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Abstract

A graph G is rainbow-F-free if it admits a proper edge-coloring without a rainbow
copy of F. The rainbow Turdn number of F, denoted ex*(n,F'), is the maximum
number of edges in a rainbow-F-free graph on n vertices. We determine bounds on
the rainbow Turan numbers of stars with a single edge subdivided twice; we call such
a tree with ¢ total edges a t-edge broom with length-3 handle, denoted by B;3. We
improve the best known upper bounds on ex*(n,B;3) in all cases where ¢ # 2° —
2. Moreover, in the case where ¢ is odd and in some cases when ¢t = 0 mod 4, we
provide constructions asymptotically achieving these upper bounds. Our results also
demonstrate a dependence of ex*(n, By 3) on divisibility properties of ¢.

1 Introduction

Given a fixed graph F, we say that G contains F if some subgraph of G (not necessarily
induced) is isomorphic to F. We call a subgraph of G isomorphic to F' an F-copy in G. If
G does not contain F' as a subgraph, we say that G is F-free. A foundational question in
extremal combinatorics is to determine the maximum number of edges in an n-vertex F-free
graph. We denote this maximum by ex(n, F'), the Turdn number of F. Since the problem
of determining of ex(n, F') was initiated by Mantel and Turan, this function has been very
broadly studied, and has inspired a number of variations and generalizations.

An edge-coloring of a graph G is a function ¢ : E(G) — N, where we call ¢(e) the
color of edge e. We say that an edge-coloring c is proper if for any incident edges e, f, we
have c(e) # ¢(f). An edge-coloring c is rainbow if ¢ is injective, i.e., for any edges e, f,
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we have c(e) # ¢(f). Given fixed graphs G, F' and an edge-coloring ¢ of G, we say that G
is rainbow-F-free if no F-copy in G is rainbow under c¢. The rainbow Turdn number of F,
ex*(n, F), is the maximum number of edges in an n-vertex graph G which admits a proper
edge-coloring under which G is rainbow-F-free. Study of ex*(n, F') was initiated by Keevash,
Mubayi, Sudakov, and Verstraéte [8] in 2007, and has received substantial attention since
its introduction.

It is clear that for any F', we have ex(n, F') < ex*(n, F'), since any proper edge-coloring of
an n-vertex, F-free graph is rainbow-F-free. In fact, ex(n, F') and ex*(n, F') can only differ
by a sub-quadratic term.

Theorem 1.1 (Keevash-Mubayi-Sudakov-Verstraéte [8]). For any graph F,
ex(n, F) < ex*(n, F) < ex(n, F) + o(n?).

Since ex(n, F') = ©(n?) when F is non-bipartite [3, 4], it follows that ex(n, F') and
ex*(n, F') are often asymptotically equal. However, for bipartite F, we often have that
ex*(n, F') differs from ex(n, F) by a constant multiplicative factor. It seems difficult in
general to exactly determine ex*(n, F') when F' is bipartite, even in cases where ex(n, F') is
well-understood. As an example of these contrasts, let P, denote the f-edge path. We have
ex(n, ;) = 52n4+0(1) for all £ (see [2]), but there is no general formula known for ex*(n, ).
By a construction of Johnston and Rombach [7], we know that ex*(n, P;) > £n + O(1) for
all ¢ > 3, and thus ex(n, P) is not asymptotically equal to ex*(n, P;) in general. When
( € {3,4,5}, we have ex*(n, P;) = £n+ O(1) (see [5, 6]), but the correct leading coefficient
for ex*(n, P) is not known when ¢ > 6.

Paths are far from the only trees whose rainbow Turan numbers are not well-understood.
Another example is By, the broom with ¢ edges and handle length ¢; this is the graph
obtained from a handle P, by adding t — ¢ pendant edges to an end vertex; these additional
pendant edges are called bristles. Note that B,; = P, and By, = FP,1;. Brooms are a
natural family of trees to consider in their own right, but they can also be viewed as a
“midpoint” between stars (whose rainbow Turdan numbers are trivial to compute) and paths
(whose rainbow Turdn numbers are very difficult to understand). Johnston and Rombach [7]
previously studied rainbow Turdn numbers for brooms (among other trees), and exactly
characterized ex*(n, By 2) for all ¢.

Theorem 1.2 (Johnston-Rombach [7]).
In+0(1 ort odd
e (n, Buy) = { 2 +0()
s+ O(1)  fort even
Johnston and Rombach also determined ex*(n, By 3) exactly for certain values of t.

Theorem 1.3 (Johnston-Rombach [7]). Ift = 2° — 2 for some s > 3, then

t+1
ex*(n, Big) = %n +o(1).



No other exact results are known on rainbow Turan numbers for brooms. We note that
other authors have considered rainbow Turan numbers for trees more generally; in particular,
Bednar and Bushaw [1] give some general bounds, including an upper bound for caterpillars
(a class of tree which includes all brooms). It seems to become more difficult to compute
ex*(n, By y) exactly as ¢ grows; the larger ¢ is, the more “path-like” B;, becomes. For a more
general upper bound when /£ is not too large in comparison to ¢, Johnston and Rombach [7]
showed that p

ex*(n, Biy) < #n +O(1)
as long as 3¢ —4 < t. When /¢ is very small, this general bound is sometimes known to be
tight: it gives the correct value when ¢ = 2 and ¢ is odd, and when ¢ = 3 and ¢t = 2° — 2 for
some s > 3. However, as we shall see, there are also many cases where the above bound can
be improved.

We build upon these results by studying the rainbow Turdn numbers of brooms with
handles of length 3. We are able to precisely determine ex*(n, B;3) when ¢ is odd.

Theorem 1.4. Let t > 3 be an odd integer. Then

t
ex"(n, By 3) = " +0(1)

The behavior of ex*(n, By 3) is somewhat more complicated when ¢ is even. Theorem 1.3
determines ex*(n, B;3) when t is an even number of the form 2° — 2. If ¢ is not of the form
2° — 2, we show that ex*(n, B,3) is strictly smaller than 2!
Theorem 1.5. Let t be an even integer such that t # 2° — 2 for any s. Then

t—1 t+1 1
o secoma < (S5 - ) n

n.

2 2 t+2
When t =0 (mod 4), we prove a better upper bound.
Theorem 1.6. Let t =0 (mod 4). Then

t
ex"(n, By ) < " +O(1).

When t is a power of two, we prove a matching lower bound.
Theorem 1.7. Let t = 2° for some s. Then

t
ex"(n, By 3) = oM + O(1).
Finally, we show that the lower bound in Theorem 1.7 also holds when ¢ is one less than
a power of 3. Note that 3° — 1 = 0 (mod 4) if and only if s is even, so Theorem 1.6 and

Theorem 1.8 combine to determine ex*(n, B; 3) in half of the cases where ¢t = 3° — 1.

Theorem 1.8. Lett = 3° — 1 for some s > 2. Then
t
ex"(n, By 3) > " +O(1).

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we prove Theorem 1.4,
as well as some lemmas which are useful throughout the paper. In Section 3, we prove the
theorems concerning even values of ¢. In Section 4, we give concluding remarks.
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1.1 Notation and definitions

Throughout, we use standard notation. We write [n] for the set of integers {1,...,n}. Given
a graph G and v € V(G), we denote by d(v) the degree of v. We denote by 6(G) and d(G)
the minimum and average degrees, respectively, of G. The neighborhood of v, denoted N (v),
is the set {u € V(G) : uwv € E(G)}, while the closed neighborhood of v, denoted N|v], is
N(v) U{v}. Given an edge-coloring ¢ : E(G) — N, we write im(c) for {c(e) : e € E(G)}.
Constructions in this paper will be described in terms of several common graphs and
subgraphs. We denote by Kj, the clique on £ vertices, and by K, the complete bipartite
graph with class sizes s and ¢. In a graph G, a matching M is a subset of F(G) such that
no vertex of G is contained in more than one element of M. We say that M is a perfect
matching if M is a matching and every vertex of GG is contained in some edge of M.

2 0Odd brooms

2.1 Lower bound

Theorem 2.1. Ift is odd, then we have ex*(n, B;3) > tn+ O(1).

Proof. First we show that K;.; admits a proper edge-coloring with no rainbow B, 3. Since
t+1 is even, it is possible to partition the edges of K}, into perfect matchings (see e.g. [9]).
Let each perfect matching correspond to a unique color in {1, ..., ¢}. Suppose that a rainbow
B, 5 appears, with handle vy, vq, v3,v4 and bristles vs, ..., vg11. Assume that c(vivg) = 1.
Since the broom has an edge between v, and every vertex of {v3} U{vs,...,vx11}, the edge
in color 1 which is incident to vy must be viv4 or vyvs; but in either case, the coloring is not
proper.

Now for n € N, taking LLJ disjoint copies of Kj,; along with some isolated vertices

k41
and coloring each clique as described above gives

ox*(n, Bys) > L n J (k+1Dk k

rerl B i LR O

2.2 Upper bound

By Theorem 2.1, we have ex*(n, B;3) > tn+ O(1) for any odd ¢. In this section we provide
a matching upper bound to prove Theorem 1.4, which we restate here for convenience.

Theorem 1.4. Lett > 3 be an odd integer. Then

t
eX*(n, Btjg) = 571 + O(].)



When t = 3, we have Bs3 = P3, and we know that ex*(n, P;) = 3n + O(1) [6]. Thus, we
focus on the cases where ¢ > 3.

Before proving Theorem 1.4, we shall require some set-up and a few lemmas. Our broad
strategy is to argue by contradiction. If Theorem 1.4 is untrue, we will be able to find a
graph G* with several properties, and obtain a contradiction by analyzing G*. The existence
of this G* is guaranteed by the following folklore lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Let G be a graph with d(G) > d. Then G contains a subgraph G* such that
6(G*) > ¢ and d(G*) > d.

Fix t > 5 an odd integer, and suppose there exists some n-vertex graph G with e(G) > %n
which admits a rainbow-B; 3-free proper edge-coloring. By Lemma 2.2, G’ contains a subgraph
G* with §(G*) > £ and d(G*) > t. We may moreover assume that every component of G*
has average degree strictly larger than ¢ (since if not, components with low average degree
may be deleted). For the remainder of this section, we will work with G*.

The following lemma applies to G*, and will help to determine the structure of G* around

a fixed vertex.

Lemma 2.3 (Halfpap [5]). Suppose G is a graph such that §(G) > 3 and every component of
G has average degree at least 5. Let v € V(G). Then v is the endpoint of a rainbow Ps-copy.

We now prove some lemmas concerning the structure of G*. We begin with the following
simple structural lemma which will apply to the components of G* and also be useful in
Section 3.

Lemma 2.4. Lett > 5 and suppose G is a connected graph with d(G) >t and 6(G) > 3. If
G admits a rainbow-B, 3-free proper edge-coloring, then G is a subgraph of K.

Proof. Let v be a vertex of degree (at least) t+1 in G. By Lemma 2.3, there exists a P3-copy
P with v as an endpoint, say P = vayz, with c(vz) = 1, c(zy) = 2, and c(yz) = 3. Now,
v has at least ¢ — 2 neighbors which are not on P, say vy, vs,...v;_5. To avoid a rainbow
B; 3-copy immediately, we have (without loss of generality) c(vv;) =i+ 1 for each i € [t —2].
This also implies that to avoid a rainbow B; 3-copy, v must have exactly ¢ —2 neighbors which
are not on P. So vy,vz € E(G); without loss of generality, c¢(vy) =t and c(vz) =t + 1. We
illustrate the configuration in the case ¢ = 8 in Figure 1.

Figure 1: The structure of N[v]

We now show that for every u € N[v], we have N[u] C N[v]. Note that by the above
analysis, if there exists a rainbow Ps-copy P with v as an endpoint, then v must be adjacent
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to every vertex on P (excepting itself). Observe that if some v € N(v) is adjacent to
w ¢ Nlvl], then vuw is a rainbow Pp-copy ending at v such that v is not adjacent to w, so
there must be no neighbor s of w such that vuws is rainbow. In particular, this means that
|IN(w) \ {v,u}| <1 (since any neighbor of w not on vuw must be adjacent to w via an edge
of color ¢(vu)). This implies d(w) < 2, a contradiction. We conclude that there does not
exist any path vuw with w & N(v), so N[u| C N[v]. O

Lemma 2.4 implies that each component of G* contains at most ¢t + 2 vertices. Since
d(G*) > d(G), this implies that either ex*(n, By3) < in or an extremal construction for
ex*(n, By 3) is provided by taking disjoint copies of some (possibly not proper) subgraph of
K5 with an appropriate edge-coloring.

We also note that Lemma 2.4 applies for any value of ¢ > 5, not only odd ¢, so we shall
also apply it in Section 3 to bound ex*(n, B 3) for even ¢.

Next, we work to bound the size of common neighborhoods in G*. Note that if N(v) N
N(u) is large, then there exist many Cj-copies containing both v and w. The following

observation will be useful in understanding the colorings of such Cy-copies.

Proposition 2.5. Fiz t > 3 and suppose G is a properly edge-colored, rainbow-B, 3-free
graph. Suppose vzyzv is a Cy-copy in G and |N(v) \ {z,y,z}| >t —2. Then either vryzv
is bichromatic, or vxyzv is rainbow and v is incident to edges of colors c(xy) and c(yz).

Proof. Suppose for a contradiction that vzyzv is a Cy-copy whose coloring is not among
the described types. First, suppose vaxyzv is colored with precisely 3-edge colors. Without
loss of generality, c(vz) = c(yz) = 1, c(zy) = 2, and c¢(zv) = 3. At most one vertex in
Nw) \ {z,y, 2} is adjacent to v via an edge whose color is in {1,2,3}; thus, at least t — 3
vertices in N(v) \ {z,y, z} are adjacent to v via edges whose colors are not from {1,2,3}.
Thus, N[v] contains a rainbow B; 3 with handle zyzv, a contradiction.

Next, suppose vzyzv is a rainbow Cy, say with c(vz) = 1, e(xy) = 2, c(yz) = 3, c(2v) = 4,
and v is not incident to an edge colored 3. As above, at most one vertex in N(v) \ {z,y, z}
is adjacent to v via an edge whose color is in {1,2,3,4}; thus, at least ¢ — 3 vertices in
Nw)\{z,y, z} are adjacent to v via edges whose colors are not from {1,2,3,4}. Thus, N|v]
contains a rainbow B; 3 with handle zyzv, a contradiction. O]

We note that, like Lemma 2.4, Proposition 2.5 applies for any value of ¢ > 3, not just
odd t. We will also use Proposition 2.5 in Section 3.
We now consider the intersections of neighborhoods in G*.

Lemma 2.6. For any u,v € V(G*), |[N(u) N N(v)| < t.

Proof. Suppose for a contradiction that there are some u,v € V(G*) with [N (u)NN(v)| > t.
Let wy, ..., w; be t vertices in N(u) N N(v). We define

Cu = {cluw;) : 1 <i <t}

and
Cy = {c(vw;) : 1 <i <t}

We claim first that C, = C,. If not, consider a € C, \ C,. Without loss of generality, a =
c(vwy). Consider the Cy-copy uwivwou. Say b = c(uw, ), and ¢ = c¢(uws). By Proposition 2.5,
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c(vws) # b, so c(vws) must be a new color, say d. Now, using Proposition 2.5 again, u must
be incident to an edge of color a. However, we know that this edge is not of the form uw; for
any 7 € [t], since a € C,,. Since the component of u has at most ¢ + 2 vertices by Lemma 2.4,
the only possible neighbor of u which is not in {w;}!_; is v. Since c¢(vw;) = a, if c(uv) = a
then the coloring is not proper, which is a contradiction.

Thus, we may assume C, = C,. Without loss of generality, c¢(uw;) = i. Let o be the
derangement of [t] such that c(vw;) = o(i). Observe, uw;vwq;)u contains two edges of color
(1), so by Proposition 2.5 must be bichromatic. Thus, we must have c(vwy(;)) = i, that is,
o(o(i)) = i. We conclude that to avoid a rainbow By 3-copy, o must be a product of disjoint
transpositions; however, since t is odd, this is not possible. O

Using Lemma 2.6, we derive a somewhat stronger statement about the interaction be-
tween large closed neighborhoods N|u| with vertices adjacent to w.

Lemma 2.7. Suppose u,v € V(G*) and d(u) =t + 1. Then |N[u] N N(v)| < t.

Proof. Assume for the sake of a contradiction that |N[u]NN(v)| > t. Firstly, note that since
components in G* have size t + 2, if d(u) =t + 1, then either |[N(u) N N(v)| = 0 (that is, u
and v are in different components) or N(v) C Nlu].

By Lemma 2.6, we cannot have |N(u)NN(v)| = ¢t. Thus, we may assume | N (u)NN(v)| =
t —1; say N(u) N N(v) = {wn,...,wi_1}. Since d(u) =t + 1, u has exactly two neighbors
which are not in N(v), namely v itself and another vertex, say x. Similarly to the proof of
Lemma 2.6, let

Co={cluw;):1<i<t—1}

and
Cy ={clvw;) : 1 <i<t—1}.

We now have two cases, depending upon the interaction of C', and C,,.

1. C, #C,.

Without loss of generality, c(uw;) = i for each i € [t — 1], and c(vw;) = t. Observe,
Proposition 2.5 implies that if c(vw;) ¢ C,, for some i € [t], then every Cy-copy uw;vw;u
is rainbow, and moreover that u is incident to an edge colored c¢(vw;). In particular,
if c(vw;) ¢ C,, then we must have c(ur) = c(vw;) (since the only neighbors of u

not in {w;}!Z] are v and x, and we cannot have c(uv) = c(vw;)). This implies that
C, \ {t} C C,.
Now, observe that if ¢(vw;) = 1 for any j € {2,...,t— 1}, then uw,vw;u is a 3-colored

Cy-copy containing v, which does not exist by Proposition 2.5. Thus, 1 ¢ C,. We
conclude that C, \ {t} = Cy, \ {1}, and in particular,

Cl:={clvw;) : 2 <i<t—1}

is equal to {2,...,¢t—1}. Now, as in the proof of Lemma 2.6, let o be the derangement
of {2,...,t — 1} such that c(vw;) = o(i). To avoid a 3-colored Cy-copy, o must be a
product of disjoint transpositions, for otherwise we can find i,5 € {2,...,t — 1} such
that c(w;v) = j, and c(vw;) # 7; then w;vw;u forms the handle of a B, 3. However,
since t is odd and ¢ is a permutation of t — 2 objects, this is not possible.
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2. ¢, =C,.

Without loss of generality, C,, = C, = [t—1], c(uv) = t, and c¢(uz) = t+1. We examine
the possible neighbors of x. Recall that ¢ N (v).

Observe that z is not adjacent to any w;. Indeed, if zw; is an edge and we have
c(zw;) € C,, then w;ruv is the handle of a rainbow B;j-copy, since v has t — 2
neighbors in {w; : j # i}, of which only one is adjacent to v via an edge of color
c(xw;). On the other hand, if c(zw;) ¢ C,, then uzxw;vu is either a trichromatic Cj-
copy (if e¢(xw;) = t) or a rainbow Cjy-copy such that w is not incident to an edge of
color ¢(zw;); both outcomes are precluded by Proposition 2.5.

Since components in G* have size t 4+ 2 by Lemma 2.4, we must have
N(z) C {u,v} U {w;}Z1.

Thus, the only possible neighbors of = are u and v, so d(x) < 2, a contradiction, as
6(G*) > 1L >2 O

With Lemmas 2.4 and 2.7 in hand, we can now quickly establish Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. When t = 3, we have Bs 3 = P3, and ex*(n, P3) = 3n+ O(1) (see [6]).
Thus, we suppose t > 5. As previously in this section, we suppose for a contradiction
that G* is an n-vertex graph with e(G*) > £n. Recall, we may assume that 0(G*) > £, that
d(G*) > t, and that every component of G* has average degree greater than ¢. By Lemma, 2.4,
each component of G* is a subgraph of K; 5. Thus, consider a component of G*, say C. By
the above properties, C' contains a vertex u with d(u) =t + 1, and N[u] = V(C).

Now by Lemma 2.7, for any v € V(C') with v # u, we have |N[u] N N(v)| < ¢, and by
the properties of G*,

[Nlu] AN (v)| = [N(v)] = d(v).

We conclude that u is the only vertex in C' of degree t + 1, and all other vertices in C' in fact
have degree strictly smaller than ¢. Thus, d(C) < t, a contradiction. O

3 Even brooms

3.1 General upper bound

Existing results give the asymptotics of ex*(n, B; 3) for even ¢ only when ¢ = 2° — 2 for some
s, according to Theorem 1.3. In this subsection we prove Theorem 1.5, showing that the
asymptotic behavior of ex*(n, By 3) in fact depends on whether ¢ + 2 is a power of 2.

Theorem 1.5. Let t be an even integer such that t # 2° — 2 for any s. Then

t—1 . t+1 1
Tn —+ O(l) < ex (Tl, Bt73> < (T — t—|——2) n.

The lower bound can be obtained by arbitrarily coloring copies of K;, and in the rest of
this subsection we prove the upper bound. In [7] an edge-coloring of Kys was constructed
which shows that if ¢ = 2° — 2 then ex*(n, By3) > %*n + O(1). We will show that if such a

coloring of K, exists, then ¢ + 2 must be a power of 2.
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Proposition 3.1. Suppose K, is properly edge-colored with no rainbow B, 3. Thent+2 =
2% for some s.

Proof. Let ¢ be such an edge-coloring of K; 5. First we show that ¢ must be optimal, i.e.
every color is a perfect matching of K; . If ¢ is not optimal, the without loss of generality
color 1 is not a perfect matching. By the upper bound of Theorem 1.4, ¢ must be even, so
there are two vertices w, v not incident to color 1. Let z,y be vertices such that c(zy) = 1.
Without loss of generality, ¢(yu) = 2 and ¢(uv) = 3. Now v has ¢ — 2 neighbors outside
{z,y,u} which are not in color 1 or 3, so at least ¢ — 3 of them are not in color 1, 2, or 3.
Thus, zyuv is the handle of a rainbow B, 3, a contradiction.

Thus, assume c is optimal. By Proposition 2.5, we have the following ‘4-cycle property’:
for any z,y,z,w € V(Kyy2), c(xy) = c(zw) implies ¢(yz) = c(zw). Let s be the largest
integer ¢ such that we can find a set U of 2¢ vertices in Ko for which only 2¢ — 1 colors
appear in U, i.e. the restriction of ¢ to U partitions the edges in U into perfect matchings. If
U = V(Ki;2), we are done. Otherwise, let y € V(K;;2) —U. Fix some x € U, and note that
c(xy) does not appear in U. Since every vertex of U is incident to ¢(xy) and the coloring is
proper, we find a set U’ such that |U| = |U’|, UNU’ = (), and there is a matching between U
and U’ in color ¢(zy), corresponding to a bijection f: U — U’. By the 4-cycle property, we
have ¢(f(u)f(v)) = c(uwv) for every u,v € U. Thus, {c(uwv) : u,v € U} = {c(u'?') : v/ ,v €
U'}. Now let w € U and v’ € U'. For each v € U — u, there is a unique v' € U’ — ' such
that c(uv) = ¢(u'v’), and this implies ¢(vv’) = c(uu'). Hence, there is a matching between U
and U’ in color c(uu’). This shows that the edges between U and U’ decompose into perfect
matchings. In total there are 2" —1+2" = 2"+ —1 colors appearing in U UU’, contradicting
the maximality of U. O

In fact, this proof also gives the uniqueness of the optimal coloring constructed by John-
ston and Rombach. Take s to be the largest i such that there is a set U of 2¢ vertices such
that the restriction of ¢ to U can be obtained by some identification ¢ : U — F} so that
c(uv) = ¢(u) — ¢(v). Identify c(zry) with the (i+1)* unit vector e;1; in F5™, and extend the
identification to U U U’ so that ¢(f(u)) = ¢(u) + e;41. For any uv € U, the 4-cycle property
gives c(f(u) f(v)) = c(uv) = ¢(u) = ¢(v) = (P(u) + eip1) = (P(v) +€it1) = G(f(w)) = (f(v)).
For each of the 2° — 1 colors besides e; 1 which appear in the matchings between U and U’,
identify the color c(zu') with ¢(u') — ¢(x). Now let v € U, v € U’. Let u' be such that
o(u') = ¢(V') + ¢(x) — ¢(v). By the above, this implies c(xv) = c(u'v'), so by the 4-cycle
property, c(v) = clau’) = ¢(x) — B(u) = 6(x) — $(v') — 6(x) + 6(v) = $(t) — $(v). This

contradicts the maximality of U.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Suppose t # 2° — 2 and G is an edge-colored graph with no rainbow
B, 3. By Lemma 2.4, each component of G with average degree greater than ¢ is a subgraph
of K;ys. By Proposition 3.1, each such component of G is then a proper subgraph of Ky o,

hence has average degree at most ¢ + 1 — t% So, the average degree of GG is at most
2
t+1- 5. O



3.2 Upper bound for t =0 (mod 4)

When ¢ is even, the formula for ex*(n, B; 3) will vary with the value of ¢. Indeed, Theorem 1.5
tells us that ex*(n, By3) = %n+ O(1) if and only if ¢ is of the form 2° — 2. If ¢ is not of the
form 2°—2, it is not clear where ex*(n, By 3) should fall within the range given by Theorem 1.5.
Towards answering this question, we can improve the upper bound of Theorem 1.5 in the
case when t =0 (mod 4). The goal of this subsection is to prove Theorem 1.6, restated here

for convenience.

Theorem 1.6. Let t =0 (mod 4). Then
. t
ex"(n, B 3) < gn+ O(1).

To prove Theorem 1.6, we need the following structural lemma. We state it here and will
prove it shortly.

Lemma 3.2. Let G be a rainbow B, 3-free graph on at most t + 2 vertices, where t = 0
(mod 4). Then G has at most two vertices of degree t + 1. Additionally, if G does have two
such vertices, then every other vertex has degree at most t — 1.

With Lemma 3.2, Theorem 1.6 follows easily.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Consider a rainbow B, s3-free graph G' on n vertices and with m =
ex*(n, B;3) edges. Note that if ¢ = 4, then B,3 = P,, which does satisfy Theorem 1.6
(see [6]). As such, we may assume ¢ > 4. Suppose, for the sake of contradiction, that
m > Ln. Then d(G) >t and so there is a component C' with d(C) > t. Using Lemma 2.2,
we may assume §(G) > 3 after passing to a subgraph, if necessary. By Lemma 2.4, C' is a
graph on at most ¢ + 2 vertices. Since d(C') > ¢, C has at least one vertex of degree t +1. By
Lemma 3.2, it has at most two such vertices. We now consider the cases. In the first case,
suppose C' has exactly one vertex of degree t + 1. Note that ¢t + 1 is odd and that C' must
have an even number of odd-degree vertices. Hence, some vertex in C' must have a degree
which is at most ¢ — 1. Thus,

- t+1+t—14+12 242t
a(C) < +1+ +° i+ .
t+2 t+42

In the second case, suppose C' has exactly two vertices of degree t + 1. By Lemma 3.2, all
other vertices in C have degree t — 1, at most. Thus,

- 20+ 1) +t(t—1) £ +t+2 4
qoy< D= rate2 o 4
t+2 t+2 t+2
In either case, we have the contradiction ¢ < d(C') <t . Hence, m < Ln. O

Now we need to prove Lemma 3.2. To do so, we will need some notation and terminology.
Let t € N and let H be an arbitrary graph on at most £+ 2 vertices and let ¢ be a proper
edge-coloring of H. For any two vertices u and v in H, we let the sets E,, E, C E(H) be
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the sets of edges in H incident to u and v, respectively. Define the subgraph H,,, of H by
H,,=(V(H),E,UE,). We define the function

Ouw : {c(uw) 1w € Ny(u) N Nyg(v)} = {c(vw) : w € Ng(u) N Ny (v)}

by oy.(c(uw)) = c(vw). We also say that ¢ is a good coloring of H if ¢ uses at most ¢t + 1
colors and every four-cycle in H is either bichromatic or rainbow under c.

Figure 2: H,, where t = 4, with good coloring ¢. Here o, = (12)(34)

Good colorings interact nicely with the functions o, ,, which follows the same argument
as in Lemma 2.6.

Lemma 3.3. Let H be a graph on at most t + 2 vertices with a good coloring c. If u and v
are vertices of degree t + 1, then oy, is both a derangement of im(c) \ {c(uv)} and a product
of disjoint transpositions.

Now we take a fixed graph G on at most ¢+ 2 vertices and a proper edge-coloring ¢ under
which G is rainbow-B; 3-free. The connection between the structure of our fixed graph G and
these definitions in expressed in the following lemma, which follows from Proposition 2.5.

Lemma 3.4. If u is a vertex of degree t +1 in G and c is a rainbow-B, 3-free coloring of G,
then c restricts to a good coloring of Gy, for any vertex v.

The crux of our argument lies in the relationships between these derangements:

Lemma 3.5. Let H be a graph on at most t + 2 vertices with a good coloring c. If H has
three vertices of degree t + 1, then t = 2 (mod 4).

Proof. Let x,y and z be three vertices in H of degree t + 1. Without loss of generality, we
may assume that the range of ¢ is [t + 1], that c(zz) = 1, ¢(yz) = 2, and that c(xy) =t + 1.
Let v be the unique vertex satisfying c¢(zv) = 2. We note that, by the goodness of H, we
have ¢(yv) = 1, and by the goodness of H and the colors on the cycle zzvyz, we have
c(zv) =t + 1. Hence, (12) is a transposition in the disjoint cycle decomposition of o, ,,
(1,t + 1) is a transposition in the disjoint cycle decomposition of o, ., and (2,¢+ 1) is a
transposition in the disjoint cycle decomposition of o, .. Thus, we may remove each of the
transpositions from the disjoint cycle decomposition of the corresponding derangement, and
interpret the result as a permutation of [3,¢] in each case. Let o1 be the result of removing
(1,2) from o,,, o9 be the result of removing (1,¢ + 1) from o,,, and o3 be the result of
removing (2,¢+ 1) from o, ,. Figure 3 shows the subgraphs H, ,, H, ., and H, ., from which

11



6\ /4
o1 = (34)(56) 02 =(35)(46) o3 = (54)(36)

Figure 3: The construction of permutations oy, 09, and o3

Ozys Oy, 0z, can be read-off, and the constructed permutations ;1,09 and o3 are shown
below the corresponding subgraphs.

The resulting permutations oy, 02 and o3 all remain derangements (now on the set [3,¢])
and all remain products of disjoint transpositions. Furthermore, since they are on the same
set, they are composable. To understand the result of the compositions, we interpret these
permutations combinatorially. Letting U = (Ng(z) N Ny(y) N Ng(z)) \ {v}, the definition
of oy implies that it is the restriction of o, , to the set ¢c({zu : v € U}), having as its image
the set c({yu : v € U}), and likewise for o9 and o3. If we consider the value of oy(0y(a))
for given color a € [3,t], we see that there is a vertex u € U for which c¢(zu) = a and
c(yu) = o1(a). The color of the edge zu can be described as both o9(cy(a)) and o3(a).
Hence, the two are equal and we have o907 = 03. Each o; is self-inverse, being a product
of disjoint transpositions. Therefore, o907 = o3 implies 0109 = o3 by taking the inverse of
both sides. Thus o901 = 0109 and so 020105 L — gy,

This equation has an important implication for the disjoint cycle decomposition of 0.
Let (a1,b1), -, (ax,br) be the transpositions in the disjoint cycle decomposition of o1, so
that o1 = (a1,b1) - - - (a, bx). Note that we have k = 52, since every element of [3, t] appears
in exactly one of the transpositions. Then oy0105 L= implies

(oa(ar), o2(b1)) - - - (oa(ar), o2(by)) = (ar,b1) - - - (ay, bg).

Letting 7" = {(a1,b1),- - - , (ag, b) }, the above equation implies that (ay, by) +— (02(ay), 02(b1))
defines a permutation of 7', say u. This permutation p is also a derangement of 7', and is
also a product of disjoint transpositions. To show the first claim, suppose p(a;, b;) = (a;, b;).
Then we have, by definition of pu, either oy(a;) = a; or os(a;) = b;. In the first case,
oo would not be a derangement. In the second case o1(02(a;)) = o1(b;) = a;, as (a;, b;)
is one of the cycles in the disjoint cycle decomposition of ;. But then o3(a;) = a;, as
o109 = o03. This contradicts the fact that o3 is a derangement. Thus, neither case is
possible and p is a derangement of T. To show that u is a product of disjoint transpo-
sitions, it suffices to show that p? is the identity. This follows from the observation that
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wr(ai, b;) = p(oz(ay), oa(b;)) = (05(a;), 03(b;)) = (a;, b;). Hence p is a derangement of T and

is a product of disjoint transpositions. Therefore, the size of T is even. That is, % is even,

which implies ¢ = 2 (mod 4). O

We will now prove, in stages, that if G has either three vertices of degree t + 1 or two
vertices of degree t+1 and a vertex of degree ¢, then ¢t = 2 (mod 4). This implies Lemma 3.2.
To do this, we will produce a graph H with a good coloring from G and ¢, and which satisfies
the hypotheses of Lemma 3.5. In the case of three vertices of degree t + 1, the graph H will
be a subgraph of GG. In the other case, H will not be a subgraph of G but will instead be
constructed from one. Showing that this construction satisfies the necessary conditions will
be the bulk of the proof.

In light of this, we may assume that G' has at least two vertices of degree t + 1. We fix
two of these and label them x and y. From the remaining vertices in GG, choose z to have
maximum degree. The case of three vertices of degree t + 1 is then precisely the case where
z has degree t + 1, and the case of two vertices of degree ¢t + 1 and a vertex of degree ¢ is
precisely the case where 2z has degree t.

The first case is easy:

Lemma 3.6. Suppose z has degree t + 1 in G. Then t =2 (mod 4).

Proof. Let H = (V(G), E(G4,)UE(G,,.)UE(G,,.)), noting that each of G, Gy ., and G, ,
is a subgraph of G by definition. Any C; in H contains at least two of the vertices z,y and
z, as the remaining vertices form an independent set in H. Thus, any C} is contained in one
of Gy, Gy, G, .. Since each of G,,, G, ., and G, , is good under ¢ (by Lemma 3.4), the
graph H contains no trichromatic C,’s under ¢, and the colors seen by the edges incident to
x are the same as the colors seen by the edges incident to y and z (by the argument that
C, = C, in Lemma 2.6). Hence, ¢ restricts to a good coloring of H and H has three vertices
of degree t + 1. By Lemma 3.5, t =2 (mod 4). O

The case where z has degree t is more complicated. We start with the graph G’ =
(V(@), E(Gyy) U E(G,.) U E(G,.)), as before. We cannot pass this to Lemma 3.5 yet, as
z is not of degree t + 1. To fix this, we note that there is a unique vertex uw which is not
adjacent to z. We would like to take H = G’ + zu, but we need to make sure we can extend
the coloring ¢ to the edge zu. We will do this in two cases.

Note that, as in the proof of Lemma 3.6, ¢ is a good coloring of G’, or else one can find a
rainbow Bj 3-copy in G under c¢. Since c is a good coloring of G', we may assume c uses the
colors [t + 1], that ¢(xz) = 1,¢(yz) = 2 and that ¢(xy) =t + 1. We define the vertex v to be
the unique vertex satisfying c¢(zv) = 2. We first consider the case where u = v, that is, z is
not adjacent to the unique vertex v satisfying c(xv) = 2.

Lemma 3.7. Suppose that zv is not an edge of G and that z has degree t. Then t = 2
(mod 4).

Proof. We want to set H = G’ + zv and extend c to the edge zv, but we first need to know
what color ¢(zv) could potentially be. The edges incident to z use t colors, so we want to use
the remaining color in [t 4 1] for ¢(zv). We claim that this remaining color is ¢ + 1. Indeed,
suppose that z is incident to an edge of color t 4+ 1, say zw. Then we have the cycle xyzwx
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in G'. The first edge in this cycle has color ¢ + 1, the second has color 2, and the third has
color t + 1. By the goodness of ¢ on H, this cycle must be bichromatic and thus we must
have c¢(zw) = 2. This is the definition of v, and so w = v and zv would be an edge of G.
Hence, since zv is not an edge, the color in [t + 1] that z is not incident to must be ¢ + 1.

Noting that v is not incident to an edge of color ¢ + 1, we can now extend ¢ to G’ + zv
by setting c¢(zv) =t + 1 and obtain a proper edge-coloring of G’ + zv. We need to show that
this extension is a good coloring of G’ + zv.

Figure 4: Cy-copies in G’ 4 zv containing zv

To do this, we need to show that G’ + zv contains no trichromatic four-cycle. Four-cycles
in G’ 4+ zv that don’t contain zv are also four-cycles in GG', and hence are not trichromatic.
So we consider a four-cycle containing zv. The possible forms of such a cycle are depicted
in Figure 4.

In the first two cases, the colors are determined and the cycles are bichromatic. In the
last two cases, the cycles are rainbow by the properness of ¢ on G’ + zv. So ¢ is good on
G' + zv. With H = G' + zv, we now satisfy the hypotheses of Lemma 3.5, and thus t = 2
(mod 4). O

Now we prove the full thing.
Lemma 3.8. If z has degree t, then t = 2 (mod 4).

Proof. By Lemma 3.7, we are done if zv is not an edge in GG, so we will assume that it is.
As in the proof of Lemma 3.5, we know ¢(zv) =t + 1. Again, we let u be the unique vertex
in G’ not incident to z.

Our goal is to extend the coloring ¢ to edge zu so that we may apply Lemma 3.5 to
G' 4 zu. We will not add this edge yet, and instead work with within G’ for the first part of
the proof.

Note that ¢ of the colors in [t + 1] appear on an edge incident to z. We want to extend ¢
by setting ¢(zu) to be the unique color in [t + 1] which is not seen by z in G’. By permuting
{3,...,t} if necessary, we may assume c(zxu) = 3 and ¢(yu) = 4. In order for the extension
to be proper, we will need to know that the missing color at z is neither 3 nor 4.

We will now show that z is incident to edges of colors 3 and 4, which will ensure that
we get a proper coloring when we extend ¢. Suppose that z is not incident to an edge of
the color 3. Since this is the only color not seen by z, there is some vertex w such that
c(wz) = 4. Let ¢; = c(yw).
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If ¢; # 3, then ¢; = ¢(zs) for some vertex s. Applying the goodness of ¢ on G’ to the
cycle yszwy, we have c¢(ys) = 4. But s is not u, as z is adjacent to one and not the other.
Hence, ys and yu are distinct edges of the same color, contradicting the properness of c.

w
Cy 4

(&1

Figure 5: Contradiction proving ¢; = 3

Hence, we must have ¢(yw) = ¢; = 3. Applying the goodness of ¢ on G’ to the cycle
ruywz yields ¢(zw) = 4. But then c¢(zw) = ¢(zw) = 4, contradicting properness. Hence, z
must be incident to an edge of color 3. By a symmetric argument with ¥, z must be incident
to an edge of color 4. At this point, we know that the desired extension of ¢ will be proper.

Figure 6: Contradiction resulting from ¢; = 3

We can now describe the missing color. Let r be the vertex for which ¢(zr) = 4 and let
q be the vertex for which ¢(zq) = 3. Let co = ¢(xq) and ¢35 = ¢(yr). Note that ¢y # 3 and
cs # 4 by the properness of c.

If ¢(zp) = ¢ for some vertex p, then applying the goodness of ¢ on G’ to the cycle xgzpx
yields ¢(xp) = 3, since c¢(xq) = ¢2,¢(qz) = 3, and c(zp) = co.

Figure 7: Contradiction proving the missing color is ¢,
But then p = u by properness, contradicting the fact that z and u are not adjacent. So

z does not see an edge of color ¢;. A similar argument, using y and r instead of x and gq,
shows that z does not see an edge of color c¢3. Thus ¢y = ¢3, and this is the missing color.
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Let H = G’ + zu and extend ¢ to H by defining ¢(zu) = c3. We have already noted that
this is a proper edge-coloring, and it still uses at most ¢t 4+ 1 colors. To show c is good, we
need to show that there are no trichromatic four-cycles in H under c.

Figure 8: The four kinds of C4’s containing zv, where s ¢ {z,y}

Any four-cycle not containing the edge zu is also a four-cycle in G. By the goodness of
c on H, none of these are trichromatic. Any four-cycle containing zu must also contain one
of the vertices x and y, as the only neighbors of u in H are z,y and z. These four-cycles are
ryzux, ryuzzr, and the cycles of the forms xszux and yszuy where s is a vertex other than
x and y.

Consider the four-cycles xyzux and zyuzz. Since u is not v and ¢(zv) =t + 1, we know
c(zu) = cg # t + 1. Hence, these two cycles are rainbow.

Now consider the cycles of the form xszux where s is not y. As c(zu) = 3 and c¢(zu) = o,
such a cycle is trichromatic only if ¢(zs) = 3 or ¢(xs) = co. But recall that the vertex ¢ was
defined by ¢(zq) = 3, and ¢y was defined by ¢; = ¢(zq). So in either case, s = ¢q. The cycle
xqzux is bichromatic, and so no cycle of the form zszuz is trichromatic. Similarly, if a cycle
of the form yszuy is trichromatic, it must be yrzuy in particular. This cycle is bichromatic,
and so c¢ is a good coloring of H.

The graph H with good coloring ¢ now satisfies the hypotheses of Lemma 3.5, and so
t =2 (mod 4) O

Lemma 3.2 now follows. If G has more than two vertices of degree t + 1, or two vertices
of degree t + 1 and a vertex of degree t, then ¢ = 2 (mod 4). Hence if t = 0 (mod 4), the
conclusion of Lemma 3.2 follows.

3.3 Lower bound when ¢t = 29

Lemma 3.9. Let s > 2 and suppose t = 2°. Then, ex*(n, By3z) > sn+ O(1).

Proof. We will show that there exists a proper edge-coloring of G' := K, containing no
rainbow Bis. Let X = {z1,...,2¢},Y = {vy1,..., %} be the bipartition of G and identify
each of X and Y with a copy of Fj. Let us define an edge coloring ¢ : E(G) — F§ by
c(x;y;) = x; — y;. Clearly, this is a proper edge coloring. Suppose there exists some rainbow
B, 3, say B in G. Without loss of generality, we may assume the beginning of the path of B
starts in X. After relabeling, we may assume the path x1,y;, x2, yo is the handle of B and
the vertices x3, ..., 2,1 are incident to the bristles of B. Observe that {c(ysx1), c(yox;)} =
{x1 — y1,y1 — x2} because B is rainbow and ys is incident to an edge of each color. Because
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the coloring is proper, this implies that c(yox1) = y; — x2. But then, this means that
Yo + T2 = x1 +y1. Since we are in a field of characteristic 2, we have yo, — x5 = 1 —y;. That
is, ¢(yows) = c(x1y1), a contradiction to B being rainbow. Therefore, G contains no rainbow
B, 3.

Now for n € N, taking L%J disjoint copies of G along with some isolated vertices and coloring
G as described above, we have

. n t
ext*(n, Byg) > b—tJ 2 = Zn+O(1),

as desired. ]

3.4 Lower bound when ¢t = 3% — 1

In this section we prove Theorem 1.8, which we restate here for convenience.

Theorem 1.8. Lett = 3° — 1 for some s > 2. Then
t
ex*(n, Bi3) > gn+ O(1).

Proof. We will show that there exists a proper edge-coloring of G := K;,; containing no
rainbow B, 3. Set V(G) = Fj and define the edge-coloring ¢ : E(G) — 3 by c¢(uv) = u + v.
Clearly, this is a proper edge coloring. Suppose there exists some rainbow B, 3, say B in G.
Let zyxv be the handle of B. Without loss of generality, we may assume that v = 0. Indeed,
if v # 0, then we may find another rainbow broom in G with base at 0 by subtracting v
from every vertex in B. Now, by our choice of coloring, we have c(vz) = z, c(zy) =z + vy
and c(yz) = y + z. Furthermore, since v is incident to every color except 0,

{c(vy), c(vz)} N{c(ay), c(yz)} ={y, 2} N{z +y,y + 2} #0.

Now y # z +y,y # y+ 2, and z # y + z, so this implies 2 = x + y. Then y + z is the
color not incident to v, so y + z = 0. Hence 0 = y + 2z = = + 2y =  — y which contradicts
x # y. Now for n € N, taking \_HLIJ disjoint copies of G along with some isolated vertices
and coloring G as described above, we have

. t+1\ ¢
ex"(n, By3) > L—f—LlJ < 5 ) = §n—|—0(1).

3.5 Rainbow B 3-free cliques

So far, we have established that often, ex*(n,B;3) = in + O(1), and almost always, we
have found an extremal construction which looks like disjoint copies of K, equipped with a
“good” edge-coloring. While the construction we give to show that ex*(n, By3) = sn+O(1)
when ¢t = 2° is not of this form, it is not obvious that copies of K;; cannot be edge-colored
to avoid a rainbow B, 3 when ¢ = 2°. (Indeed, when s = 3 we have 2° = 8, and Theorem 1.8
shows that Ky can be edge-colored without a rainbow Bgs.)
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Thus, it might be reasonable to conjecture that K;,; can always be properly edge-colored
while avoiding a rainbow B, 3-copy. If this were true, then several strong statements would
follow: in light of Theorem 1.6, we would have ex*(n, By3) = £n + O(1) whenever t = 0
(mod 4), and in light of Lemma 2.4, the problem of determining ex*(n, B 3) in general would
be reduced to determining the densest subgraph of K; 5 which can be properly edge-colored
without a rainbow B;s-copy. The purpose of this subsection is to demonstrate that the
problem cannot be so reduced. Indeed, every proper edge-coloring of K7; contains a rainbow

Blo,s-COPY-
Proposition 3.10. No proper edge-coloring of K1y is rainbow B 3-free.

Proof. Let ¢ be a proper edge-coloring of K1;. Suppose that there is no rainbow By 3-copy
under ¢. Consider a vertex x in Ky;. We may assume that the colors incident to z are [10].
Suppose that, for some wuv in V(K;;) — 2, ¢(wv) and c¢(uv) are not in [10]. Then wuvzx
forms a handle of a rainbow broom whose bristles are the remaining neighbors of x. Hence,
the edges with colors not in [10] must form a matching, as x is a universal vertex. We may
recolor these edges without violating properness so that they all have the same color. If there
is a rainbow Bjg 3 after this re-coloring, then there was one before, as the edges which are
distinct colors under the re-coloring must be distinct in the original. Hence, we may assume
that ¢ uses only the colors from [11], without loss of generality.

Let M, be the matching in color ¢, for each ¢ € [11]. Note that each matching must have
5 edges in order for every edge to be colored. Hence, we may uniquely label every vertex by
the unique color in [11] it is not incident to. Suppose that we have vertices labeled A, B, C
and D and that the edge BC is colored A. Then the cycle ABC'D cannot be trichromatic.
To see this, suppose that it is. Since the vertex labeled A is not incident to color A and
since ¢ is proper, the repeated colors must be ¢(AB) and ¢(CD). Call their common color
x and let y = ¢(AD). This is shown in Figure 9. The path BCDA is rainbow since y # A.
Furthermore, of the seven edges from A to a vertex not in {B,C, D}, none of them are
colored A, by the definition of the vertex labeling, and none of them are colored = or y, as
edges of those colors are incident to A in the cycle. Hence, we can form a rainbow By 3-copy.

A
B—O
x x

@O——©®

Figure 9: Forbidden Configuration

From this observation, we can deduce a useful fact. If BC' is an edge of color A and AB is
not colored C', then we can construct a cycle ABC'D where ¢(CD) = ¢(AB). The remaining
edge, AD cannot be colored A or ¢(C'D), thus giving us a trichromatic cycle. Hence, if BC
is an edge of color A, then ¢(AB) = C and ¢(AC) = B. This tells us precisely how the
vertex labeled A is incident to the matching M 4.
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Now we consider the matchings M; and M,. Up to symmetry, the edges in these two
matchings take one of the following forms. M; is displayed in red and M, in dashed blue.

’ .
4
.

© @g : :

) Case 1 ) Case 2

@iﬁﬁ

) Case 3

Figure 10: Possible Relationships between M; and My

The third case is easily disposed of, as M, must have five edges in total. The first non-
trivial case is Case 1. If we consider the matching Mjs in this case, we see that the edge
{1,2} must have color 3 by the four-cycle property, and that vertex 3 is uncovered by Msg,
by definition. Hence, the remaining edges in M3 must form chords of the octagon in colors
1 and 2. These chords must also form a perfect matching of the octagon. There are, up to
symmetry, seven ways for a matching of chords to occur. This may be verified by considering
the length and relative location of the smallest cycles formed by these chords. The seven
types of chordal matchings of an octagon are given in Figure 11, with M3 in doubled yellow.

Now we will show that none of these types is possible for M3 in Case 1. Suppose that M;
forms a Type 1 perfect chordal matching of the octagon in colors 1 and 2. We consider Mjy.
Note that vertex 4 is not covered by My, and that the four-cycle fact proved above implies
that vertices 1,2,3,5,10 and 11 are covered by edges from M, that are not chords of the
octagon. For example, because ¢({4,5}) = 1, we must have ¢({1,5}) = 4. Thus, M, must
contain a perfect matching of the vertices 6,7,8 and 9. Observing that {6, 7}, {6,8},{7,8},
and {8,9} are each contained in one of the matchings M, My and M3, we see that there
are too few remaining edges to form a perfect matching on this set. Hence, M, cannot
form a matching of these vertices, and so M3 cannot form a perfect chordal matching of
Type 1. This strategy can be summarized as choosing a color ¢ and then observing that our
four-cycle fact shows that M; must form a perfect matching of exactly four vertices in the
octagon. If these vertices cannot admit an additional perfect matching of color 7, we have
a contradiction. Applying this with color ¢ = 4 to Types 1 and 5, and with color i = 11 to
Types 2,3 and 4, eliminates these types. We are then left with Types 6 and 7. For these
types, we repeat the same strategy with color ¢ = 4. In these cases, we do not immediately
have a contradiction. However, following this strategy shows that there is one possibility
for the matching M, in either of these cases. Once we add this matching, we can apply the
argument with color ¢ = 11 and arrive at a contradiction.
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Figure 11: Perfect Chordal Matchings of an Octagon, up to symmetry; M3 in doubled yellow

Thus, Case 1 is impossible. Note that any two matchings which form a bichromatic
P, must form either Case 1 or Case 3. Both of these lead to contradictions, and thus no
bichromatic P,’s may occur under c.

We now turn our attention to Case 2 and consider which edge from Mj covers vertex
7. Up to symmetry, the two possibilities are ¢({7,9}) = 3 and ¢({7,4}) = 3. Suppose
c({7,9}) = 3. Vertex 6 must be covered by an edge of color 3, and the cases up to symmetry
are shown in Figure 12. Observe that the first three cases contain a bichromatic P, namely
(6,5,7,9,11) in the first, (5,7,9,11,6) in the second, and (9,7, 6,10, 11) in the third. As such,
these cases lead to a contradiction and the only possibility is the fourth case in Figure 12.
We will return to this case after we have addressed the possibilities when ¢({7,4}) = 3.

S I: 5354 @:
29990 99090

Figure 12: Possibilities for the edge of color 3 covering vertex 6, if ¢(7,9) =3

Suppose ¢({7,4}) = 3. Up to symmetry, either ¢({6,5}) = 3 or ¢({6,8}) = 3. If
c({6,8}) = 3, then (5,7,4,6,8) is a bichromatic Py, so the only possibility is ¢({6,5}) = 3.

At this point, we have shown that the matching M3 must fall into one of the two cases
at the top of Figure 14. Note that we can determine the remaining edges in M3 in each case,
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Figure 13: Possibilities for the edge of color 3 covering vertex 6, if ¢({7,4}) = 3
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Figure 14: Subcases of Case 2

since we cannot form bichromatic P;’s. The complete pictures for My, M, and Mj are given
at the bottom of Figure 14.

In the first subcase, the four-cycle property implies that My has a perfect matching of
{1,2,3,5,6,10} as a submatching. Since 4 is not covered by My, the remaining edges of M,
form a perfect matching of {7,8,9,11}. Since 9 is already adjacent to each of 7,8, 11, this
is impossible. In the second subcase, the four-cycle property implies that M, has a perfect
matching of {1,2,3,5,6,7} as a submatching. Since 4 is not covered by My, the remaining
edges in M, must form a perfect matching of {8,9,10,11}. However, all edges with two
endpoints in this set have already been colored by M, My and M;s. So M, cannot form a
perfect matching of these vertices and the second subcase is not possible. All possible cases
have been eliminated, and so the coloring ¢ does not exist. O

4 Concluding Remarks

We demonstrate that the behavior of ex*(n, B; 3) depends not only upon the parity of ¢, but
(at least) upon whether ¢ + 2 is a power of 2. In some cases when ¢t + 2 is not a power
of 2, we are able to show that ex*(n, B;3) = $n+ O(1). It is tempting to conjecture that
ex*(n, By3) = n+ O(1) whenever ¢ + 2 is not a power of 2, or at least that ex*(n, B,3) =
in + O(1) whenever ¢t # 2 (mod 4). The main barrier to proving (or disproving) such a
conjecture seems to be in finding extremal constructions; the algebraic colorings used to
generate the constructions in Sections 3.3 and 3.4 will necessarily only apply for a sparse set
of t values.

We also remark that stability will not hold in general for these problems; that is, we
cannot expect that there is a unique extremal construction achieving ex*(n, By 3). Indeed,
since 2% = 3?—1, the (non-isomorphic) constructions presented in Sections 3.3 and 3.4 furnish
two extremal graphs for ex*(n, Bg3). On the other hand, Lemma 2.4 and Proposition 3.1
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imply that when ¢ 4+ 2 = 2°, then the unique extremal graph for ex*(n, B;3) is a disjoint
union of K, o-copies, each receiving an optimal edge-coloring. It would be interesting to
characterize other instances where a unique extremal construction does (or does not) exist
for ex*(n, By 3); such investigation might also shed light on the problem of finding good lower-
bound constructions for ex*(n, B; 3) which generalize more easily than the ones provided here.

In light of our results, the first case in which ex*(n, B;3) is unresolved is Bjos. In
Proposition 3.10, we demonstrate that K;; cannot be colored to avoid a rainbow Bjg 3 copy,
so either ex(n, By 3) = %n—l—O(l) (which is achievable by taking disjoint copies of Ko with an
arbitrary proper edge-coloring) or else ex*(n, By 3) is not achieved by cliques. Either outcome
would be interesting. In the first case, we would have ex*(n, Bip3) = ex*(n, By3) + O(1). In
the second, it would follow that there is no “unified” extremal construction for B, 3: cliques
furnish the unique extremal construction when ¢ = 2° — 2, but would be provably suboptimal
for By 3.
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