
WHEN ENTROPY MEETS TURÁN:
NEW PROOFS AND HYPERGRAPH TURÁN RESULTS
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Abstract. In this paper, we provide a new proof of a density version of Turán’s theorem. We
also rephrase both the theorem and the proof using entropy. With the entropic formulation, we
show that some naturally defined entropic quantity is closely connected to other common quantities
such as Lagrangian and spectral radius. In addition, we also determine the Turán density for a
new family of hypergraphs, which we call tents. Our result can be seen as a new generalization of
Mubayi’s result on the extended cliques.

1. Introduction

For any k-graph (i.e. k-uniform hypergraph) F , its Turán number ex(n, F ) is the maximum
number of edges in an F -free k-graph G on n vertices. Here, G is F -free if it contains no subgraph
(not necessarily induced) isomorphic to F . The study of Turán numbers was initiated by Turán [62],
who first considered the case where k = 2 and F is the complete graph Kr+1 on (r + 1) vertices.
There, Turán showed that ex(n, F ) is maximized by the balanced complete r-partite graph Tn,r,
which we now refer to as the Turán graph. Turán’s foundational work has motivated subsequent
works on related problems, driving continuing research in extremal graph theory.

The general Turán problem is fairly understood when k = 2. Although the exact value of
ex(n, F ) is not known for general graphs F , the celebrated Erdős–Stone theorem asserts that
ex(n, F ) =

(
1− 1

r + o(1)
) (

n
2

)
if χ(F ) = r + 1, where Tn,r is an asymptotic extremizer. If we define

the Turán density to be

π(F ) = lim
n→∞

ex(n, F )(
n
k

)
for a k-graph F , then the Erdős–Stone theorem can be rephrased as π(F ) = 1− 1

χ(F )−1 when F is a
graph. It is worth pointing out that when χ(F ) = 2, Erdős–Stone gives that π(F ) = 0, showing
that ex(n, F ) is subquadratic but does not determine the asymptotic behavior of ex(n, F ). Despite
lots of effort, there are still many interesting open problems regarding the asymptotic behavior of
ex(n, F ) when F is bipartite. However, in this paper, we will focus on the non-degenerate case where
π(F ) > 0.

Given how much we know about Turán numbers and Turán densities of graphs, it might be
surprising how little we know about hypergraph Turán problems. In fact, the exact value of π(F ) is
still unknown even for F = K

(3)
4 , the 3-uniform clique on 4 vertices. Turán showed that π(K(3)

4 ) ≥ 5
9

and conjectured that it is actually an equality. However, proving this conjecture still seems hard
to date, and the current best upper bound π(F ) ≤ 0.561666 was obtained by Razborov [53] using
flag-algebraic computation, which was later verified by [3] and [18]. The difficulty comes from the
fact that hypergraph Turán problems have drastically different behaviors from the graph case. For
example, there is a large family of constructions all showing π(K

(3)
4 ) ≥ 5

9 given in [35] (also see [20]).
In comparison, the Erdős–Simonovits theorem states that any asymptotic extremizer of π(Kr+1)
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should be close to Tn,r. We will discuss other interesting phenomena for hypergraph Turán problems
in Section 1.3.

The aim of this paper is to find inspiration for new ways to approach hypergraph Turán problems
by examining our new proof of the density Turán theorem, i.e. π(Kr+1) = 1− 1

r . This leads to new
hypergraph Turán results regarding hypergraphs that we call “tents”, which generalizes Mubayi’s
result [41] on the extended cliques. We will introduce our results and related work in more detail in
Section 1.3.

Before diving into hypergraph Turán problems, we will first give a quick overview of known proofs
of Turán’s theorem. We will then introduce the entropy method, which we use to rephrase both the
theorem statement and our proof. Then we will mention our hypergraph Turán results that can be
obtained using the new perspective, which can be thought of as one of our main results.

1.1. Proofs of Turán’s theorem. Turán’s original proof [62] works by a clever induction on the
number of vertices by removing a Kr from the graph. Erdős [17] later provided another proof that
modified the graph step by step, maintaining the Kr+1-freeness and making the graph complete
multipartite at the end. This method has the benefit that it is easier to see that the Turán graph Tn,r

is the extremizer. A proof of the same spirit is a folklore proof that proceeds with symmetrization
(also known now as Zykov Symmetrization as this trick was used by Zykov [65, 66] in his work). The
proof modifies the graph by taking two non-adjacent vertices, and replacing one with another (see
[1, Chapter 41]). Unfortunately, all those proofs do not easily generalize to hypergraphs as they all
use properties of graphs crucially.

One proof that looks entirely different from the previous proofs is by applying the Caro–Wei
theorem, which is due to Alon and Spencer [2]. The Caro–Wei theorem, independently proven by
Caro [8] and Wei [63], gives a lower bound on the independence number of a graph G based on its
degree sequence. The standard proof of the Caro–Wei theorem is a nice probabilistic argument, which
can be found in [2]. By taking the complement and an application of Cauchy–Schwarz, the density
Turán theorem immediately follows from Caro–Wei. However, this argument does not generalize
well to higher uniformities—although the Caro–Wei theorem can be extended to hypergraphs (see
[9]), applying the inequality on the complement no longer gives tight hypergraph Turán results.

Another proof that is seemingly different from all the above is a proof due to Motzkin and Straus
[40]. Their proof relies crucially on a quantity called Lagrangian. The Lagrangian L(G) of a graph
G = (V,E) is defined as

max
∑

{u,v}∈E

xuxv subj. to xv ≥ 0 ∀v ∈ V and
∑
v∈V

xv = 1.

Despite its somewhat long definition, it is a natural quantity to consider in the context of Turán
problems. To see this, let N be some large positive integers. Consider the blowup of G obtained
by putting in (xv + o(1))N copies of each vertex v ∈ V so that there are N vertices in total, where
(xv)v∈V is the extremizer for the Lagrangian. Then there are (L(G) + o(1))N2 edges in the blowup.
On the other hand, it is clear that |E| ≤ L(G) |V |2, which shows that the density Turán theorem
is equivalent to that L(G) ≤ 1

2

(
1− 1

r

)
for every Kr+1-free graph G. Motzkin and Straus’ idea is

that if u and v are not adjacent, then there is an extremizer with either xu = 0 or xv = 0 for L(G).
Therefore if G is Kr+1-free, then there is an extremizer with support of size at most r. A simple
application of Cauchy–Schwarz then concludes the proof. Despite its algebraic look, this proof is
actually similar to Zykov Symmetrization in spirit.

It is natural to generalize graph Lagrangian to hypergraph Lagrangian. For any k-graph G = (V,E),
its hypergraph Lagrangian L(G) is defined as the maximum of

∑
{u1,...,uk}∈E xu1 · · ·xuv under the

same condition. As before, when each v ∈ V is blown-up to (xv + o(1))N vertices where (xv)v∈V
is the extremizer for the Lagrangian, there are (L(G) + o(1))Nk edges in the blowup. As we will
mostly talk about the density of a hypergraph rather than the number of edges, it is convenient to
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define b(G) = k!L(G) to be the blowup density of G. Intuitively, it is the largest edge density of the
blowups of G. As it turns out, hypergraph Lagrangian is indeed useful for some hypergraph Turán
problems, and we will discuss some of those later in Section 1.3 and Section 8.

A lesser-known but nonetheless interesting algebraic argument was discovered by Li and Li [38].
There, they considered the polynomial

f
(
(xv)v∈V (G)

)
=
∏
uv ̸∈E

(xu − xv)

for any graph G. The key observation is that if G is Kr+1-free, then f vanishes whenever r + 1 of
the variables (xv)v∈V (G) are equal to one another. In light of this, let I be the ideal of polynomials
that vanish whenever r + 1 of the variables are equal. Then f ∈ I, and Turán’s theorem follows
from an explicit description of the generators of I that Li and Li worked out.

Our proof looks different from all the proofs mentioned above. For graphs, our proof can be seen
as a double-counting argument that, peculiarly, counts infinitely many objects. In particular, we
will lower bound the number of stars of each size, and show that Kr+1-freeness actually imposes
an upper bound on the numbers. An interesting feature our proof has is that in order to get the
tight bound on the Turán density, it is necessary to take stars of any size into account. Despite the
distinctive look of our proof, our proof is closely related to the standard probabilistic proof of the
Caro–Wei theorem. In fact, if one runs the standard proof on the blowup of the graph, and take the
size of the blowup to infinity, then the limit of the argument becomes our argument (we thank Maya
Sankar for pointing this out to us).

In spite of the similarity to the proof of the Caro–Wei theorem, our counting argument has the
advantage that it can be easily rephrased in terms of entropy. This will be crucial as it will inform
us how we should adapt the proof for hypergraphs. We will therefore give an introduction to the
entropy method in the next subsection.

1.2. The entropy method. The concept of entropy in the context of information theory was
first formulated by Shannon in his seminal work in 1948 on the noisy-channel coding theorem [56].
Roughly speaking, the entropy of a random variable measures how much information the random
variable carries. Using entropy, Shannon determined the best efficiency of a code transmitted through
a noisy channel that can be corrected with high probability. This has become the foundation of
information theory, and many other definitions of entropy have been made as well. However, in this
paper, we will only use Shannon’s definition of entropy.

The adaptation of Shannon entropy in combinatorics and outside the context of information theory
came much later in comparison. Some early examples include Chung, Frankl, Graham and Shearer’s
work on triangle-intersecting family of graphs [12] (where Shearer’s inequality was introduced),
Radhakrishnan’s entropic proof of the Brégman’s theorem [52], and Friedgut and Kahn’s theorem
on the number of copies of a fixed hypergraph in another hypergraph with a given number of edges
[26]. There is nonetheless a significant growth in work using the entropy method in the past decade
or two. Two recent exciting, and perhaps unexpected, examples are Gilmer’s breakthrough on the
union-closed set conjecture [27] and the work of Gowers, Green, Manners and Tao resolving Marton’s
conjecture (also known as the polynomial Freimann–Ruzsa conjecture over F2) [28].

In the context of extremal graph theory, the entropy method is particularly useful when dealing
with counts of homomorphisms or homomorphism densities. Here, for any F,G that are graphs
or general k-graphs, a homomorphism from F to G is a function f : V (F ) → V (G) that sends
edges of F to edges of G. In particular, f must be injective on any edge of F . The homomorphism
density t(F,G) is the probability that a uniformly random chosen function from V (F ) → V (G) is
actually a homomorphism. In this terminology, a corollary of the Kruskal–Katona theorem says
that t(K3, G) ≤ t(K2, G)

3
2 , which follows immediately from Shearer’s inequality (see also [11] for an

entropic proof of a slightly stronger result). In the last decade, the entropy method has been applied
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to show that various bipartite graphs F are Sidorenko, i.e. t(F,G) ≥ t(K2, G)e(F ). This was first
formalized by Szegedy [60] building on a previous work [37], and this was later adapted to attack
Sidorenko’s conjecture [48, 15, 14, 13] and related problems [19, 36, 29, 5]. In fact, we will also prove
some Sidorenko-type result using arguments similar to Szegedy’s in our entropic proofs.

Given how much the entropy method has been utilized to understand relations between homo-
morphism densities, it should be surprising that no entropic proof for Turán’s theorem was known.
Indeed, an equivalent formulation of the density Turán theorem is that if t(Kr+1, G) = 0 then
t(K2, G) ≤ 1− 1

r . In this paper, we give the first entropic proof of the density Turán theorem. To
do so, we rephrase the density Turán theorem in the following way, and we will later show the
equivalence between the two formulations. Below, and throughout the paper, we use H(X) to denote
the Shannon entropy of a random variable X (see Section 3 for definitions and basic properties).

Theorem 1.1 (Entropic Turán theorem). Let r be a positive integer, and let G be a Kr+1-free graph.
Let X,Y be random variables distributed on V (G) so that {X,Y } is always an edge in G. Assume
X,Y are symmetric, i.e. the distribution of (X,Y ) and the one of (Y,X) are the same. Then

H(X,Y ) ≤ 2H(X) + log2

(
1− 1

r

)
.

We make a brief remark that the equivalence is shown via an entropic reinterpretation of blowup
density and Langrangian. Indeed, it turns out that for a given graph G, the maximum of the quantity
H(X,Y )− 2H(X) for symmetric V (G)-valued random variables X,Y with {X,Y } ∈ E(G) is related
to the blowup density b(G) of G. More surprisingly, the maximum of H(X,Y )−H(X) is related to
the spectral radius ρ(G) of G. Those connections will be made precise and proven in Section 5, where
we also generalize the connections to hypergraphs. One benefit is that as an immediate corollary of
our entropic Turán theorem, we can generalize spectral Turán theorems established by Wilf [64] and
Nikiforov [44, 45].

Theorem 1.2. Let r ≥ 2 and T be a tree with ℓ ≥ 1 vertices. For any Kr+1-free graph G, we have

ρ(G)ℓ ≤
(
1− 1

r

)
#{homomorphisms from T to G}.

To see that this is indeed a generalization of Wilf’s and Nikiforov’s results, we can take T to be
the path Pℓ on ℓ vertices. Wilf’s result corresponds to ℓ = 1, whereas Nikiforov’s results correspond
to ℓ = 2 and general ℓ.

Theorem 1.3 ([64, 44, 45]). Let r ≥ 2. For any Kr+1-free graph G with n vertices and m edges, we
have

ρ(G) ≤
(
1− 1

r

)
n,

ρ(G)2 ≤
(
1− 1

r

)
· 2m,

and

ρ(G)ℓ ≤
(
1− 1

r

)
wℓ(G),

where wℓ(G) denotes the number of ℓ-walks in G.

1.3. Hypergraph Turán densities. Using the idea from our entropic proof of the density Turán
theorem, we can determine the Turán densities for some new family of hypergraphs. Before presenting
our results, let us first introduce some definitions and previous work that are relevant.

For any family of k-graphs F , its Turán number ex(n,F) is defined to be the maximum number
of edges in a k-graph G that is F -free for every F ∈ F . The Turán density is defined analogously
by π(F) = limn→∞ ex(n,F)/

(
n
k

)
. For any family of k-graphs F and a k-graph G, we say that G
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is F-hom-free if there does not exist any homomorphism F → G for every F ∈ F . A F -hom-free
k-graph is simply a k-graph that is {F}-hom-free.

It is a standard result in the field that π(F) is the supremum of b(G) where G runs through
all F-hom-free k-graphs (see [32, Section 2] or [55, Lemma 2.2] for example). Notice that a single
edge has blowup density k!/kk, showing that b(G) ≥ k!/kk if G is not empty. This immediately
shows that either π(F) = 0 or π(F) ≥ k!/kk for any family of k-graphs F . We see that among
the possible values of Turán density, there is a “jump” going from 0 to k!/kk. When k = 2, this is
indeed the behavior of Turán densities: the Erdős–Stone theorem shows that all possible values are
0, 12 ,

2
3 ,

3
4 , . . ., showing that there are only jumps in the case of graphs. However, for hypergraphs, the

set of possible Turán densities has a different behavior. It was first discovered by Frankl and Rödl
[24] that for each k ≥ 3, there are infinitely many non-jumps δ, where for every ε > 0 there exists a
family F of k-graphs with π(F) ∈ (δ, δ + ε). On the other hand, Baber and Talbot [3] showed that
jumps do exist above k!/kk when k = 3. However, our understanding in jumps and non-jumps is
still limited, and we do not even know whether k!/kk is a jump.

A standard argument shows that k!/kk is a jump if and only if there exists a finite family F of
k-graph with π(F) = k!/kk and b(F ) > k!/kk for each F ∈ F (see [24]). The fact that we do not
know whether k!/kk is a jump can thus be seen as a result of not having sufficient understanding in
the families F with π(F) = k!/kk. Indeed, known families with Turán densities equal to k!/kk are
so few that we can list them here. For general k, Mubayi [41] showed that the k-uniform extended
clique E

(k)
k+1 of size k + 1 has Turán density k!/kk. Here, the extension of a hypergraph is another

hypergraph with higher uniformity obtained by adding different vertices into the edges, and an
extended clique is an extension of a complete graph. In particular, E(k)

k+1 is obtained by adding k − 2
extra vertices to each edge of Kk+1, where no two edges share any extra vertices. This was later
generalized by Mubayi and Pikhurko [42], who showed that the hypergraph ∆(1,1,...,1) with edges

{v1, . . . , vk} and {w, vi, u(i)1 , . . . , u
(i)
k−2} for i ∈ [k]

also has Turán density k!/kk. Here, and later whenever the vertex set is not explicitly described, the
vertex set consists of vertices that appear in the description of the edges. Mubayi and Pikhurko’s
result is indeed an improvement as E

(k)
k+1 is homomorphic to ∆(1,1,...,1), showing that E

(k)
k+1-hom-free

graphs are also ∆(1,1,...,1)-hom-free and so π(E
(k)
k+1) ≤ π(∆(1,1,...,1)).

We remark that both Mubayi’s [41] and Mubayi and Pikhurko’s [42] results are stronger—the
exact Turán numbers were determined for sufficiently many vertices. If we only care about the Turán
density, then an argument of Sidorenko [57] based on hypergraph Lagrangian can be modified to
show that π(∆(1,...,1)) = k!/kk as well—this is an observation by Keevash [32, Theorem 3.1].

For smaller k’s, slightly more is known. When k = 3, Bollobás [6] showed that π({K−
4 , F5}) = 2

9

where K−
4 = {123, 124, 134} and F5 = {123, 124, 345}. This was improved by Frankl and Füredi [25],

who showed that π(F5) is already equal to 2
9 . Using flag algebra, Baber and Talbot [4] improved

this further by showing that π({123, 124, 345, 156}) = 2
9 . Finally, when k = 4, Pikhurko [49] showed

that π({1234, 1235, 4567}) = 3
32 .

As shown above, not a lot is known about families F of k-graphs with π(F) = k!/kk. As an
application of our entropic proof of the density Turán theorem, we will generalize our argument to
show π(F) = k!/kk for a new family F of k-graphs. Our method has a benefit that we may first
come up with an argument and then see what family of k-graphs need to be forbidden in order for
the argument to work. We believe that this advantage can help discovering more families F with
minimum positive Turán densities.

To state our result, for any partition λ of k, let λ = (λ1, . . . , λℓ) where ℓ = ℓ(λ) is the length of λ,
and λ1 ≥ · · · ≥ λℓ. We also denote

∑ℓ
i=1 λi by |λ| (which is equal to k by definition). For any λ with

ℓ(λ) ≥ 2, we define the λ-tent, denoted by ∆λ, to be the following k-graph. The λ-tent comes with
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Base

Apex

Figure 1. (3, 2)-tent

an edge e that is the base and a vertex v that is the apex. Setting ℓ = ℓ(λ) to be the length of λ, for
each i ∈ [ℓ] we also have an edge ei containing v such that |ei ∩ e| = λi. Moreover, we require that
ei ∩ ej = {v} for any i ̸= j ∈ [ℓ]. It is clear that this determines ∆λ uniquely up to isomorphism—in
fact, we must have e ∩ e1, . . . , e ∩ eℓ partition e. It is easy to check that this definition matches the
definition of ∆(1,1,...,1) above, F5 = ∆(2,1) (with base 123 and 4 being the apex) and Pikhurko’s result
can be rephrased as π(∆(3,1)) =

3
32 . Our result can now be stated as follows.

Theorem 1.4. Let k ≥ 2 be a positive integer, and let Fk be the family of λ-tents with |λ| = k and
ℓ(λ) = 2. Then π(Fk) = k!/kk.

Note that this is a stronger statement than Mubayi’s and Mubayi and Pikhurko’s results. In
fact, ∆(1,1,...,1) admits a homomorphism to ∆λ for every |λ| = k and ℓ(λ) = 2, which shows that
π(∆(1,1,...,1)) ≤ π(Fk). Using the same argument, we can transform Theorem 1.4 into a Turán result
of a single k-graph.

Theorem 1.5. Let k ≥ 2 be a positive integer, and let λ be a partition of k such that λ1 ≤ ⌈k/2⌉
and λi = 1 for all 1 < i ≤ ℓ(λ). Then π(∆λ) = k!/kk.

Although when k = 3 and 4, Theorem 1.5 is subsumed by the known results mentioned above,
this gives a new Turán result for larger k’s. To show that this should be a nontrivial result for larger
k’s, we prove the following result in the opposite direction.

Theorem 1.6. There exists a constant α < 1 so that for all sufficiently large k ∈ N and any partition
λ of k with ℓ(λ) ≥ 2, if λ1 > αk then π(∆λ) > k!/kk.

Theorem 1.5 shows that the constant in Theorem 1.6 cannot be smaller than 1/2, and it seems
like an interesting question to determine the best possible value of α. It might help us understand
the k-graphs F with π(F ) = k!/kk as well. We leave this as a future direction for interested readers.

Beyond showing π(F) = k!/kk for various families F of k-graphs, our method also applies to some
other scenarios where the extremizers are blowups of complete hypergraphs. Unfortunately, we have
not been able to find an argument that proves a new and clean statement in those settings. We
nonetheless include the arguments later in Section 8 in the hope that they will be enlightening for
readers interested in adapting our arguments. The relevant background will also be introduced there.

1.4. Structure of the paper. We will first present our new proof of the density Turán theorem
in Section 2. We will then introduce the necessary entropic tools in Section 3, which will set us
up for Section 4, where we rephrase our proof in terms of entropy. In Section 5, we will show how
our entropic formulation captures quantities such as hypergrpah Lagrangian and spectral radius.
We will use the connection to prove the spectral Turán theorems and the equivalence between the
entropic Turán theorem and the density Turán theorem. In Section 6, we set up some notations and
propositions that will be useful in the later sections. In Section 7, we will apply the entropic argument
in Section 4 to show Theorem 1.4 in two different ways, and we will also prove Theorems 1.5 and 1.6.
Some further generalization of our arguments is included in Section 8, where we also introduce some
related known results. Finally, we will end with some concluding remarks in Section 9.
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2. A new proof of the density Turán theorem

In this section, we give a new proof to the density Turán theorem. The key idea is to lower bound
the density of stars of each size in terms of edge density by their Sidorenko property. If the densities
are large, then we shall find a large clique. The main difference of this proof from all the previous
ones is that we consider stars of all sizes at once.

Proof of the density Turán theorem. For any two graphs H,G, let t(H,G) be the homomorphism
density of H in G. That is, t(H,G) is the probability that a function f : V (H) → V (G) chosen
uniformly at random is a homomorphism from H to G. We will need the following lemma about
lower bounding the homomorphism density of stars in terms of edge density, which is a special case
of Sidorenko’s conjecture. We include the proof here since the proof is short.

Lemma 2.1. For i ≥ 0, let Si = K1,i be the star with i+ 1 vertices. Then

t(Si, G) ≥ t(K2, G)i

holds for any graph G.

Proof. Assume n = |V (G)| and m = |E(G)|. Note that Si has i+ 1 vertices, and hence

t(Si, G) =

∑
v∈V (G) deg(v)

i

ni+1
≥ 1

ni

(∑
v∈V (G) deg(v)

n

)i

=
(2m)i

n2i
= t(K2, G)i,

where the inequality follows from the convexity of xi. □

Now we assume the graph G is Kr+1-free. We sample a sequence of i.i.d. random vertices v0, v1, . . .
from V (G) uniformly at random. For i ≥ 0, let Ai be the event that the induced graph on vertices
v0, . . . , vi−1, vi contains Si as a subgraph centered at vi. In particular, A0 is the true event. Note that
there can only be at most r events happening at the same time. Otherwise, assume Ai0 , Ai1 , . . . , Air

are all true for some 0 = i0 < i1 < · · · < ir. Then vi0 , . . . , vir form an (r + 1)-clique in G. Therefore,
by double counting, we may conclude that

P(A0) + P(A1) + · · · ≤ r.

On the other hand, we know that P(Ai) = t(Si, G) ≥ t(K2, G)i for all i. Thus, we have

1

1− t(K2, G)
≤ P(A0) + P(A1) + · · · ≤ r.

After rearranging, we get
2m

n2
= t(K2, G) ≤ 1− 1

r
,

and we are done. □

3. Shannon entropy

In this section, we introduce the definition of Shannon entropy and some of the properties we will
use from the literature. We refer the readers to [2, Section 14.6] for a more detailed introduction.
We will also prove a lemma which upper bounds the entropies of random variables by the entropy of
their mixture. This lemma will be one of the key ingredients of many of the proofs in the rest of this
paper.
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3.1. Preliminaries. For any discrete random variable X, we write pX(x)
def
= P(X = x). Also,

we denote by supp(X) the support of X, i.e. the set of all x such that pX(x) > 0. Through
out this paper, the random variables we will consider are always discrete with finite support, i.e.
|supp(X)| < ∞. For any such random variable, we may define its Shannon entropy.

Definition 3.1. For any random variable X, we define its Shannon entropy

H(X)
def
=

∑
x∈supp(X)

−pX(x) log2 pX(x).

For any sequence of random variables X1, . . . , Xn, we use H(X1, . . . , Xn) to denote the entropy of
the random tuple (X1, . . . , Xn).

We also define the conditional entropy of X given Y .

Definition 3.2. For any two random variables X,Y , the conditional entropy of X given Y is given
by

H(X | Y )
def
= H(X,Y )−H(Y ).

Equivalently, we have

H(X | Y ) =
∑

y∈supp(Y )

pY (y)H(X | Y = y)

=
∑

(x,y)∈supp(X,Y )

−pX,Y (x, y) log2

(
pX,Y (x, y)

pY (y)

)
.

Using the definition of conditional entropy, we have the following chain rule.

Proposition 3.3 (Chain rule). For any random variables X1, . . . , Xn, we have

H(X1, . . . , Xn) = H(X1) +H(X2 | X1) + · · ·+H(Xn | X1, . . . , Xn−1).

The following proposition says that on a fixed support, the entropy is maximized by the uniform
distribution on that support.

Proposition 3.4 (Uniform bound). For any random variable X, we have

H(X) ≤ log2 |supp(X)| ,

where the equality holds if and only if X is uniform.

We will also need the following two propositions about entropy.

Proposition 3.5 (Subadditivity). For any three random variables X,Y, Z, we have

H(X,Y ) ≤ H(X) +H(Y ),

H(X,Y | Z) ≤ H(X | Z) +H(Y | Z).

Proposition 3.6 (Dropping condition). For any three random variables X,Y, Z, we have

H(X | Y ) ≤ H(X),

H(X | Y,Z) ≤ H(X | Z).
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3.2. Mixture and the mixture bound. In this subsection, the concern is what is called the
mixture of random variables.

Definition 3.7. For random variables X1, . . . , Xn and weights w1, . . . , wn ≥ 0 with
∑n

i=1wi = 1,
we say that Z is the mixture of X1, . . . , Xn with weight w1, . . . , wn if Z is obtained from the following
procedure. We first pick an independent random index i with probability P(i = i) = wi. Then we
set Z = Xi.

In our applications, we will consider mixtures of random variables whose supports do not overlap
too much.

Definition 3.8. Let a be a positive integer. We say that the random variables X1, . . . , Xn have
(a+1)-wise disjoint supports if for any element x ∈ ∪n

i=1 supp(Xi), there are at most a many indices
i such that x ∈ supp(Xi).

With the definitions above, we may state our lemma about an upper bound on the entropies of
random variables with (a+ 1)-wise disjoint supports, in terms of the entropy of their mixture.

Lemma 3.9 (Mixture bound). Let X1, . . . , Xn be random variables with (a+1)-wise disjoint supports.
Then there exists a mixture of X1, . . . , Xn, say Z, such that

n∑
i=1

2H(Xi) ≤ a2H(Z).

Proof. Let si = 2H(Xi) and we define
wi =

si∑n
j=1 sj

.

Let i be an independent random index with probability P(i = i) = wi and let Z = Xi be the mixture.
By chain rule, we have H(Z, i) = H(i) +H(Z | i) = H(Z) +H(i | Z). Therefore,

H(Z) = H(i) +H(Z | i)−H(i | Z).

By the definition of entropy and conditional entropy, we have

H(i) =
n∑

i=1

−wi log2wi =
−si∑n
i=1 si

log2
( si∑n

i=1 si

)
and

H(Z | i) =
n∑

i=1

wiH(Xi) =
si log2 si∑n

i=1 si
.

We may upper bound H(i | Z) by uniform bound. For any x ∈ ∪n
i=1 supp(Xi), when conditioning on

Z = x, there are at most a possible indices as an outcome of i. Thus, we have

H(i | Z) ≤ log2 a.

Combining all above, we get

H(Z) ≥ −si∑n
i=1 si

log2
( si∑n

i=1 si

)
+

si log2 si∑n
i=1 si

− log2 a

= log2

(
n∑

i=1

si

)
− log2 a,

and we are done after rearranging. □

The following example shows that Lemma 3.9 resembles a double counting on (a+1)-wise disjoint
sets. Thus, the mixture bound can be viewed as an entropic version of this double counting.



10 TING-WEI CHAO AND HUNG-HSUN HANS YU

Example 3.10. Let a be an integer and let S1, . . . , Sn be some sets that are (a+ 1)-wise disjoint.
Assume Xi is a random element chosen from Si uniform at random for each i ∈ [n], and let Z be
the mixture of X1, . . . , Xn provided by Lemma 3.9. We have 2H(Xi) = |Si|, and by uniform bound
we have 2H(Z) ≤ |∪n

i=1Si|. Hence, Lemma 3.9 implies that
n∑

i=1

|Si| ≤ a2H(Z) ≤ a

∣∣∣∣∣
n⋃

i=1

Si

∣∣∣∣∣ ,
which gives the same bound as the double counting argument on pairs (x, i) with x ∈ Si.

4. Reformulation using the entropy method

In this subsection, we reformulate the proof in Section 2 using entropy to prove Theorem 1.1. As
expected, we shall sample the stars in the same way as Szegedy did [60], and we will use Lemma 3.9
to replace the double counting argument.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Recall that we have a Kr+1-free graph G and symmetric random variables
X,Y distributed on V (G) with {X,Y } ∈ E(G) always holding. We first fix an integer N ∈ N, and
we will take N goes to infinity later.

Claim 4.1. For each i = 0, 1, . . . , N , there exists a random tuple Ti = (v
(i)
0 , . . . , v

(i)
N ) ∈ V (G)N+1

such that
(1) there is always an edge between v

(i)
j , v

(i)
i for all j = 0, . . . , i− 1,

(2) the marginal distributions of v(i)j and X are the same for all j = 0, 1 . . . , N , and
(3) H(Ti) = iH(Y | X) + (N + 1− i)H(X).

Proof. For i = 0, it is easy to check that N + 1 i.i.d. random vertices v
(0)
0 , . . . , v

(0)
N with the law of

X satisfy the condition.
For i ≥ 1, we first sample an edge (v

(i)
0 , v

(i)
i ) using the law of (X,Y ). Next, we condition on v

(i)
i

and resample v
(i)
0 (i− 1) times conditionally independently to get v

(i)
1 , . . . , v

(i)
i−1. Finally, we sample

v
(i)
i+1, . . . , v

(i)
N independently using the law of X.

Note that the first two conditions are true from the way we sample the random variables. It
remains to compute H(Ti). Note that H(Ti) = H(v

(i)
0 , . . . , v

(i)
i ) + (N − i)H(X) since we sampled

v
(i)
i+1, . . . , v

(i)
N independently. By chain rule, we have

H(v
(i)
0 , . . . , v

(i)
i ) =H(v

(i)
0 , . . . , v

(i)
i−1 | v

(i)
i ) +H(v

(i)
i )

=iH(v
(i)
0 | v(i)i ) +H(v

(i)
i )

=iH(Y | X) +H(X).

Therefore, H(Ti) = iH(Y | X) + (N + 1− i)H(X). □

Now, we may apply Lemma 3.9 to the random tuples T0, . . . , TN in Claim 4.1. Since G is
Kr+1-free, similar to the proof in Section 2, any tuple of N + 1 vertices is in at most r supports
supp(Ti). Therefore, the supports of T0, . . . , TN are (r + 1)-wise disjoint. Thus, there is a mixture
T = (v0, . . . , vN ) of T0, . . . , TN such that

N∑
i=0

2H(Ti) ≤ r2H(T ).

Note that the marginal distribution of vi is also the same as the marginal distribution of X, so we may
upper bound H(T ) by (N+1)H(X) by subadditivity. By using H(Ti) = iH(Y | X)+(N+1−i)H(X),
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we get
N∑
i=0

xi ≤ r,

where x
def
= 2H(Y |X)−H(X). By taking N to infinity, we conclude that 1/(1− x) ≤ r. Therefore,

H(Y | X)−H(X) = log2 x ≤ log2

(
1− 1

r

)
. □

Let |V (G)| = n and |E(G)| = m. If we pick (X,Y ) uniformly at random from all the oriented
edges, Theorem 1.1 and the uniform bound give

log2(2m) = H(X,Y ) ≤ 2H(X) + log2

(
1− 1

r

)
≤ 2 log2 n+ log2

(
1− 1

r

)
.

That is, m ≤
(
1− 1

r

)
n2

2 , which recovers the density Turán theorem. In the next section, we will see
that Theorem 1.1 is in fact equivalent to the density Turán theorem by relating entropy to blowup
densities.

5. Connecting entropy to Lagrangian and spectral radius

In this section, we will show that Theorem 1.1 is equivalent to the density Turán theorem. We
will actually generalize this equivalence in many ways: we will show it for hypergraphs, and we will
also go much beyond Lagrangian and blowup densities. This will be useful later to draw connection
to the spectral radius of graphs.

We first observe that in Theorem 1.1, the quantity that we care about is actually the maximum
of H(X,Y )− 2H(X) when (X,Y ) ranges over all possible symmetric distributions on the oriented
edges of G. This quantity turns out to be related to the blowup density b(G). To extend this to
hypergraphs, we make the following definitions.

Definition 5.1 (Random edge with uniform ordering). Let G be a k-graph, we say that a tuple of
random vertices (X1, . . . , Xk) ∈ V (G)k is a random edge with uniform ordering on G if (X1, . . . , Xk)
is symmetric and {X1, . . . , Xk} is always an edge of G. Here, (X1, . . . , Xk) being symmetric means
the distribution of (Xσ(1), . . . , Xσ(k)) is always the same for any permutation σ of [n].

Definition 5.2 (Entropic density). For any k-graph G, define its entropic density bentropy(G) to
be the largest possible value of 2H(X1,...,Xk)−kH(X1) for any random edge with uniform ordering
(X1, . . . , Xk).

Note that bentropy(G) exists as the space of random edge with uniform ordering is compact. We
will show that bentropy(G) is equal to b(G), which immediately shows that Theorem 1.1 is equivalent
to the density Turán theorem. We will actually show a stronger statement. To that end, we make
the following notations. For any k-graph G, let E⃗(G) be the set of oriented edges. For each p > 0,
let bp(G) be the maximum of

∏
(v1,...,vk)∈E⃗(G) xv1 · · ·xvk for (xv)v∈V (G) subject to ∥xv∥ℓp = 1 (the

same definition was made by Keevash, Lenz and Mubayi [33] where they called the quantity the
p-spectral radius). Also let bp,entropy(G) be the largest possible value of 2H(X1,...,Xk)− k

p
H(X1) for any

random edge with uniform ordering (X1, . . . , Xk). Note that bp(G) and bp,entropy(G) both exist by
compactness.

Example 5.3. When p = 1, we clearly have bp(G) = b(G) and bp,entropy(G) = bentropy(G). When G
is a graph and p = 2, it is not hard to see that bp(G) is the maximum

max x⃗⊺AGx⃗ subject to
∥∥(xv)v∈V (G)

∥∥
ℓ2

= 1



12 TING-WEI CHAO AND HUNG-HSUN HANS YU

where AG is the adjacency matrix of G. It is a standard fact that this is exactly the spectral radius of
G. In this case, b2,entropy(G) is the largest possible value of 2H(X,Y )−H(X) = 2H(Y |X) for any random
edge with uniform ordering (X,Y ).

For general k, if p = k, then bp(G) corresponds to the spectral radius of the adjacency
k-tensor of G, which was proven in [51]. The quantity bk,entropy(G) is the largest possible value of
2H(X1,...,Xk)−H(X1) = 2H(X2,...,Xk|X1). Once we prove bk(G) = bk,entropy(G), this would provide a nice
alternative interpretation of the spectral radius for hypergraphs.

Now we will show that bp(G) and bp,entropy(G) are equal to each other. The proof uses Lagrange
multiplier in a crucial way.

Proposition 5.4. For any k-graph G and any p > 0, bp,entropy(G) = bp(G).

Proof. For any v ∈ V (G), let L⃗v(G) be the oriented link of v, i.e. the set (v2, . . . , vk) such that
(v, v2, . . . , vk) ∈ E⃗(G).

We start with the following claim that helps us simplify H(X1, . . . , Xk)−k
pH(X1) when (X1, . . . , Xk)

is in a certain form.

Claim 5.5. For any tuple (xv)v∈V (G) ∈ RV (G)
≥0 , we consider a random edge with uniform ordering

(X1, . . . , Xk) on G given by

P((X1, . . . , Xk) = (v1, . . . , vk)) =
1

β

k∏
i=1

xvi , where β
def
=

∑
(v1,...,vk)∈E⃗(G)

k∏
i=1

xvi .

We also define

yv
def
= P(X1 = v) =

xv
β

∑
(v2,...,vk)∈L⃗v(G)

k∏
i=2

xvi .

Then we have

H(X1, . . . , Xk)−
k

p
H(X1) = log2 β − k

p

∑
v∈V (G)

yv log2

(
xpv
yv

)
.

Proof. First, we have

H(X1, . . . , Xk) =
∑

(v1,...,vk)∈E⃗(G)

− 1

β

k∏
i=1

xvi log2

(
1

β

k∏
i=1

xvi

)

=
∑

(v1,...,vk)∈E⃗(G)

1

β

k∏
i=1

xvi

(
log2 β −

k∑
i=1

log2 xvi

)

= log2 β − k
∑

v∈V (G)

yv log2 xv

Combining this with H(X1) =
∑

v∈V (G)−yv log2 yv, we get

H(X1, . . . , Xk)−
k

p
H(X1) = log2 β − k

p

∑
v∈V (G)

(pyv log2 xv − yv log2 yv)

= log2 β − k

p

∑
v∈V (G)

yv log2

(
xpv
yv

)
. □
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Now, we may prove the proposition. We first show that bp,entropy(G) ≥ bp(G).
Let (xv)v∈V (G) ∈ RV (G)

≥0 be the tuple that achieves the maximum in the definition of bp(G).
Define (X1, . . . , Xk), β, and (yv)v∈V (G) in the same way as in Claim 5.5. Note that β = bp(G) and∑

v∈V (G) x
p
v = 1. From Claim 5.5, we have

H(X1, . . . , Xk)−
k

p
H(X1) = log2 β − k

p

∑
v∈V (G)

yv log2

(
xpv
yv

)

≥ log2 β − k

p
log2

 ∑
v∈V (G)

xpv

 = log2 β,

where the inequality follows from the Jensen’s inequality and the concavity of log2 x. Therefore
bp,entropy(G) ≥ bp(G).

For the opposite direction, let (X1, . . . , Xk) be a random edge with uniform ordering achieving
the maximum of bp,entropy(G). For any unoriented edge e ∈ E(G), let qe be the probability
P({X1, . . . , Xk} = e). Also let xv =

(
1
k

∑
e∋v qe

)1/p. Then

H(X1, . . . , Xk) = H(X1, . . . , Xk | {X1, . . . , Xk}) +H({X1, . . . , Xk}) = log2 k!−
∑

e∈E(G)

qe log2 qe

and
H(X1) =

∑
v∈V

−xpv log2 x
p
v.

Therefore, (qe)e∈E(G) is a maximizer of

−
∑

e∈E(G)

qe log2 qe +
k

p

∑
v∈V (G)

xpv log2 x
p
v

subject to qe ≥ 0 for all e ∈ E(G) and
∑

e∈E(G) qe = 1. Note that ∂xpv/∂qe is nonzero only if v ∈ e,
and if that is the case we have ∂xpv/∂qe = 1/k. By Lagrange multiplier, we know that

− log2 qe − 1 +
1

p

∑
v∈e

(1 + log2 x
p
v)

is constant for all e ∈ E(G) with qe > 0. Therefore

α
def
=

qe∏
v∈e xv

is the same for all e ∈ E(G) with qe > 0. Notice that P(X1 = v) = xpv for any v ∈ V (G), and for
any (v1, . . . , vk) ∈ E⃗(G), we have

P((X1, . . . , Xk) = (v1, . . . , vk)) =
qe
k!

=
α

k!

k∏
i=1

xvi .

Therefore, using Claim 5.5 with β = k!/α, we see that

H(X1, . . . , Xk)−
k

p
H(X1) = log2 β − k

p

∑
v∈V (G)

yv log2

(
xpv
yv

)
,

where, in this case, yv = xpv. Thus, H(X1, . . . , Xk)− k
pH(X1) = log2 β. Note that

∑
v∈V (G) x

p
v = 1.

Therefore by the fact that

β =
∑

(v1,...,vk)∈E⃗(G)

k∏
i=1

xvi ,
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we have bp,entropy(G) ≤ bp(G). □

Corollary 5.6. For any family F of k-graphs, π(F) is the supremum of 2H(X1,...,Xk)−kH(X1) for any
random edge with uniform ordering (X1, . . . , Xk) on any F-hom-free k-graph G.

Proof. Since π(F) is the supremum of b(G) for all F-hom-free k-graphs G, we know that π(F) is
the supremum of bentropy(G) for all F -hom-free k-graphs G as well. The statement follows from the
definition of entropic density bentropy(G). □

Corollary 5.7. The entropic Turán theorem (Theorem 1.1) is equivalent to the density Turán
theorem.

Proof. By Corollary 5.6, it suffices to show that if G is Kr+1-free, then G is Kr+1-hom-free. This is
clear as any homomorphic image of Kr+1 is Kr+1. □

Remark. In the previous section, we showed that Theorem 1.1 implies the density Turán theorem
using a simpler argument. This turns out to be the direction we care about in this paper. For all
the Turán-type results proven later in this paper using entropy and Proposition 5.4, we may also
avoid the use of Proposition 5.4 by a similar simpler argument. However, we think Proposition 5.4 is
interesting on its own, so we establish the proposition here and will freely use it from now on.

Setting p = 2, we can now prove Theorem 1.2 by combining Theorem 1.1 and Szegedy’s method
of sampling a random homomorphic image of the tree T .

Proof of Theorem 1.2. From Proposition 5.4 and the observation in Example 5.3, there exists a
random edge with uniform ordering (X,Y ) on G such that log2 ρ(G) = H(Y | X). By Theorem 1.1,
we have

ℓ log2 ρ(G) = ℓH(Y | X) ≤ H(X) + (ℓ− 1)H(Y | X) + log2

(
1− 1

r

)
.

Let v1, . . . , vℓ be an ordering of the vertices of T where for every i ∈ {2, . . . , ℓ}, the vertex
vi is adjacent to exactly one vj with j < i. Now, we sample random vertices X1, . . . , Xℓ in G
as follows. Let X1 be a random vertex sampled using the law of X. Assume we have already
sampled X1, . . . , Xi−1, and assume vj is the neighbor of vi with j < i. We sample Xi conditionally
independently such that Xi | Xj ∼ Y | X. It follows that X1, . . . , Xℓ is always a homomorphic image
of T in G. Also, from the way we sample, we know that H(X1, . . . , Xℓ) = H(X) + (ℓ− 1)H(Y | X).
Thus, we have

H(X) + (ℓ− 1)H(Y | X) = H(X1, . . . , Xℓ) ≤ log2#{homomorphisms from T to G},

and we are done by combining this with the previous inequality and rearranging. □

For general p, recall that our definition of bp(G) matches the definition of p-spectral radius given
by Keevash, Lenz and Mubayi. Thus, by combining Proposition 5.4 with Theorem 1.1, we recover
the following theorem for graphs by Kang and Nikiforov [31].

Theorem 5.8 ([31]). Let r ≥ 2 be a positive integer and p ≥ 1 be a real number. For any Kr+1-free
graph G with n vertices and m edges, we have

bp(G) ≤
(
1− 1

r

)
n2−2/p,

and

bp(G) ≤
(
1− 1

r

)1/p

(2m)1−1/p.
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Proof. From Proposition 5.4, there exists a random edge with uniform ordering (X,Y ) on G such
that log2 bp(G) = H(X,Y )− 2

pH(X). We have

H(X,Y )− 2

p
H(X) ≤

(
2− 2

p

)
H(X) + log2

(
1− 1

r

)
≤
(
2− 2

p

)
log2 n+

(
1− 1

r

)
,

and

H(X,Y )− 2

p
H(X) ≤

(
1− 1

p

)
H(X,Y ) +

1

p
log2

(
1− 1

r

)
≤
(
1− 1

p

)
log2(2m) +

1

p

(
1− 1

r

)
. □

We also remark that, by utilizing Proposition 5.4, we can translate Theorem 7.1 and also results
in Section 8 into spectral results using arguments in the proofs of Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 5.8.

6. Partial hypergraphs

In this section, we introduce some notations and an entropic lemma that will be useful in the
later sections. Those notations are non-standard and are set for our own notational convenience
when describing hypergraphs and homomorphisms.

A partial k-graph F is a simplicial complex whose faces have size at most k. Its set of vertices
is denoted by V (F ), and its set of faces, or partial edges, is denoted by E(F ). A homomorphism
from a partial k-graph F to a k-graph G is a map f : V (F ) → V (G) such that for any partial edge
e ∈ E(F ), f is injective on e and f(e) is contained in some edge in E(G). Now for any partial
k-graph F , its extension F̃ is the k-graph obtained as follows: first let E′ be the set of maximal
partial edges in E(F ), and then extend each partial edge in E′ to a k-edge by adding in extra vertices,
where two different edges do not share any extra vertices. Notice that if F is a simplicial complex
generated by edges of some k′-graph F ′ with k′ < k, then F̃ is the extension of F ′ as defined in the
introduction.

Example 6.1 (Definition of partial tents). In Section 7, the partial k-graphs and the corresponding
extensions of concern would be the following. For any partition λ of k with ℓ

def
= ℓ(λ) ≥ 2, the partial

λ-tent ∆p
λ is the partial k-graph obtained by taking the simplicial complex generated by ∆λ, and

then restricting it to e∪ {v} where e is the base and v is the apex. It is easy to verify that ∆λ is the
extension of the partial k-graph ∆p

λ.

extension

Figure 2. Partial (3, 2)-tent and its extension. Note that for the partial tent, only
the maximal edges are shown.

Those definitions are useful as for any partial k-graph F , a homomorphism F → G is essentially
the same as a homomorphism F̃ → G. This would be helpful later as instead of considering
homomorphisms from ∆λ, we can consider homomorphisms from ∆p

λ, which are easier to describe.

Proposition 6.2. Let F be a partial k-graph, and let G be a k-graph. Then there is a homomorphic
image of F in G if and only if there is a homomorphic image of F̃ in G.



16 TING-WEI CHAO AND HUNG-HSUN HANS YU

Proof. Let (F̃ )cpx be the simplicial complex generated by the edges in F̃ , which we will think
of as a partial k-graph. Then F is the restriction of (F̃ )cpx on V (F ). For any homomorphism
f : V (F̃ ) → V (G) from F̃ to G, we also have that it is an homomorphism from (F̃ )cpx to G. It is
then easy to check that f |V (F ) is a homomorphism from F to G.

Conversely, suppose that g : V (F ) → V (G) is a homomorphism from F to G. Note that for each
e ∈ E(F̃ ), we know that e∩V (F ) ∈ E((F̃ )cpx) and so e∩V (F ) is in E(F ) as well. By the definition,
this implies that for every e ∈ E(F̃ ), we have that g is injective on e ∩ V (F ) and g(e ∩ V (F )) is
contained in some edge in G. As any vertex in V (F̃ )\V (F ) is in exactly one edge in E(F̃ ), it is
possible to extend g to g̃ : V (F̃ ) → V (G) so that g(e) is an edge in G for each e ∈ E(F̃ ). The
extended map g̃ is indeed a homomorphism from F̃ to G. □

Later on, as in the proof in Section 4, we will need to show that we can sample random
homomorphisms from some tree-like structures with high entropy. Before we can do so, we need to
first describe what the tree-like structures are.

Definition 6.3 (Partial forest and forest sequence). For any partial k-graph F , any linear order <
on V (F ), and any vertex v ∈ V (F ), let MF,<(v) be the set of partial edges whose maximum vertex
is v. A partial k-graph F is a partial forest with respect to a linear order < on V (F ) if for every
v ∈ V (F ), there is exactly one maximal partial edge ev in MF,<(v). In this case, the forest sequence
of (F,<) is a sequence (n1, . . . , nk) where for each i ∈ [k], ni is the number of vertices v ∈ V (F )
with |ev| = i.

We also define quantities that are analogs of the quantity 2H(Y |X)−H(X) we used in Section 4.

Definition 6.4 (Ratio sequence). Let (X1, . . . , Xk) ∈ V (G)k be a random edge with uniform
ordering on a k-graph G. We define the ratio sequence 0 < x1 ≤ · · · ≤ xk = 1 of (X1, . . . , Xk) by
xi = 2H(Xi|Xi+1,...,Xk)−H(Xi) for each i ∈ [k].

We are now ready to apply Szegedy’s argument to sample homomorphisms from partial forests
with high entropy.

Lemma 6.5. Let (X1, . . . , Xk) be a random edge with uniform ordering on a k-graph G and let
x1, . . . , xk be its ratio sequence. For any partial forest F with a linear order <, if (n1, . . . , nk) is its
forest sequence, then one can sample a random homomorphism (Yv)v∈V (F ) from F to G with entropy
equal to

v(F )H(X1) + log2

(
k∏

i=1

x
nk+1−i

i

)
.

Moreover, the random homomorphism can be sampled such that for any partial edge e ∈ E(F ), the
distribution of (Yv)v∈e is the same as (Xi)k−|e|+1≤i≤k.

Proof. We will induct on v(F ). The case v(F ) = 0 is vacuously true. Now suppose that it holds
for partial forest of size v(F ) − 1. Let vmax be the maximum vertex in V (F ). Then F\{vmax} is
also a partial forest, and so we may sample a random homomorphism (Yv)v∈V (F )\{vmax} with the
prescribed properties. Let e be the maximal partial edge in MF,<(vmax), and let j = k + 1− |e|. By
the inductive hypothesis, (Yv)v∈e\vmax

is identically distributed as (Xi)j+1≤i≤k. Therefore, we may
sample Yvmax given (Yv)v∈e\vmax

conditionally independently so that (Yv)v∈e is identically distributed
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as (Xi)j≤i≤k. This way,

H
(
(Yv)v∈V (F )

)
=H

(
(Yv)v∈V (F )\{vmax}

)
+H

(
Yvmax | (Yv)v∈e\{vmax}

)
=(v(F )− 1)H(X1) + log2

(
x−1
j

k∏
i=1

x
nk+1−i

i

)
+H(Xj | Xj+1, . . . , Xk)

=v(F )H(X1) + log2

(
k∏

i=1

x
nk+1−i

i

)
where we use that H(Xi) = H(X1) for any i ∈ [k]. It remains to show that for any partial edge e′

containing vmax, the distribution of (Yv)v∈e′ is the same as (Xi)k−|e′|+1≤i≤k. This is true as e′ ⊆ e
by the definition of e and vmax, and the distribution (X1, . . . , Xk) is symmetric. □

7. Proof of Theorems 1.4 and 1.5

In this section, we will first give two proofs of Theorem 1.4. We will then show how Theorem 1.4
implies Theorem 1.5. Finally, we will conclude this section with a proof of Theorem 1.6.

Throughout this section, we will fix a k-graph G and a random edge with uniform order-
ing (X1, . . . , Xk) on G. We will also set 0 < x1 ≤ · · · ≤ xk = 1 to be its ratio sequence.
We make an observation that to upper bound b(G) = bentropy(G), it suffices to upper bound
2H(X1,...,Xk)−H(Xk) = x1 · · ·xk−1 by the chain rule. Therefore, the upper bound of Theorem 1.4
follows from the following statement.

Theorem 7.1. If G is λ-tent-hom-free for every |λ| = k and ℓ(λ) = 2, then we have

H(X1, . . . , Xk)− kH(X1) = log2(x1 · · ·xk) ≤ log2
k!

kk
.

We first show that Theorem 1.4 indeed follows from Theorem 7.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.4 using Theorem 7.1. First, it is clear that π(Fk) ≥ k!/kk as a single edge does
not contain any homomorphic image of any tents, and it has blowup density k!/kk. To show the
reverse inequality, if G is Fk-hom-free, then by Theorem 7.1, we have b(G) = bentropy(G) ≤ k!/kk.
This shows that π(Fk) ≤ k!/kk. □

7.1. First proof of Theorem 7.1. To prove Theorem 7.1, we will apply Lemma 6.5 and Lemma 3.9
to obtain several inequalities involving x1, . . . , xk. Then we will solve for the maximum of x1 · · ·xk−1

subject to the inequalities.

Lemma 7.2. If G is λ-tent-hom-free for every |λ| = k and ℓ(λ) = 2, then for any i, j ∈ [k] with
i+ j ≤ k, we have xi + xj ≤ xi+j.

Proof. We will consider two partial forests F (1) and F (2) both on V = {v1, . . . , vk, w}. Let F (1)

be spanned by the two partial edges {v1, . . . , vk} and {vi+1, . . . , vk, w}. Let F (2) be spanned by
the two partial edges {v1, . . . , vk} and {v1, . . . , vk−j , w}. Then both partial k-graphs are indeed
partial forests with respect to the linear order v1 < · · · < vk < w. It is clear that in F (1) with the
forest sequence (n1, . . . , nk), the vertices v1, . . . , vk contribute one to n1, . . . , nk and w contributes
to nk−i+1. Similarly, the forest sequence of F (2) is all-one except for nk−j+1 = 2.

Let (Y
(1)
v )v∈V , (Y

(2)
v )v∈V be the random homomorphism from F (1), F (2) given by Lemma 6.5,

respectively. Note that if some tuple of vertices is in the supports of both (Y
(1)
v )v∈V and (Y

(2)
v )v∈V ,

then this tuple corresponds to a homomorphism from F (1) ∪ F (2) to G. As F (1) ∪ F (2) clearly
contains a partial (i, k − i)-tent with base {v1, . . . , vk} and apex w, we know that the two random
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homomorphisms have disjoint support. Suppose that (Zv)v∈V is the mixture given by Lemma 3.9,
then by Lemmas 3.9 and 6.5 we know

(x1 · · ·xk−1 · xi + x1 · · ·xk−1 · xj) 2(k+1)H(X1) ≤ 2H((Zv)v∈V ).

Observe that both F (1) and F (2) contains the partial edges {v1, . . . , vk} and {vi+1, . . . , vk−j , w}.
Therefore (Y

(1)
v1 , . . . , Y

(1)
vk ) and (Y

(2)
v1 , . . . , Y

(2)
vk ) both have the same distributions as (X1, . . . , Xk)

by Lemma 6.5, which shows that (Zv1 , . . . , Zvk) has the same distribution as (X1, . . . , Xk) as well.
Using a similar argument, we can show that (Zw, Zvi+1 , . . . , Zvk−j

) has the same distribution as
(Xi+j , . . . , Xk). As a consequence,

H ((Zv)v∈V ) ≤H(Zv1 , . . . , Zvk) +H(Zw | Zvi+1 , . . . , Zvk−j
)

=H(X1, . . . , Xk) +H(Xi+j | Xi+j+1, . . . , Xk)

=(k + 1)H(X1) + log2(x1 · · ·xk−1 · xi+j).

This shows that

x1 · · ·xk−12
(k+1)H(X1)(xi + xj) ≤ x1 · · ·xk−12

(k+1)H(X1) · xi+j

and so the desired statement follows. □

Our next goal is to upper bound x1 · · ·xk−1. To upper bound the product, we prove the following
auxiliary inequality.

Lemma 7.3. Suppose that y1, . . . , yk are some non-negative real numbers with yi + yj ≤ yi+j for
any i, j ∈ [k] with i+ j ≤ k. Then

y1 · · · yk ≤ k!

(
y1 + · · ·+ yk(

k+1
2

) )k

.

Proof. We will prove this by induction. It clearly holds when k = 1. Now suppose that k ≥ 2 and
the statement holds for k − 1. Then by the inductive hypothesis,

y1 · · · yk ≤ (k − 1)!

(
y1 + · · ·+ yk−1(

k
2

) )k−1

yk ≤ k!

(k − 1) · y1+···+yk−1

(k2)
+ yk

k

k

k

by AM-GM. Since

y1 + · · ·+ yk−1 =
1

2

k−1∑
i=1

(yi + yk−i) ≤
k − 1

2
yk,

we know

(k − 1) · y1 + · · ·+ yk−1(
k
2

) +
yk
k

=
2

k

(
y1 + · · ·+ yk−1 +

yk
2

)
≤ 2

k
· k

k + 1
(y1 + · · ·+ yk)

and so

y1 · · · yk ≤ k!

(
2

k+1(y1 + · · ·+ yk)

k

)k

= k!

(
y1 + · · ·+ yk(

k+1
2

) )k

,

as desired. □

Combining Lemma 7.2 and Lemma 7.3, we are now ready to prove Theorem 7.1.
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Proof of Theorem 7.1. By Lemma 7.2, x1, . . . , xk are non-negative reals satisfying the condition of
Lemma 7.3. We also know that xk = 1, so x1 + · · ·+ xk ≤ k−1

2 + 1 = k+1
2 . Thus by Lemma 7.3,

x1 · · ·xk−1 = x1 · · ·xk ≤ k!

(
k+1
2(

k+1
2

))k

=
k!

kk
,

which is the desired statement □

7.2. Second proof of Theorem 7.1. Here, we give an alternative proof using much more compli-
cated partial forests. Although the proof is more involved, this proof would be the one we generalize
later in Section 8.

Lemma 7.4. If G is λ-tent-hom-free for every |λ| = k and ℓ(λ) = 2, then for every i ∈ [k − 1], we
have xj < xi+1 for each j ≤ i and

i∏
j=1

xj
xi+1 − xj

≤ 1.

Proof. We will fix i throughout this proof. As in what we did in Section 4, we will temporarily fix
an integer N ∈ N that will later be taken to infinity. For any 1 = t0 < t1 < t2 < · · · < ti ≤ N ,
we will define a partial forest F (⃗t) on V = {v1, . . . , vk−i−1, w1, . . . , wN}. The partial forest F (⃗t) is
spanned by the partial edges {wm, wtj+1 , . . . , wti} ∪ {v1, . . . , vk−i−1} for every tj ≤ m < tj+1, where
ti+1 is set to be N + 1. This is indeed a partial forest with respect to the linear order < with
v1 < · · · < vk−i−1 < wN < · · · < w1. We can compute the forest sequence with respect to the linear
order as follows: each vj contributes one to nj for each j ≤ k− i−1, and each wm with tj ≤ m < tj+1

contributes 1 to nk−j . Therefore the forest sequence (n1, . . . , nk) is (t1 − t0, . . . , ti+1 − ti, 1, . . . , 1).

Now let (Y
(⃗t)
v )v∈V be the random homomorphism produced by Lemma 6.5. This gives

H
(
(Y (⃗t)

v )v∈V

)
= (N + k − i− 1)H(X1) + log2

xi+2 · · ·xk ·
∏

j≤i+1

x
tj−tj−1

j

 . (7.1)

We will now show that the supports of (Y (⃗t)
v )v∈V are disjoint for different choices of t⃗. Suppose

for the sake of contradiction that for some t⃗ ̸= t⃗′ there is a tuple of vertices from V (G) lying in the
supports of (Y (⃗t)

v )v∈V and (Y
(⃗t′)
v )v∈V . Then this tuple witnesses a homomorphism sending F (⃗t)∪F (⃗t′)

to G. We will show a contradiction by demonstrating that F (⃗t) ∪ F (⃗t′) contains a homomorphic
image of some partial λ-tent with ℓ(λ) = 2.

Let j ≥ 1 be the minimum index in which t⃗ and t⃗′ differ, and without loss of generality,
suppose that t′j < tj . Then we can find partial edges e = {v1, . . . , vk−i−1, wt0 , wt1 , . . . , wti},
e1 = {v1, . . . , vk−i−1, wt′j

, wtj , . . . , wti} in F (⃗t) and e2 = {wt′0
, . . . , wt′j

} in F (⃗t′). By the minimality
of j, we know e2 = {wt0 , . . . , wtj−1 , wt′j

}. Note that e, e1, e2 form a partial (k− j, j)-tent with base e

and apex wt′j
, showing that F (⃗t) ∪ F (⃗t′) contains a partial (k − j, j)-tent, which is a contradiction.

Therefore we may now apply Lemma 3.9 with a = 1. Suppose that (Zv)v∈V is the resulting
mixture of (Y (⃗t)

v )v∈V for all possible t⃗. By Lemma 6.5 and the fact that {v1, . . . , vk−i−1, wm} is
present in all partial forests we take for any m ∈ [N ], we know that (Zv1 , . . . , Zvk−i−1

, Zwm) has the
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same distribution as (Xi+1, . . . , Xk) for each m ∈ [N ]. Hence

H ((Zv)v∈V ) ≤H(Zv1 , . . . , Zvk−i−1
) +

N∑
m=1

H(Zwm | Zv1 , . . . , Zvk−i−1
)

=H(Xi+2, . . . , Xk) +NH(Xi+1 | Xi+2, . . . , Xk)

=(N + k − i− 1)H(X1) + log2(xi+2 · · ·xk · xNi+1). (7.2)

Thus Lemma 3.9 and (7.1) and (7.2) now gives

2(N+k−i−1)H(X1)
∑

1=t0<t1<···<ti+1=N+1

xi+2 · · ·xk ·
∏

j≤i+1

x
tj−tj−1

j ≤ xi+2 · · ·xk · xNi+1 · 2(N+k−i−1)H(X1),

and so ∑
1=t0<t1<···<ti+1=N+1

∏
j≤i+1

(
xj
xi+1

)tj−tj−1

≤ 1.

Note that we may replace j ≤ i + 1 by j < i + 1 in the product. This way, when we take N to
approach infinity, we must have xj < xi+1 for each j ∈ [i] in order for the left hand side to converge.
Moreover, the left hand side becomes∑

δ1,...,δi∈N

∏
j≤i

(
xj
xi+1

)δj

=
∏
j≤i

xj
xi+1 − xj

,

as desired. □

Once again, to prove Theorem 7.1, we need to upper bound x1 · · ·xk−1 given the inequalities in
Lemma 7.4. We will prove a slightly stronger statement, which will also be useful in the next section.

Lemma 7.5. Let k be a positive integer. Fix real numbers 0 < z1 < · · · < zk. Let 0 < y1 < . . . < yk
be real numbers with ∏

j≤i

yj
yi+1 − yj

≤
∏
j≤i

zj
zi+1 − zj

for any i = 1, . . . , k − 1. Then
y1 · · · yk−1 ≤

z1 · · · zk−1

zk−1
k

yk−1
k .

Proof. We will prove by induction on k. When k = 1 this is clearly true. Now suppose that k ≥ 2
and the statement is true for all smaller k. Then we have

y1 · · · yi
z1 · · · zi

≤
yii+1

zii+1

for all i < k − 1 by the inductive hypothesis. Now let

αi =
1

i

∑
j≤i

zj
zk − zj

for any i ≤ k − 1. Note that for any i < k − 1, we have(
y1 · · · yi+1

z1 · · · zi+1

)αi+1

≤
(
y1 · · · yi
z1 · · · zi

)αi
(
yii+1

zii+1

)(αi+1−αi)(
yi+1

zi+1

)αi+1

=

(
y1 · · · yi
z1 · · · zi

)αi
(
yi+1

zi+1

) zi+1
zk−zi+1

.

Here, we are using that αi+1 − αi ≥ 0 as z1
zk−z1

< · · · < zi+1

zk−zi+1
. Multiplying these up for

i = 1, . . . , k − 2, and we get(
y1 · · · yk−1

z1 · · · zk−1

)αk−1

≤
(
y1
z1

) z1
zk−z1

· · ·
(
yk−1

zk−1

) zk−1
zk−zk−1

.
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Thus (
y1 · · · yk−1

z1 · · · zk−1

)αk−1+1

≤
k−1∏
i=1

(
yi
zi

) zi
zk−zi

(
yk − yi
zk − zi

)

=

k−1∏
i=1

(yi
zi

) zi
zk

(
yk − yi
zk − zi

) zk−zi
zk


zk

zk−zi

≤
k−1∏
i=1

(
zi
zk

· yi
zi

+
zk − zi
zk

· yk − yi
zk − zi

) zk
zk−zi

(weighted AM-GM)

=

k−1∏
i=1

(
yk
zk

) zk
zk−zi

=

(
yk
zk

)(k−1)(αk−1+1)

,

completing the inductive step.
□

Alternative Proof of Theorem 7.1. Suppose G is Fk-hom-free. Set zi = i for each i ∈ [k]. By
Lemma 7.4, we know that∏

j≤i

xj
xi+1 − xj

≤ 1 =
∏
j≤i

j

(i+ 1)− j
=
∏
j≤i

zj
zi+1 − zj

.

Therefore by Lemma 7.5 and the fact that xk = 1,

x1 · · ·xk−1 ≤
(k − 1)!

kk−1
=

k!

kk
,

as desired. □

7.3. Proof of Theorems 1.5 and 1.6. As mentioned in the introduction, Theorem 1.5 is an
immediate corollary of Theorem 1.4. We give a detailed argument of how Theorem 1.5 follows from
Theorem 1.4 below.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let λ be a partition of k with λ1 ≤ ⌈k/2⌉ and λi = 1 for all 1 < i ≤ ℓ(λ).
Again, it is clear that π(∆λ) ≥ k!/kk, so it suffices to show that π(∆λ) ≤ k!/kk. To show this, it
suffices to show that any ∆λ-hom-free k-graph G is also ∆λ′-hom-free for any λ′ with |λ′| = k and
ℓ(λ′) = 2. This will follow immediately if we show that ∆λ admits a homomorphism to ∆λ′ for any
such λ′. By Proposition 6.2, it is sufficient to show that ∆λ′ admits a homomorphism from ∆p

λ for
any λ′ with |λ′| = k and ℓ(λ′) = 2. This is now simple: suppose that ∆λ′ has base e′ and apex v′,
and e′1, e

′
2 are two edges such that |e′i ∩ e′| = λ′

i for i ∈ [2]. We also suppose that ∆p
λ has base e

and apex v, and e1, . . . , eℓ are partial edges such that |ei ∩ e| = λi for i ∈ [ℓ]. As λ′
1 ≥ ⌈k/2⌉ ≥ λ1,

we can take f : e ∪ {v} → V (∆λ′) so that f(v) = v′, f(e) = e′ and f(e ∩ e1) ⊆ e′ ∩ e′1. This is a
homomorphism from ∆p

λ to ∆λ′ as any vertex in e′ shares an edge with v′ in ∆λ′ . □

Finally, we give a proof of Theorem 1.6 by demonstrating a k-graph G that has b(G) > k!/kk and
is ∆λ-free for large λ1. Similar to an earlier lower-bound construction by Frankl and Füredi [23] for
∆(k−1,1), we will do so by constructing a k-graph G so that the intersection of any two edges is small.

Proof. Let α < 1 be some constant that is close to 1. In particular, assume that α > 1/2. Let Gaux

be an auxiliary graph with vertices
([2k]

k

)
, and two vertices are connected if the corresponding subsets

have intersection at least αk. Then Gaux is a regular graph with degree∑
i≤(1−α)k

(
k

i

)2

< k

(
k

⌊(1− α)k⌋

)2

= 2(2h(α)+o(1))k,
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where h(α) = −α log2 α− (1− α) log2 α and we use that(
k

(1− α+ o(1))k

)
= 2(h(α)+o(1))k

when α > 1/2.
By the Caro–Wei theorem, there exists an independent set of size(

2k
k

)
2(2h(α)+o(1))k

= 2(2−2h(α)+o(1))k.

This corresponds to a k-graph G on [2k] with 2(2−2h(α)+o(1))k edges so that any two edges have
intersection less than αk.

Now if G contains a homomorphic image of ∆λ where λ1 > αk, let e be its base and let e1 be the
edge with |e ∩ e1| = λ1. Also let f be a homomorphism from ∆λ to G. Then |f(e) ∩ f(e1)| > αk,
and so f(e) = f(e1). This shows if v is the apex of ∆λ, then f(v) = f(u) for some u ∈ e. However,
{uv} is contained in some edge in ∆λ, which is a contradiction. Thus π(∆λ) is at least b(G), which
is at least the density of G. The density of G is

k! · 2(2−2h(α)+o(1))k

(2k)k
= 2(1−2h(α)+o(1))k · k!

kk
,

which is strictly greater than k!/kk for sufficiently large k as long as h(α) < 1/2. As h is continuous
on [1/2, 1] and h(1) = 0, this is true for α sufficiently close to 1. □

The proof roughly gives α ≈ 0.89. Although our proof is not fully optimized, we believe that it
would not give the correct upper bound for α even after being fully optimized. Therefore we do not
pursue in this direction.

8. Other applications of our method

Recall from the introduction that Mubayi [41] showed π(E
(k)
k+1) = k!/kk where E(k)

k+1 is the extended
clique of size k + 1, and Mubayi and Pikhurko [42] strengthened it to π(∆(1,1,...,1)) = k!/kk. In fact
they both proved more general results than this: Mubayi showed that for each r ≥ k,

π(E
(k)
r+1) = b(K(k)

r ) =
k−1∏
i=1

(
1− i

r

)
and Mubayi and Pikhurko strengthened it as follows: consider the partial k-graph F on r+1 vertices
generated by [k] and all the 2-subsets of [r+1], and then take its extension F̃ . Then π(F̃ ) = b(K

(k)
r )

as well. Note that E(k)
r+1 is the extension of Kr+1 as a partial k-graph, and there is a homomorphism

from Kr+1 to F̃ . Therefore π(E
(k)
r+1) ≤ π(F̃ ), and so π(F̃ ) = b(K

(k)
r ) is indeed a stronger statement.

We remark that Keevash’s adaptation [32, Theorem 3.1] of Sidorenko’s argument [57] gives a much
more general result than Mubayi and Pikhurko’s result in this case, and we refer the readers to
Keevash’s survey for the statement.

We are able to prove π(F̃ ) = b(K
(k)
r ) as well, though our proof is considerably more complicated,

and it seems hard to produce a clean stronger statement. We nonetheless outline the argument here
for readers interested in improving our argument.

Theorem 8.1. Let k, r be positive integers with r ≥ k. Let F be a family of k-graphs such that the
following holds. For any i = 1, . . . , k − 1, if we take the union of any

(
r−k+i

i

)
+ 1 different partial

forests F (⃗t) as in the proof of Lemma 7.4, then its extension is not F-hom-free.
Then π(F) ≤ b(K

(k)
r ).
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Proof. Suppose that G is F -hom-free. Let (X1, . . . , Xk) be any random edge with uniform ordering
on G and let x1, . . . , xk be its ratio sequence. We first fix some i ∈ [k − 1]. Temporarily fix some
large positive integer N as in the proof of Lemma 7.4. For any 1 = t0 < t1 < · · · < ti ≤ N , let
(Y

(⃗t)
v )v∈V be the random homomorphism from F (⃗t) to G sampled via Lemma 6.5 as in the proof of

Lemma 7.4. Then by the assumption on F and that G is F -hom-free, we know that the supports of
the random homomorphisms (Y

(⃗t)
v )v∈V are

((
r−k+i

i

)
+ 1
)
-wise disjoint. Therefore, if (Zv)v∈V is the

mixture of the (Y
(⃗t)
v )v∈V ’s provided by Lemma 3.9, we have∑

1=t0<t1<···<ti≤N

2
H
(
(Y

(t⃗)
v )v∈V

)
≤
(
r − k + i

i

)
2H((Zv)v∈V ).

Using what we have computed in the proof of Lemma 7.4, when N is taken to infinity, we get∏
j≤i

xj
xi+1 − xj

≤
(
r − k + i

i

)
.

Now let zi = r − k + i for each i = 1, . . . , k. Then it is easy to verify that(
r − k + i

i

)
=
∏
j≤i

zj
zi+1 − zj

for each i ∈ [k − 1]. Therefore, by Lemma 7.5, we get that

x1 · · ·xk−1 ≤
z1 · · · zk−1

zk−1
k

=
(r − k + 1) · · · (r − 1)

rk−1
=

k−1∏
i=1

(
1− i

r

)
= b(K(k)

r ).

This shows that b(G) = bentropy(G) ≤ b(K
(k)
r ) for any F-hom-free k-graph G, and so we have

π(F) ≤ b(K
(k)
r ). □

Corollary 8.2. Let F be the partial k-graph on r + 1 vertices generated by [k] and all the 2-subsets
of [r + 1]. Let F̃ be its extension. Then π(F̃ ) = b(K

(k)
r ).

Proof. First of all, it is clear that K
(k)
r is F -hom-free. Therefore, by Proposition 6.2, K(k)

r is also
F̃ -hom-free, and so π(F̃ ) ≥ b(K

(k)
r ).

To show that π(F̃ ) ≤ b(K
(k)
r ), it now suffices to show that the assumption of Theorem 8.1 holds

for any i ∈ [k− 1]. Indeed, for any collection T of
(
r−k+i

i

)
+1 different possible t⃗’s, we may construct

S ⊆ N with size r − k + i+ 1 that satisfies the following: for each s ∈ S there exists t⃗ ∈ T such that
s ∈ {t1, . . . , ti}, and there exists a t⃗ ∈ T with {t1, . . . , ti} ⊆ S. Indeed, set S′ =

⋃
t⃗∈T {t1, . . . , ti}.

Then |T | ≤
(|S′|

i

)
, which shows that |S′| ≥ r− k+ i+1. Now simply take S ⊆ S′ of size r− k+ i+1

while containing some {t1, . . . , ti} for some t⃗ ∈ T . Label this t⃗ as t⃗∗.
Now we need to show that there is a homomorphic image of F̃ in the extension of

⋃
t⃗∈T F (⃗t). By

Proposition 6.2, it suffices to construct a homomorphism from F to
⋃

t⃗∈T F (⃗t). To do so, we will
simply map 1, . . . , k− i− 1 to v1, . . . , vk−i−1, map k− i, . . . , k to wt∗0

, . . . , wt∗i
, and then map the rest

of the vertices into S\{t∗1, . . . , t∗i } bijectively. To show that this is indeed a homomorphism, notice
first that {v1, . . . , vk−i−1, wt∗0

, . . . , wt∗i
} is a partial edge in F (t⃗∗). Therefore it remains to check that

{ws1 , ws2} and {vm, ws1} are both in
⋃

t⃗∈T F (⃗t) for any s1 ̸= s2 ∈ S and m ∈ [k − i− 1]. Indeed, if
s1 < s2 and s2 = tj for some t⃗ ∈ T , then {vm, ws1 , ws2} is indeed a partial edge in F (⃗t), which shows
that both {ws1 , ws2} and {vm, ws1} are partial edges in F (⃗t) as well. □
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We remark that Theorem 8.1 seems much stronger than Corollary 8.2, though we do not see a
clean way to extract a stronger statement from Theorem 8.1. We leave this as a potential future
direction for interested readers.

With a completely different method, we can improve Mubayi’s result in a slightly different way,
and this is closer to what Sideorenko actually did in his paper [57] using hypergraph Lagrangian.
In that paper, Sidorenko showed that many extensions of partial k-graphs on r + 1 vertices have
Turán density equal to b(K

(k)
r ), as long as r is at least some threshold Mk that depends on k. One

special case related to our result is the k-graph F
(k,k−1)
r+1 that can be obtained as follows: consider

the partial k-graph on [r + 1] spanned by the edges {[k − 1] ∪ i : i = k, . . . , r + 1} and all the
2-subsets of [r + 1], and then take the extension of the partial k-graph. For example, F (k,k−1)

k+1 is the
tent ∆(k−1,1). Sidorenko’s result is more general and relies on trees T that satisfy the Erdős–Sós
conjecture ex(T, n) ≤ 1

2(v(T )− 2)n, and we refer the readers to Sidorenko’s original paper [57] for
more details (also see [59, Section 2] or [61] for some families of trees where the Erdős–Sós conjecture
is known to hold).

With a slightly different choice of partial forests, we can also prove that π(F (k,k−1)
r+1 ) = b(K

(k)
r ) for

sufficiently large r with respect to k. Our argument actually gives a more general statement: for any
s < k ≤ r, let F (k,s)

r+1 be the extension of the partial k-graph spanned by {[s]∪ i : i = s+1, . . . , r+1}
and all the 2-subsets of [r + 1]. Then we obtain a sufficient condition for π(F

(k,s)
r+1 ) = b(K

(k)
r ).

Theorem 8.3. Let k, r, s be positive integers with k ≤ r and

k − s ≥
s−1∑
i=1

i

r − i
. (8.1)

Then π(F
(k,s)
r+1 ) = b(K

(k)
r ).

Proof. It is clear that K
(k)
r is F

(k,s)
r+1 -hom-free. Therefore, π(F (k,s)

r+1 ) ≥ b(K
(k)
r ).

To prove the other direction π(F
(k,s)
r+1 ) ≤ b(K

(k)
r ), we may fix a F

(k,s)
r+1 -hom-free k-graph G and

a random with uniform ordering (X1, . . . , Xk) on G. Let x1, . . . , xk be the ratio sequence of
(X1, . . . , Xk). We will solve for the maximum of x1 . . . xk−1 under the constraints given by the
following lemma.

Lemma 8.4. For any integers i, j with i ∈ [k − s], i ≤ j < k, we have
xi

r − k + i
≤ xj+1 − xj .

Proof. We will fix i, j throughout this proof. As in what we did in Section 4, we will temporarily
fix an integer N ∈ N that will later be taken to infinity. For any t ∈ [N ], we will define a partial
forest F (t) on V = {v1, . . . , vk−i, w1, . . . , wN}. The partial forest F (t) is spanned by the partial
edges {v1, . . . , vk−i, wt}, {v1, . . . , vk−j−1, wm, wt} for every m < t, and {v1, . . . , vk−j−1, wm} for every
m > t. With the linear order < given by v1 < · · · < vk−i < wN < · · · < w1, we know that F (t) is
indeed a partial forest. We can compute the forest sequence with respect to the linear order as follows:
each vm contributes one to nm for each m ≤ k− i. For the contribution of wm, if m > t it contributes
one to nk−j ; if m = t it contributes one to nk−i+1; otherwise it contributes one to nk−j+1. Therefore
the forest sequence (n1, . . . , nk) is e⃗1 + · · · + e⃗k−i + (N − t)e⃗k−j + e⃗k−i+1 + (t − 1)e⃗k−j+1, where
e⃗1, . . . , e⃗k are the vectors in the standard basis. Now let (Y

(t)
v )v∈V be the random homomorphism

produced by Lemma 6.5. This gives

H
(
(Y (t)

v )v∈V

)
= (N + k − i)H(X1) + log2

(
xi · · ·xk · xt−1

j xN−t
j+1

)
. (8.2)
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Now, we show that the random tuples (Y
(1)
v )v∈V , . . . , (Y

(N)
v )v∈V have (r − k + i+ 1)-wise disjoint

supports. Note that, for any t1 < · · · < tr−k+i+1, the extension of the union ∪r−k+i+1
ℓ=1 F (tℓ) contains

a homomorphic image of F (k,k−i)
r+1 , given by the partial edges {v1, . . . , vk−i, wtℓ} for ℓ ∈ [r− k+ i+1]

and {wtℓ′ , wtℓ} for 1 ≤ ℓ′ < ℓ ≤ r − k + i+ 1. Since k − i ≤ s, this is also a homomorphic image of
F

(k,s)
r+1 . Thus, no sequence of vertices is in ∩r−k+i+1

ℓ=1 supp((Y
(tℓ)
v )v∈V ).

Therefore we may now apply Lemma 3.9 with a = r− k+ i. Suppose that (Zv)v∈V is the resulting
mixture of (Y (t)

v )v∈V for all t ∈ [N ]. Note that the partial edge {v1, . . . , vk−i} is present in all partial
forests, so by Lemma 6.5 we know that (Zv1 , . . . , Zvk−i

) has the same distribution as (Xi+1, . . . , Xk).
Similarly, for each m ∈ [N ], since the partial edge {v1, . . . , vk−j−1, wm} is present in all partial
forests, we know that (Zv1 , . . . , Zvk−j−1

, Zwm) has the same distribution as (Xj+1, . . . , Xk). Hence

H ((Zv)v∈V ) ≤H(Zv1 , . . . , Zvk−i
) +

N∑
m=1

H(Zwm | Zv1 , . . . , Zvk−j−1
)

=H(Xi+1, . . . , Xk) +NH(Xj+1 | Xj+2, . . . , Xk)

=(N + k − i)H(X1) + log2(xi+1 · · ·xk · xNj+1). (8.3)

Thus Lemma 3.9 and (8.2) and (8.3) now give

N∑
t=1

xi · · ·xk · xt−1
j xN−t

j+1 · 2(N+k−i)H(X1) ≤ (r − k + i)xi+1 · · ·xk · xNj+1 · 2(N+k−i)H(X1),

and so

N∑
t=1

xix
t−1
j x−t

j+1 ≤ r − k + i.

By rearranging and taking N goes to infinity, we obtain

xi
xj+1

· 1

1− xj

xj+1

=
∞∑
t=1

xi
xj+1

(
xj
xj+1

)t−1

≤ r − k + i,

and the lemma follows. □

Once again, to prove Theorem 8.3, we need to upper bound x1 · · ·xk−1 given the inequalities in
Lemma 8.4. We start with the following inequality similar to Lemma 7.3.

Lemma 8.5. Suppose that y1, . . . , yt and z are some non-negative real numbers. Then

y1 · · · yt ≤

(
t∑

i=1

yi
z + i

)t
(z + 1) · · · (z + t)

tt
.

Proof. We will prove this by inducting on t. For t = 1, the inequality is trivial.
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Assume the statement is true for t− 1. From the inductive hypothesis and AM-GM inequality, we
have

y1 · · · yt ≤yt

(
t−1∑
i=1

yi
z + i

)t−1
(z + 1) · · · (z + t− 1)

(t− 1)t−1

=

(
t− 1

z + t
yt

)( t−1∑
i=1

yi
z + i

)t−1
(z + 1) · · · (z + t)

(t− 1)t

≤

(
t− 1

t

t∑
i=1

yi
z + i

)t
(z + 1) · · · (z + t)

(t− 1)t

=

(
t∑

i=1

yi
z + i

)t
(z + 1) · · · (z + t)

tt
. □

Now, by using this lemma with t = k − 1, yi = xi and z = r − k, it is sufficient to upper bound
right hand side using the conditions from Lemma 8.4.

Claim 8.6. We have
x1

r − k + 1
+ · · ·+ xk−1

r − 1
≤ k − 1

r
xk.

Proof. Let s′ be the largest integer such that

k − s′ ≥
s′−1∑
i=1

i

r − i

holds. In particular, we have s ≤ s′ < k. Set c to be the real number such that

k − 1

r
= (1− c)

1

r − s′
+

1

r − s′ + 1
+ · · ·+ 1

r − 1
.

From the definition of s′, we have

k − 1 ≥ s′ − 1 +
s′ − 1

r − s′ + 1
+ · · ·+ 1

r − 1
=

r

r − s′ + 1
+ · · ·+ r

r − 1

and

k − 1 < s′ +
s′

r − s′
+ · · ·+ 1

r − 1
=

r

r − s′
+ · · ·+ r

r − 1
.

Therefore, c ∈ (0, 1]. By replacing the coefficient of xk using the definition of c and rearranging, we
may rewrite the inequality we want to show as the following.

x1
r − k + 1

+ · · ·+ xk−s−1

r − s− 1
+ c

xk−s

r − s

≤(1− c)
s′

r − s′
xk − xk−s′

s′
+

s′ − 1

r − s′ + 1

xk − xk−s′+1

s− 1
+ · · ·+ 1

r − 1

xk − xk−1

1
. (8.4)

Note that Lemma 8.4 implies that
xi

r − k + i
≤

xk − xk−j

j

holds for all i ≤ k − s′ ≤ j. Thus, to prove (8.4), it is sufficient to check

k − s− 1 + c ≤ (1− c)
s′

r − s′
+

s′ − 1

r − s′ + 1
+ · · ·+ 1

r − 1
.
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Actually, the equality holds because, by the choice of c, we have

k − s− 1 + c =(1− c)
r

r − s′
+

r

r − s′ + 1
+

r

r − s′ + 2
+ · · ·+ r

r − 1
− s+ c

=(1− c)
s′

r − s′
+

s′ − 1

r − s′ + 1
+

s′ − 2

r − s′ + 2
+ · · ·+ 1

r − 1
. □

By combining Lemma 8.5 and Claim 8.6, we get

x1 . . . xk−1 ≤
(
k − 1

r
xk

)k−1 (r − k + 1) · · · (r − 1)

(k − 1)k−1
=

(r − k + 1) · · · (r − 1)

rk−1
= b(K(k)

r ). □

To give a sense of what the inequality in Theorem 8.3 means, with some standard computation,
we can show the following. If r, k are growing positive integers such that r = (C + ok→∞(1))k for
some C ≥ 1, then the largest positive integer s satisfying (8.1) is (C(1− exp(−C−1)) + ok→∞(1))k.
In a different regime where s = k − d for some positive integers d, we can get that the smallest
positive integer r satisfying the inequality is ((2d)−1 + ok→∞(1))k2. We include those computations
in the appendix (Propositions A.2 and A.3).

We briefly remark that the threshold Mk Sidorenko deduced on r is the same as ours when
s = k− 1. However, Sidorenko’s argument works for a more general family of hypergraphs. It is also
possible that by modifying Sidorenko’s argument appropriately, we may get a statement analogous
to Theorem 8.3 with the extra parameter s.

9. Concluding remarks

9.1. Exact result and stability. In this paper, we mostly focus on the Turán density rather than
the Turán number. However, we believe that with more work, it is possible to extract the exact
Turán number for sufficiently many vertices from our density Turán theorems Theorems 1.4 and 8.3
at least when we also forbid all homomorphic images. More specifically, we believe that there is a
corresponding stability result for Theorems 1.4 and 8.3, which is usually helpful to deduce the exact
Turán number for sufficiently many vertices. Indeed, many exact results were deduced using stability
results in a crucial way. For some examples, we refer the readers to [34, 42, 49, 50, 7, 46, 47, 39, 55].

9.2. Other extremizers. All the Turán results we are able to prove in this paper have blowups
of K(k)

r as their asymptotic extremizers, and this is not a coincidence. We find it much easier to
construct partial forests that would give tight inequalities on the ratio sequences x1, . . . , xk with
equality holding when (X1, . . . , Xk) is a uniform oriented edge in K

(k)
r . However, as mentioned in the

introduction, many difficulties of hypergraph Turán problems come from the potential complicated
structures in the extremizers. It would thus be more exciting if our method can be applied to
problems with extremizers not as simple as K

(k)
r .

The first step would probably be to extend this to other Turán problems where the extremizers are
blowups of some other hypergraphs. Two candidates are the complete bipartite 3-graph (A ⊔B,E)

where E =
(
A
2

)
× B ∪ A ×

(
B
2

)
, and the complete oddly bipartite k-graph (A ⊔ B,E) where k is

even, and E is the k-edges e such that |A ∩ e| is odd. Although they are not formally blowups
of some smaller hypergraphs, one can think of the complete bipartite 3-graphs as the blowups of
({1, 2}, {{1, 1, 2}, {1, 2, 2}}), and the completely oddly bipartite k-graphs are the blowups of some
2-vertex “degenerate” hypergraphs as well.

There are many known Turán results where the two hypergraphs are (asymptotic) extremizers.
For example, a classical result of De Caen and Füredi [16] shows that the complete bipartite 3-graph
is an asymptotic extremizer for the Fano plane. This was later extended by Mubayi–Rödl [43] and
Baber–Talbot [4]. On the other hand, Keevash and Sudakov [34] showed that the complete oddly
bipartite k-graph is the extremizer for expanded triangle. A very recent breakthrough of Sankar [55]
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showed that the complete oddly bipartite 4-graph is an asymptotic extremizer for tight cycles of
sufficiently large length not divisible by 4.

We are unable to construct any partial forests that give tight inequalities when G is the complete
bipartite 3-graph. For G being complete oddly k-graphs, it is possible to construct such partial
forests following the argument in Theorem 1.1 and Sidorenko’s [58] and Frankl’s [21] ideas, which
used auxiliary 2-graphs to show that the Turán densities of expanded triangles are 1/2. However, we
have not found any other partial forests that use essentially different ideas. It would be interesting
to see if there are ways to obtain tight inequalities for those two candidates of G in the hope that
they would give rise to new Turán results.

Let us close this discussion by mentioning that our method seems to capture a little structure in
the conjectured extremizer for K

(3)−
4 , the 3-graph on 4 vertices with 3 edges. Let G1 be a 3-graph

on 6 vertices with 10 edges so that any 2-subset is in exactly 2 edges—it turns out that G1 does
exist and is unique up to isomorphism. The iterated blowup Gm of G1 is constructed inductively
by replacing each vertex in G1 with Gm−1. Then Gm is K

(3)−
4 -free, and by taking m to infinity, we

get that π(K
(3)−
4 ) ≥ 2

7 . This is a construction of Frankl and Füredi [22], and the construction is
conjectured to be optimal. The current best upper bound π(K

(3)−
4 ) ≤ 0.2871 is obtained by Baber

and Talbot [3] using flag algebra. Though we cannot say anything new about the Turán problem
of K(3)−

4 itself, our method seems to capture some structure in G1. Indeed, by the partial forests
F (i) = ([4], {[3], [4]\{i}}) for i = 1, 2, 3, we can show that if G is K

(3)−
4 -free and (X1, X2, X3) is a

random edge with uniform ordering on G, then

x1
def
= 2H(X1|X2,X3)−H(X1) ≤ 1

3
.

This is indeed achieved when (X1, X2, X3) is a uniformly chosen oriented edge in G1.

9.3. Entropic spectral radius. In Section 5, we showed that for any k-graph G, its spectral
radius is related to the maximum of H(X2, . . . , Xk | X1) for symmetric distribution (X1, . . . , Xk) on
the oriented edges of G. It would be interesting if this connection can be utilized to deduce some
properties of spectral radius. One possible candidate is a result of Kang, Liu and Shan [30] that
showed that

ρ(G) ≥

 1

v(G)

∑
v∈V (G)

deg(v)
k

k−1

 k−1
k

for any k-graph G, where ρ(G) is the spectral radius of G.

9.4. Entropic flag algebra. As one may have observed, many upper bounds on Turán densities,
especially for those that are still open, were obtained using flag algebra. Such upper bounds using flag
algebra, roughly speaking, are obtained via carefully chosen sum-of-squares inequalities, enumeration
of possible small configurations, and numerical computationg of positive semidefinite programs. See
[54] for a more detailed discussion of the method.

The inequalities obtained using our argument seem to be really different from the inequalities
obtained by sum-of-squares. This suggests a possibility that maybe the flag algebra bounds can be
improved with this new idea and some enumeration of possible partial forests to use in the argument.
However, aside from the time complexity enumerating through the possible partial forests, there
seem to be several technicalities to overcome for this to work. The first is that in most of our proofs,
we need to look at infinitely many partial forests in order to get a tight bound. In addition, the
inequalities we get, unlike the ones in flag-algebraic arguments, are highly non-linear. However, if
we are just aiming for some numerical upper bound that is close to the truth, then hopefully finite
but sufficiently many partial forests together with an approximation of the supremum of x1 · · ·xk−1

subject to the inequalities would be enough.
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The most serious issue is probably that there has not been a framework for automated entropic
computation. So far, the flag-algebraic tools are developed to keep track of the homomorphism
densities of labeled graphs. Unfortunately, it seems that all our arguments for hypergrpah Turán
problems cannot be rephrased using homomorphism densities as we also crucially use the marginal
distributions of the random homomorphisms sampled by Lemma 6.5. It would thus be necessary
to come up with an “entropic flag algebra” framework and implement corresponding software to
execute the idea in this subsection. We refer the readers to [10] for another entropic argument that
motivates this idea of “entropic flag algebra”.
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Appendix A. Explicit relation between r, s and k in Theorem 8.3

In this appendix, we will relate positive integers k, r, s with k ≤ r satisfying the inequality

k − s ≥
s−1∑
i=1

i

r − i
. (A.1)

We first compute the right hand side.

Lemma A.1. Suppose that k, r, s are positive integers satisfying (A.1). Then r(k − s) = Ω(s2),
r − s = Ω(r) and

s−1∑
i=1

i

r − i
= r log

(
r − 1

r − s

)
− (s− 1) +O

(s
r

)
.

Proof. We first show r(k − s) = Ω(s2). This is clear as

k − s ≥
s−1∑
i=1

i

r − i
≥
⌊
s− 1

2

⌋ ⌈
s−1
2

⌉
r −

⌈
s−1
2

⌉ = Ω(s2r−1).

Now we show that r − s = Ω(r). This is clear when r ≥ 2k, so it suffices to check the case when
r < 2k. In this case, we have 2k(k − s) > r(k − s) ≥ Ω(s2). This forces s ≤ ck for some constant
c < 1, and so r − s = Ω(r) as s < k ≤ r.

Now let E be the error term defined by

E =

s−1∑
i=1

i

r − i
−
∫ s

1

x

r − x
dx =

∫ s

1
(f(⌊x⌋)− f(x)) dx

where we set f(x) = x/(r − x). Note that f ′(x) = r(r − x)−2 is positive and increasing in x when
x ∈ [1, s] ⊆ [1, r − 1]. Therefore

0 ≥ f(⌊x⌋)− f(x) ≥ (⌊x⌋ − x)f ′(x) > − r

(r − x)2

for any x ∈ [1, s]. This shows that

0 ≥ E ≥ −(s− 1)r

(r − s)2
,

which shows that E = O(s/r). Therefore

s−1∑
i=1

i

r − i
=

∫ s

1

x

r − x
dx+O

(s
r

)
= r log

(
r − 1

r − s

)
− (s− 1) +O

(s
r

)
. □

Proposition A.2. Let r ≥ k be a positive integer growing with k so that r = (C + ok→∞(1))k
for some constant C ≥ 1. Then the largest positive integer s satisfying (A.1) also satisfies
s = C(1− exp(−C−1) + ok→∞(1))k.
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Proof. By the choice of s, we know

k − s ≥
s−1∑
i=1

i

r − i

and

k − (s− 1) <
s−2∑
i=1

i

r − i
.

Therefore

k − s+O(1) =

s−1∑
i=1

i

r − i
+O

(
s

r − s

)
.

By Lemma A.1, we know that this implies

k − s+O(1) = r log

(
r − 1

r − s

)
− (s− 1) +O

(s
r

)
.

Rearranging, we get
r − 1

r − s
= exp

(
k − 1

r
+O(r−1)

)
,

and so

s =1 + (r − 1)

(
1− exp

(
−k − 1

r
+O(r−1)

))
=1 + (C + ok→∞(1))k ·

(
1− exp

(
−C−1 + ok→∞(1)

))
,

where we use the fact that r−1 = O(k−1). The desired statement thus follows. □

Proposition A.3. Let k, d be positive integers with d < k, and let s = k − d. Then the smallest
positive integer r satisfying (A.1) also satisfies r = ( 1

2d + ok→∞(1))k2.

Proof. By the choice of r, we also have

d ≥
s−1∑
i=1

i

r − i

and

d <

s−1∑
i=1

i

r − 1− i
.

Note that
i

r − i
− i

r − 1− i
= O(ir−2)

for every i ≤ s− 1 as we know that r − s = Ω(r) by Lemma A.1. Therefore

d =
s−1∑
i=1

i

r − i
+O(s2r−2).

By Lemma A.1, we know that r = Ω(d−1s2) = Ω(s2). Therefore by Lemma A.1,

d = r log

(
r − 1

r − s

)
− (s− 1) +O

(s
r

)
= r log

(
r − 1

r − s

)
− (s− 1) + ok→∞(1).
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Note that

r log

(
r − 1

r − s

)
=r log

(
1 +

s− 1

r
+

s(s− 1)

r2
+O

(
s3

r3

))
=r

(
s− 1

r
+

(s+ 1)(s− 1)

2r2
+O

(
s3

r3

))
=s− 1 +

s2

2r
+ ok→∞(1).

Therefore we get that
r

k2
= (1 + ok→∞(1))

r

s2
=

1

2d
+ ok→∞(1),

as desired.
□
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