hp2q, we consider the following cases.

Case 1. When k “ 3, by Claim 3.5, hp2q “ fpn´3q, then |F | ď
`

n´1

2

˘

´fpn´3q ď
`

n´1

2

˘

´p
`

n´4

2

˘

`
`

n´5

1

˘

` 1q ` pn ´ 3q “
`

n´1

2

˘

´
`

n´4

2

˘

` 1. Moreover, when |F0| “ n ´ 3 and the above
equality holds, then by Claim 3.4 we can see that F0 is a sunflower with 2 core elements
a1, a2. Since F is 3-uniform and n ´ 3 ą 3, then any F P FzF0 must contain either a1

or a2, therefore F “ tF P
`rns

3

˘

: |F X ta1, a2, pu| ě 2u. Indeed, this configuration is an
extremal structure in Theorem 1.2, which is a contradiction to the assumption.

Subcase 1.1. When |F0| “ 2, by Claim 3.3, |F | ď
`

n´1

2

˘

´|S|`2 ď
`

n´1

2

˘

´
`

n´4

2

˘

´
`

n´5

1

˘

`2 “ 2n´2.
By Claim 3.4 the equality holds if and only if F0 is a sunflower with 2 common
elements, therefore, |F | “ 2n ´ 2 if and only if F is isomorphic to M3,2.

Subcase 1.2. When 3 ď |F0| ď n ´ 3, note that F is not a sub-family of extremal structures
in Theorem 1.2, namely M4 or M3. Suppose that F0 is a sunflower with 2 common
elements, say F0 “ tF P

`rns
3

˘

: tw1, w2u Ď F u, then since F1 is a star and F is
intersecting, then F must be a sub-family of M3, a contradiction to the assumption.
Therefore F0 is not a sunflower with 2 common elements, then by Claim 3.4, |F | ď
`

n´1

2

˘

´ |S| ` |F0| ď
`

n´1

2

˘

´
`

n´4

2

˘

´
`

n´5

1

˘

´
`

n´6

1

˘

´ 1 ` |F0|, in particular, the
equality holds only if |C3| “ 1. Then it suffices to consider the case |F0| “ n ´ 3,
otherwise |F | ď 2n ´ 3. Since |F0| “ n ´ 3 ą 3, there exists some F3 P F0 such that
|F1zF3| “ 2 or |F2zF3| “ 2. Suppose that former case occurs, set F1zF3 :“ ta1, a2u,
and set b P F2zF3, then ta1, bu, ta2, bu Ď C3, which implies that |C3| ě 2, combining
with the proof in Claim 3.4, we can see |F | ď

`

n´1

2

˘

´ |S| ` n ´ 3 ď
`

n´1

2

˘

´
`

n´4

2

˘

´
`

n´5

1

˘

´
`

n´6

1

˘

´ 2 ` pn ´ 3q “ 2n ´ 3.
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Subcase 1.3. When |F0| ě n ´ 2, we first have the following claim.

Claim 4.1.
Ş

FPF0
F “ H.

Proof of claim. Suppose that g P
Ş

FPF0

F , then we consider the sub-family F1,g :“

tF P F1 : g R F u of F1. Pick arbitrary set A P F1,g, denoted by A “ ta1, a2, pu. Sup-
pose that there exists some a3 ‰ g such that ta1, a3, pu P F1,g, then the subset in F0

that contains a2 but does not contain a1 must be ta2, a3, gu. Then F0 “ ta2, a3, guY
ˆ

Ť

aPrnsztp,a1,gu
ta, a1, gu

˙

, which implies F1,g must be ta1, a3, pu Y ta1, a2, pu. By sym-

metry, we can conclude that in this case, we have |F1,g| ď 2, which implies that the
degree of g is larger than the degree of p, a contradiction. If there is no a3 such
that ta1, a3, pu P F1,g or ta2, a3, pu P F1,g, then either |F1,g| ď 1, or there exist some
b1, b2 with tb1, b2u X ta1, a2u “ H such that tb1, b2, pu P F1,g. However, this implies
that F0 Ď ta1, b1, pu Y ta1, b2, pu Y ta2, b1, pu Y ta2, b2, pu, which is a contradiction to
|F0| ě n ´ 2 ą 4. �

Now let q be the element attaining the maximum degree of F0, and denote F0,q “
tF P F0, q P F u and F0,0 “ tF P F0, q R F u. By Claim 4.1, |F0,0| ą 0. Obviously we
have |F0,q| ě 2, otherwise |F0,0| “ 0, a contradiction. Moreover if |F0,q| “ 2, then

3|F0| ď
ř

vPrnsztpu
|F0,q| ď 2pn ´ 1q, which implies |F0| ď 2pn´1q

3
ă n ´ 2 when n ě 7,

a contradiction to |F0| ě n ´ 2. Then we divide our argument according to |F0,q|:

Subsubcase 1.3.1. If |F0,q| “ 3, we arbitrarily pick a set A :“ ta1, a2, a3u P F0,0, denote F0,q

to be A1 Y A2 Y A3, observe that the sets in F1,q “ tF P F1, q R F u are of
the form tp, ai, ˚u for some i P r3s. If there exists some ai appearing exactly
twice in F0,q, assume ai “ a1 by symmetry, then we denote A1 “ tq, a1, b1u,
A2 “ tq, a1, b2u and A3 “ tq, a2, b3u, in particular, b3 ‰ a1. Then tp, a1, ˚u
can only be tp, a1, a2u or tp, a1, b3u, and tp, a2, ˚u can only be tp, a1, a2u. We
then consider the possibilities of tp, a3, ˚u.

• If b1 “ a3 or b2 “ a3, without loss of generality, assume b1 “ a3, then
if b3 “ a3, then tp, a3, ˚u has to be tp, a3, a1u or tp, a3, b2u, in this case
tp, a3, a1u “ tp, a1, b3u, which implies |F1,q| ď 3. If b3 ‰ a3, then the ele-
ment ˚ of tp, a3, ˚u belongs to A2XA3, which implies that either tp, a3, ˚u “
tp, a3, b2u or tp, a3, ˚u “ H. Therefore, in this case we have |F1,q| ď 3.

• If a3 R tb1, b2u, then if b3 “ a3, then the element ˚ of tp, a3, ˚u belongs to
A1 X A2, which yields that tp, a3, ˚u has to be tp, a3, a1u. Therefore, in
this case we have |F1,q| ď 3. If b3 ‰ a3, it is easy to see that tp, a3, ˚u “ H
or tp, a3, ˚u “ tp, a3, b1u when b1 “ b2 “ b3, which yields that |F1,q| ď 3 in
this case.

In all, we have |F1,q| ď 3. If each ai appears exactly once in F0,q, then we
denote A1 “ tq, a1, b1u, A2 “ tq, a2, b2u and A3 “ tq, a3, b3u with tb1, b2, b3u X
ta1, a2, a3u “ H. Observe that if b1, b2, b3 are pairwise distinct, then |F1,q| “ 0.
By symmetry if b1 “ b2 ‰ b3, then F1,q can only consist of tp, a3, b1u. In partic-
ular, if b1 “ b2 “ b3, then F1,q Ď tp, a1, b1u Y tp, a2, b1u Y tp, a3, b1u. Therefore,
|F1,q| ď 3. Moreover, we can see F1zF1,q Ď tp, q, a1u Y tp, q, a2u Y tp, q, a3u,
which together implies that |F1| ď 6. Note that 3|F0| ď

ř

vPrnsztpu
|F0,q| ď

3pn ´ 1q, therefore, |F | “ |F0| ` |F1| ď n ` 5 ď 2n ´ 3 when n ě 8. In
particular, when n “ 7, if |F0,0| “ 1, then |F | ď 1 ` 3 ` 6 “ 10 ď 11,
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and if |F0,0| ě 2, then |F1zF1,q| ď 2, which implies that |F1| ď 5, then
|F | ď |F0| ` 5 ď 6 ` 5 “ 11 ă 12.

Subsubcase 1.3.2. If |F0,q| ě 4, then we directly apply the argument in Subsubcase 1.3.1, we
can see |F1,q| ď 3. Then the degree of element q is larger than the degree of
element p, a contradiction.

In all, when |F0| ě n ´ 2, |F | ď 2n ´ 3.

Thus when k “ 3, |F | ď 2n ´ 2, the equality holds if and only if F is isomorphic to M3,2.

Case 2. When k “ 4, by Claim 3.5, hp2q “ fp2q “ fpn ´ 4q, then |F | ď
`

n´1

3

˘

´ hp2q “
`

n´1

3

˘

´
`

n´5

3

˘

´
`

n´6

2

˘

` 2. Then there are different types of extremal configurations.

Subcase 2.1. When F0 “ tF1, F2u, by Claim 3.4, |F1 X F2| “ 3. We set F1 X F2 “ ta1, a2, a3u,
F1zF2 “ tb1u and F2zF1 “ tb2u. Then for any F P F1, if F X ta1, a2, a3u “ H, then

tb1, b2u Ď F , therefore, F1 “ tG P
`rns

4

˘

: tb1, b2, pu P Gu Y tG P
`rns

4

˘

: p P G,G X

ta1, a2, a3u ‰ Hu. Moreover, F0 “ tG P
`rns

4

˘

: ta1, a2, a3u Ď G,G X tb1, b2u ‰ Hu.
Therefore, F is isomorphic to Mk,2.

Subcase 2.2. |F0| “ n´4 ě 4, dmaxpn´4q ď
`

n´1

3

˘

´
4

ř

i“1

`

n´4´i
4´i

˘

“ dmaxpM4q, then by Theorem 2.3,

|F | ď |M4|. Moreover, the equality holds if and only if F is either isomorphic to
M3, or isomorphic to M4. Furthermore, by checking the structure of M3, we can
see F has to be isomorphic to M4 in this case.

Case 3. When k ě 5, by Claim 3.5, hp2q “ fp2q, then |F | ď
`

n´1

k´1

˘

´ hp2q “
`

n´1

k´1

˘

´
`

n´k´1

k´1

˘

´
`

n´k´2

k´2

˘

` 2. Using the almost identical argument as that in Subcase 2.1, we can show the
above equality holds if and only if F is isomorphic to Mk,2, we omit the repeated details
here.

In all, when k “ 4, |F | ď
`

n´1

3

˘

´
`

n´5

3

˘

´
`

n´6

2

˘

` 2, and the equality holds if and only if F is

isomorphic to M4,2,M3 or M4. When k ě 5 or k “ 3, we have |F | ď
`

n´1

k´1

˘

´
`

n´k´1

k´1

˘

´
`

n´k´2

k´2

˘

` 2,
and the equality holds if and only if F is isomorphic to Mk,2. This finishes the proof.
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