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Lower bounds for Ramsey numbers of bounded degree hypergraphs

Domagoj Bradač∗ Benny Sudakov∗

Abstract

We prove that, for all k ≥ 3, and any integers ∆, n with n ≥ ∆, there exists a k-uniform hypergraph

on n vertices with maximum degree at most ∆ whose 4-color Ramsey number is at least twk(ck
√
∆) ·n,

for some constant ck > 0, where twk denotes the tower function. This is tight up to the power of ∆ on

top of the tower and extends a result of Graham, Rödl and Ruciński for graphs.

1 Introduction

Given a positive integer q and a k-uniform hypergraph (or k-graph for short) H, the q-color Ramsey

number of H, denoted by r(H; q) is the minimum integer N such that in any q-coloring of the complete

k-uniform hypergraph on N vertices, there is a monochromatic copy of H. The existence of these numbers

is a cornerstone result of Ramsey [19] and since then a great deal of work has been done on establishing

good quantitative bounds for these numbers.

The most classical problem is when H is a graph clique. Famous results of Erdős [11] and Erdős and

Szekeres [13] show that
√
2
n
< r(Kn; 2) < 4n. The upper bound was improved in a recent breakthrough

of Campos, Griffiths, Morris and Sahasrabudhe [3] and the best current bound is (3.8)k+o(k) from [17].

For hypregraph cliques, the picture is somewhat less clear. Erdős and Rado [12] showed that r(K
(k)
n ; q) ≤

twk(Oq(n)), where twk denotes the tower function defined as tw1(x) = x and twk(x) = 2twk−1(x) for k ≥ 2.

On the other hand, an ingenious construction of Erdős and Hajnal, known as the stepping-up lemma (see

e.g. [16]), shows that for k ≥ 3, r(K
(k)
n ; 2) ≥ twk−1(Ωk(n

2)) and r(K
(k)
n ; 4) ≥ twk(Ωk(n)). Notably, for at

least 4 colors, the lower bound matches the upper bound up to the constant on top of the tower, and it is

a major open problem to close the gap for two colors.

One prominent direction has been to understand the growth rate of Ramsey numbers of sparse graphs and

hypergraphs. As an early application of the regularity method, Chvátal, Rödl, Szemerédi and Trotter [4]

proved that Ramsey numbers of bounded degree graphs are linear in their number of vertices. In other

words, for any ∆ and q there is a constant C = C(∆, q) such that for any graph G with n vertices and

maximum degree at most ∆, it holds that r(G; q) ≤ C · n. Because their proof relies on the regularity

lemma, it gives a tower-type dependence of C on ∆. Since this breakthrough result, the problem of

determining the correct dependence of C on ∆ has received a lot of attention.

Eaton [10] used the so-called weak regularity lemma of Duke, Lefmann and Rödl [9] to improve the

bound to C(∆, q) ≤ 22
c′∆

. For two colors, Graham, Rödl and Rucinski [15] pioneered the so-called greedy

embedding approach which avoids the use of the regularity lemma and gave the bound C(∆, 2) ≤ 2c
′∆ log2 ∆.

Furthermore, they showed that for any ∆, n there exists a graph G on n vertices with maximum degree at

most ∆ satisfying r(G; 2) ≥ 2c
′′∆ · n for some absolute constant c′′. Finally, Conlon, Fox and Sudakov [6]

built on the approach of Graham, Rödl and Rucinski to prove the current best bound C(∆, 2) ≤ 2c
′∆ log∆.
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For more than two colors, the best known bound from [14] is weaker C(∆, q) ≤ 2Oq(∆2) and it is achieved

using dependent random choice.

Next we turn our attention to Ramsey numbers of bounded degree hypergraphs. The result that bounded

degree hypergraphs have linear Ramsey numbers was proved by Cooley, Fountoulakis, Kühn and Osthus [7,

8] and for 3-uniform hypergraphs independently by Nagle, Olsen, Rödl and Schacht [18]. Formally, they

show that for any k,∆, q, there exists a constant C = C(k)(∆, q) such that r(H; q) ≤ Cn for any n-vertex

k-graph with maximum degree ∆. These results relied on the hypergraph regularity method and thus gave

Ackermann type bounds on C with respect to ∆. Conlon, Fox and Sudakov [5] used dependent random

choice to show that C(k)(∆, q) ≤ twk(c∆) for some c = c(k).

This bound was shown to be tight in some cases. Specifically, Conlon, Fox and Sudakov [5] constructed a

3-uniform hypergraph with maximum degree ∆ whose 4-color Ramsey number is at least tw3(c∆) for some

constant c and this was generalized to higher uniformities by Fox and the authors [1]. Notably, however,

in both of these constructions, the number of vertices of the hypergraph is comparable to its maximum

degree. Hence, it was an open problem (mentioned in [1, 5]) to obtain constructions with large but fixed

∆ and growing n.

Our main result achieves this. It can be viewed as a generalization of these results and the aforementioned

lower bound of Graham, Rödl and Rucinski for Ramsey numbers of bounded degree graphs.

Theorem 1.1. For any k ≥ 2, there is a constant ck > 0 such that for any integers ∆, n with n ≥ ∆,

there exists a k-uniform hypergraph H with maximum degree at most ∆ whose 4-color Ramsey number is

at least twk(ck
√
∆) · n.

The tower height of our result is optimal, but unfortunately we could not get a linear dependence of ∆

on top of the tower and it would be interesting to obtain it. As it relies on the stepping-up lemma, our

construction requires four colours.

2 Proof of Theorem 1.1

2.1 Setup

To begin, we recall an important function used in this construction. For a nonnegative integer x, let

x =
∑∞

i=0 ai2
i be its unique binary representation (where ai = 0 for all but finitely many i). We denote

bit(x, i) = ai. Then δ(x, y) := max{i ∈ Z≥0 |bit(x, i) 6= bit(y, i)}. Additionally, for convenience we define

δ(x, x) = −1, for all x ∈ Z≥0. For nonnegative integers x1 ≤ x2 ≤ · · · ≤ xt, we denote δ({x1, . . . , xt}) =
(δ1, . . . , δt−1) where for i ∈ [t−1], δi = δ(xi, xi+1). The following properties of this function are well known

and easy to verify.

P1) For distinct x, y we have x < y ⇐⇒ bit(x, δ(x, y)) < bit(y, δ(x, y)).

P2) For any x < y < z, δ(x, y) 6= δ(y, z).

P3) For any x1 ≤ x2 ≤ · · · ≤ xk, δ(x1, xk) = max1≤i≤k−1 δ(xi, xi+1).

To help illustrate the function δ, we borrowed Figure 1 from [2].

Let us now define the coloring which will be used to prove Theorem 1.1. For a positive integer m,

we start with a red-blue coloring φ
(2)
m of the complete graph with vertex set [0, . . . ,M2), where M2 =

M2(m) = 210
−8m, with properties given by Lemma 2.1. For k ≥ 3, the coloring φ

(k)
m is on the vertex

set {0, . . . ,Mk − 1}, where Mk = Mk(m) = 2Mk−1(m) = twk(10
−8m) and is defined as follows. For a set

2
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Figure 1: It is convenient to think about the function δ in the following way. The value of δ(x, y)
is given by the highest line between x and y on the picture. So, for example, δ(0, 1) = δ(6, 7) = 0,
δ(0, 3) = δ(5, 6) = 1, δ(3, 4) = δ(2, 7) = 2.

{x1, . . . , xk} with 0 ≤ x1 < · · · < xk < Mk, we consider the vector δ({x1, . . . , xk}) = (δ1, . . . , δk−1). Note

that 0 ≤ δi < Mk−1 for all i ∈ [k − 1]. Hence if δi are all distinct the set {δ1, . . . , δk−1} forms an edge of

the complete (k − 1)-uniform hypegraph on {0, . . . ,Mk−1 − 1}. For k = 3, the 4-coloring is given as:

φ(3)
m ({x1, x2, x3}) =























C1, if δ1 < δ2 and φ
(2)
m ({δ1, δ2}) is red;

C2, if δ1 < δ2 and φ
(2)
m ({δ1, δ2}) is blue;

C3, if δ1 > δ2 and φ
(2)
m ({δ1, δ2}) is red;

C4, if δ1 > δ2 and φ
(2)
m ({δ1, δ2}) is blue.

We denote by argmaxi∈[k−1] δi the unique index j ∈ [k − 1] such that δj = maxi∈[k−1] δi, where the

uniqueness follows from Properties P2) and P3). For k ≥ 4, the coloring is given as:

φ(k)
m ({x1, . . . , xk}) =











φ
(k−1)
m ({δ1, . . . , δk−1}), if δ is a monotone sequence;

C1, if δ is not monotone and argmaxi∈[k−1] δi ∈ {1, k − 1};
C2, if argmaxi∈[k−1] δi 6∈ {1, k − 1}.

Finally, for a positive integer b, we denote by φ
(k)
m [b] the b-blow-up of φ(k), namely a coloring of {0, . . . ,Mk−

1} × [b], where k-tuples of different vertices with different first coordinate inherit the coloring from φ
(k)
m

and the rest of the k-tuples are left uncolored.

Given a k-graph H, we say that there is a monochromatic copy of H in φ
(k)
m [b] in color Cq if there is a

function Ψ: V (H) → [Mk] such that |Ψ−1(x)| ≤ b,∀x ∈ [0,Mk − 1] and for any edge {v1, . . . , vk} ∈ E(H),

either there are 1 ≤ i < j ≤ k such that Ψ(vi) = Ψ(vj) or φ
(k)
m ({Ψ(v1), . . . ,Ψ(vk)}) = Cq.

When defining φ
(k)
m [b], we have left the k-tuples containing vertices with the same first coordinate uncolored

as this will be more convenient for using induction in our proof. Crucially, note that if there is no

monochromatic copy of H in φ
(k)
m [b], then R(H; 4) ≥ Mk · b as we can arbitrarily color the uncolored edges

and there will be no monochromatic copy of H in the usual sense.

2.2 Proof outline

Our proof borrows some ideas from the work of Graham, Rödl and Ruciński [15] who proved the lower

bound for graphs as well as from [1] where Fox and the authors constructed k-graphs with m edges whose

4-color Ramsey number is twk(Θ(
√
m)).

The k-graph H in Theorem 1.1 is essentially a random hypergraph H(n,∆/nk−1). In fact, we shall only be

using simple pseudorandom properties that hold for H with high probability. The first of these properties

3



is that for any two sets A,B of size Ω(n/
√
∆) and sets W1, . . . ,Wk−2 of sizes Ω(n), H contains an edge

in A × B × W1 × · · · × Wk−2. We take m = ck
√
∆ and b = ckn/m for some small constant ck. Now,

assuming there is a monochromatic copy of H in the coloring φ
(k)
m [b], using the properties of the stepping

up coloring, we show that in φ
(k−1)
m [b′], there is a monochromatic copy of H ′, where b′ = O(b) and H ′ is a

(k− 1)-uniform hypergraph with the same pseudorandom properties (with slightly worse parameters) and

Ω(n) vertices. Applying this argument k − 2 times, we reach a graph which G, which should be present

monochromatically in the coloring φ
(2)
m . On the other hand, the pseudorandom properties of G imply that

G ∈ Gm (see Definition 2.2 below). This leads to a contradiction as we will show, using Lemma 2.1, that

there is no monochromatic copy of such a graph in φ
(2)
m .

2.3 Technical lemmas

We shall use the following lemma of Graham, Rödl and Ruciński.

Lemma 2.1 ([15]). Let m ≥ 109 and set s = 210
−8m. There is a coloring of Ks, represented by ER∪EB =

E(Ks), such that for all functions w : [s] → [0, 1] with
∑s

i=1w(i) = x ≥ m and any c ∈ {R,B}, we have

W =
∑

ij∈Ec

w(i)w(j) < 0.51

(

x

2

)

.

Definition 2.2. Let m be a positive integer and let s = 210
−8m. Let Gm be the set of all graphs G

satisfying the following. For every partition V (G) = V1 ∪ · · · ∪ Vs with |Vi| ≤ n/m,∀i ∈ [s], it holds that
∑

i<j : eG(Vi,Vj)>0

|Vi||Vj | > 0.55

(|V (G)|
2

)

.

Lemma 2.3. Let n,m, d be positive integers satisfying m ≥ 109, d ≥ m, n ≥ 2m. Then, for the random

graph G ∼ G(n, d/n), we have

P[G 6∈ Gm] ≤ e−dn/10.

Proof. Let s = 210
−8m. Fix a partition V (G) = V1 ∪ · · · ∪ Vs with |Vi| ≤ n/m for all i ∈ [s]. Note that the

number of pairs of
([n]
2

)

in the same set among V1, . . . , Vs is at most n2/m, hence if
∑

i<j : eG(Vi,Vj)>0 |Vi||Vj | ≤
0.55

(n
2

)

, then
∑

i<j : eG(Vi,Vj)=0 |Vi||Vj | ≥
(n
2

)

− 0.55
(n
2

)

− n2/m ≥ 0.3
(n
2

)

, where we used m ≥ 109.

Taking a union bound over all partitions V1∪· · ·∪Vs and all choices of pairs (i, j) such that eG(Vi, Vj) = 0,

we obtain

P[G 6∈ Gm] ≤ sn2(
s

2)(1− d/n)0.3(
n

2) ≤ sn2s
2

e−0.12dn < e−dn/10,

where we used that d ≥ m, n ≥ 2m and s = 210
−8m.

Definition 2.4. Let H be a k-uniform hypergraph and let U,W1, . . . ,Wr be pairwise disjoint subsets of

V (H), where 1 ≤ r ≤ k− 2. We define a (k − r)-uniform hypergraph H(U ;W1, . . . ,Wr) on the vertex set

U where a subset S of size k− r of U forms an edge if and only if there are (w1, . . . , wr) ∈ W1 × · · · ×Wr

such that S ∪ {w1, . . . , wr} ∈ E(H).

The following definition lists the pseudorandom properties that will be relevant for our inductive proof.

Definition 2.5. For positive integers k,m ≥ 2 and real α ∈ (0, 1], we say that a k-uniform hypergraph

H is (α,m)-good if the following conditions hold:

4



a) For any disjoint sets A,B,W1, . . . ,Wk−2 ⊆ V (H) with |A|, |B| ≥ α|V (H)|
m and |W1|, . . . , |Wk−2| ≥

α|V (H)|, H contains an edge in A×B ×W1 × . . . Wk−2.

b) For any disjoint sets U,W1, . . . ,Wk−2 ⊆ V (H) with |U |, |W1|, . . . , |Wk−2|,≥ α|V (H)|, the graph

H(U ;W1, . . . ,Wk−2) is in Gm.

Note that if H is an (α,m)-good k-graph and U,W are disjoint sets vertices of size at least α|V (H)|, then

H(U ;W ) is an (α′,m)-good (k − 1)-graph, where α′ = α|V (H)|/|U |.
The next lemma shows that, even after deleting high degree vertices, a random k-graph satisfies the desired

pseudorandom properties.

Lemma 2.6. Let k ≥ 2 be a given integer and let α ∈ (0, 1]. Then, for any m ≥ 109, n ≥
(

16
α

)k
m2

and αn/2 ≥ 2m, there exists an n-vertex (m,α)-good k-graph with maximum degree at most Cm2, where

C = 8 ·
(

16
α

)k
.

Proof. Set d =
(

16
α

)k
m2, N = 2n, p = d/Nk−1, and let H ∼ H(k)(N, p) be the N -vertex binomial random

k-uniform hypergraph with edge probability p. Let β = α/2 and let us show that H is (β,m)-good with

probability at least 1/2. Indeed, consider disjoint sets A,B,W1, . . . ,Wk−2 ⊆ V (H) with |A|, |B| ≥ βN/m

and |W1|, . . . , |Wk−2| ≥ βN . The probability that there is no edge in A×B × · · · ×W1 · · · ×Wk−2 equals

(1− p)|A||B||W1|...|Wk−2| ≤ e−pβkNk/m2

= e−8kN .

Hence, H satisfies a) with probability at least

1− kN · e−8kN > 3/4.

Now consider fixed disjoint sets U,W1, . . . ,Wk−2 ⊆ V (H) with |U |, |W1|, . . . , |Wk−2| ≥ βN and let H ′ =
H(U ;W1, . . . ,Wk−2). Denote T =

∏k−2
i=1 |Wi| and note that |T |p ≤ Nk−2p ≤ 1/2. For fixed vertices

u, v ∈ U, we have

P[uv ∈ E(H ′)] = P[Bin(T, p) ≥ 1] ≥ |T |p− |T |2p2 ≥ |T |p/2 ≥ (βN)k−2p/2 ≥ 8km2

α2N/2
.

Note that the events {uv ∈ E(H ′)}, {u, v} ∈
(U
2

)

are mutually independent. Hence, H ′ is distributed as

G(|U |, p′) for some p′ ≥ 8km2

α2N/2 ≥ 8km2

α|U | . By Lemma 2.3 it follows that for fixed U,W1, . . . ,Wk−2, we have

P[H ′ 6∈ Gm] ≤ e−p′|U |2/10 ≤ e−8km2|U |/(10α) ≤ e−8km2N/20.

Using that m ≥ 109 and taking a union bound over at most kN choices for U,W1, . . . ,Wk, we obtain that

H satisfies b) with probability at least 3/4.

Finally, note that the expected number of edges in H is
(

N
k

)

p ≤ dN/k, so with probability at least 3/4,

e(H) ≤ 4dN/k. Putting it all together, with positive probability H ′ is (β,m)-good and has at most 4dN/k

edges. Let H ′ be the induced subgraph of H on N/2 = n vertices obtained by removing the N/2 vertices of

largest degree. Recalling that β = α/2, since H is (β,m)-good, it follows that H ′ is (α,m)-good. Finally,

observe that ∆(H ′) · N/2 ≤ k · e(H), which implies ∆(H ′) ≤ 8d. Putting it all together, with positive

probability, we obtain a k-graph H ′ satisfying the statement.

2.4 Proof of Theorem 1.1

We prove the following main lemma, which together with Lemma 2.6, easily implies Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 2.7. Let k ≥ 2, and set αk = (105)−k+2. Suppose that H is an n-vertex (αk,m)-good k-graph.

Then, for b = αkn/m, the coloring φ
(k)
m [b] does not contain a monochromatic copy of H.
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Proof. We prove the lemma by induction on k. Consider first the base case k = 2 and note that α2 = 1.

Suppose there is a monochromatic copy of H in φ = φ
(2)
m [b] with color q ∈ {red,blue}. Recall that φ

(2)
m [b]

is an edge-coloring on the vertex set {0, . . . ,M2 − 1} × [b] with M2 = 210
−8m. Let Vi ⊆ V (H) denote the

set of vertices embedded into the set {i} × [b] in the given monochromatic copy of H and let wi = |Vi|/b.
Note that wi ∈ [0, 1], for all i ∈ {0, . . . ,M2 − 1} and that

M2−1
∑

i=0

wi = n/b = m.

Thus, by the properties of φ inherited from Lemma 2.1, we have that
∑

0≤i<j<M2,φ(ij)=q

w(i)w(j) < 0.51

(

m

2

)

.

Since we have a monochromatic copy of H in color q, this implies that
∑

0≤i<j<M2 : eH(Vi,Vj)>0

|Vi||Vj | < 0.51

(

m

2

)

· b2 ≤ 0.51

(

n

2

)

.

On the other hand, by assumption H is (1,m)-good so H ∈ Gm, implying that
∑

0≤i<j<M2, : eH(Vi,Vj)>0

|Vi||Vj | > 0.55

(

n

2

)

,

a contradiction. This finishes the proof of the base case.

Now consider k ≥ 3. Let H be an n-vertex (αk,m)-good k-graph and denote φ = φ
(k)
m [b] with b = αkn/m

and M = Mk(m). For convenience, we identify the vertices of H with the set [n]. Suppose there is a

monochromatic copy of H with color Cq and let vertex i be embedded into (xi, yi). Without loss of

generality, we may assume that x1 ≤ x2 ≤ · · · ≤ xn. Then, for any e = {i1, . . . , ik} ∈ E(H) such that

xi1 < xi2 < · · · < xik , we have φ(e) = Cq. For a set S ⊆ [n], we denote xS = {xi | i ∈ S} ⊆ {0, . . . ,M −1}.
For two sets of integers A and A we write A < A′ if a < a′ for all a ∈ A, a′ ∈ A′.

We shall repeatedly use the following simple fact.

Claim 2.8. Let I = [ℓ, r) ⊆ [n] be an interval of size r − ℓ ≥ K(L+ b) for some integers K,L ≥ 1. Then

there are subintervals I1, . . . , IK ⊆ I of size |I1| = |I2| = · · · = |IK | = L satisfying I1 < I2 < · · · < IK and

moreover the sets xI1 , xI2 , . . . , xIK are all pairwise disjoint.

Proof. Let a1 = ℓ, b1 = ℓ + L − 1 and set I1 = [a1, b1]. Then, for 2 ≤ i ≤ K, let ai be the minimum

index such that xai > xbi−1
. Since for any y, there are at most b indices i such that xi = y, it follows that

ai ≤ bi−1 + b. Set bi = ai + L− 1 and Ii = [ai, bi]. Inductively, we have bK ≤ ℓ+KL+ (K − 1)b < r, so

the intervals I1, . . . , IK are well defined and it is easy to see they satisfy all the requirements.

For i ∈ [n − 1], let δi = δ(xi, xi+1). We shall repeatedly use the following simple facts. Given an interval

[ℓ, r] ⊆ [n−1] with r−ℓ > b, let us denote δ∗ = maxi∈[ℓ,r] δi. Then, there is a unique index i∗ such that δi∗ =

δ∗. Indeed, since xℓ < xr+1, we have maxi∈I = δ(xℓ, xr+1) ≥ 0. If there are two indices i1, i2 ∈ [ℓ, r], i1 < i2
with δi1 = δi2 = δ∗, then using Property P3), we have δ∗ = δ(xℓ, xi1+1) = δ(xi1+1, xr+1) = δ(xℓ, xr+1),

which contradicts Property P2). Furthermore, given an interval J ⊆ [ℓ, r] with i∗ 6∈ J, we clearly have

maxj∈J δj < δ∗.

We run the following procedure in steps j = 1, . . . At each step, we have two parameters ℓj , rj with

1 ≤ ℓj < rj ≤ n. If rj − ℓj < n/100, we stop the process. Otherwise, we shall consider the interval

xℓj , . . . , xrj . We start with ℓ1 = 1, r1 = n.

At step j, let pj denote the unique index such that δpj = max{δi | i ∈ [ℓj, rj − 1]}. Since for k ≥ 3,

αk ≤ 10−5 < 1/100, we have rj > ℓj+ b, so pj really is unique by the discussion above. If pj− ℓj ≥ rj −pj,

6



we set ℓj+1 = ℓj, rj+1 = pj and otherwise we set ℓj+1 = pj + 1, rj+1 = rj . We proceed to step j + 1. Note

that at every step the length of the new interval [ℓj+1, rj+1] is at least half of the length of the previous

interval [ℓj , rj ].

Let τ be the minimum value of j such that ℓj ≥ n/100 or rj ≤ n − n/100. Without loss of generality,

we assume that rτ ≤ n − n/100, the other case being analogous. Note that, by definition of τ we have

rτ = pτ−1. Also, by the above discussion, we have that rτ − ℓτ ≥ 0.49n as at the previous step the interval

still had length at least n− 2 · n/100 = 0.98n.

Claim 2.9. For any step j ≥ τ, we have pj 6∈ [ℓj + 4b, rj − 4b].

Proof. Let us first give some intuition behind the short, but rather technical proof. If pj ∈ [ℓj+4b, rj−4b],

then we consider the following three large intervals: [ℓj , pj − 1], [pj, rj ] and [pτ + 1, n]. By the way they

are defined, we have some information about δ(xi1 , xi2) depending on which of the intervals i1, i2 lie in.

Using the pseudorandom properties of H, we can find edges with different numbers of vertices in the

three aforementioned intervals, which by the definition of the step-up coloring, will imply that they have

different colors under φ, contradicting our assumption. We proceed with the formal argument.

For the sake of contradiction assume that pj ∈ [ℓj+4b, rj−4b]. We shall find two edges of H which receive

different colors under φ which would be a contradiction. Since, rj − ℓj ≥ n/100, we have rj − pj ≥ n/200

or pj − ℓj ≥ n/200. Observe that for any k ≥ 3 we have αk ≤ 1
1000k and therefore n/200 ≥ k · (αkn+ b).

First consider the case k = 3. Assume that rj − pj ≥ n/200, the other case being analogous. Since

pj − ℓj ≥ 4b, by Claim 2.8 (with a = 2 and L = b), there are intervals S1, S2 ⊆ [ℓj, pj ] with |S1|, |S2| = b,

S1 < S2 such that xS1
, xS2

are pairwise disjoint. Also by the same claim applied to interval [pj + 1, rj ]

(with a = 2 and L = αkn) there are intervals I1, I2 ⊆ [pj + 1, rj ] with |I1|, |I2| = αkn such that I1 < I2
and the sets xI1 , xI2 are pairwise disjoint. By definition, S2 < I1 and since δpj ≥ 0, we have that

all of the sets xS1
, xS2

, xI1 , xI2 are pairwise disjoint. Since H is (αk,m)-good, there is an edge e =

(w1, w2, w3) ∈ S1 × S2 × I1 as well as an edge f = (z1, z2, z3) ∈ S1 × I1 × I2. By construction and using

Property P3), for two indices i1 ∈ [ℓj , pj ], i2 ∈ [pj + 1, rj ], we have δ(xi1 , xi2) = maxi∈[i1,i2)] δi = δpj . On

the other hand, if i1, i2 ∈ [ℓj , pj ] or i1, i2 ∈ [pj + 1, rj ], then δ(xi1 , xi2) = maxi∈[i1,i2)] < δpj . Therefore,

δ(xw1
, xw2

) < δ(xw2
, xw3

), so φ(xe) ∈ {C1, C2}, whereas δ(xz1 , xz2) > δ(xz2 , xz3), so φ(xf ) ∈ {C3, C4}.
Thus φ(xe) 6= φ(xf ), a contradiction.

Now consider the case k ≥ 4. Assume first that rj − pj ≥ n/200. Similarly as in case k = 3, by

Claim 2.8, there are intervals S1, S2 ⊆ [ℓj , pj ] with |S1|, |S2| = b and I1, . . . , Ik−2 ⊆ [pj + 1, rj ] with

|I1|, . . . , |Ik−2| = αkn such that S1 < S2 < I1 < · · · < Ik−2 and the sets xS1
, xS2

, xI1 , . . . , xIk−2
are

pairwise disjoint. Denote IR = [rτ + 1, n] = [pτ−1 + 1, n] and recall that |IR| ≥ n/100 > αkn. Since H is

(αk,m)-good, H contains an edge e = (z1, . . . , zk) ∈ S1 × S2 × I1 × I2 × · · · × Ik−2 as well as an edge f =

(w1, . . . , wk) ∈ S1×I1×I2 · · ·×Ik−2×IR. We will show that φ(xe) 6= φ(xf ) which would be a contradiction.

Observe that by construction, for i1 ∈ [ℓj, pj ], i2 ∈ [pj + 1, rj ], we have δ(xi1 , xi2) = maxi1≤i<i2 δi = δpj .

On the other hand if i1, i2 ∈ [ℓj, pj ] or i1, i2 ∈ [pj + 1, rj ], then δ(xi1 , xi2) < δpj . Finally, for i1 ∈ [ℓj , pτ−1]

and i2 ∈ [pτ−1 + 1, n], we have δ(xi1 , xi2) = maxi∈[i1,i2) δi ≥ δpτ−1
> δpj . The last inequality follows

from the fact that the interval [ℓj , pj ], which is used to define δpj is a subset of the interval [ℓτ−1, rτ−1]

which is used to define δpτ−1
. Putting these facts together implies that argmaxi∈[k−1] δ(xzi , xzi+1

) = 2,

so φ(xe) = C2. On the other hand, argmaxi∈[k−1] δ(xwi
, xwi+1

) = k − 1 and δ(xw1
, xw2

) > δ(xw2
, xw3

),

implying that φ(xf ) = C1, a contradiction.

Now assume that pj − ℓj ≥ n/200. A very similar argument leads to a contradiction in this case as well.

Using Claim 2.8, we obtain intervals S1, S2 ⊆ [pj + 1, rj ] with |S1|, |S2| = b and intervals I1, . . . , Ik−2 ⊆
[ℓj , pj ] with |I1|, . . . , |Ik−2| = αkn such that I1 < I2 < · · · < Ik−2 < S1 < S2. Again, denote IR =

[pτ−1+1, n]. Since H is (αk,m)-good, it contains an edge e = (w1, . . . , wk) ∈ I1× I2×· · ·× Ik−2×S1×S2
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and an edge f = (z1, . . . , zk) ∈ I1×I2×· · ·×Ik−3×S1×S2×IR. Then, we have argmaxi∈[k−1] δ(wi, wi+1) =

k − 2, implying that φ(xe) = C2. On the other hand, we have argmaxi∈[k−1] δ(xzi , xzi+1
) = k − 1 and

δ(xzk−3
, xzk−2

) > δ(xzk−2
, xzk−1

), which implies that φ(xf ) = C1, a contradiction. This finishes the proof

of the claim.

Therefore, for any j ≥ τ, we have pj − ℓj < 4b or rj − pj < 4b. Finally, we shall identify two large intervals

U and W such that our given monochromatic copy of H implies a monochromatic copy of H[U ;W ] in the

coloring φ
(k−1)
m [4b], which would be a contradiction by the induction hypothesis.

To this end, let T be the step at which the process stops, so we have rT − ℓT < n/100. Since we had

rτ − ℓτ ≥ 0.49n, this implies that either ℓT − ℓτ ≥ n/5 or rτ − rT ≤ n/5. Without loss of generality we

assume ℓT − ℓτ ≥ n/5, the other case being analogous. Recall that in each step of the process, we either

increase ℓj or decrease rj . Let, {p′1, . . . , p′h} = {pa | a ∈ [τ, T − 1], ℓa+1 = pa}, with p′1 < p′2 < · · · < p′h. By

construction we have δp′j > δp′j+1
and by the Claim 2.9, p′j+1−p′j < 4b, for all j ∈ [h−1]. Indeed, note that

by our process p′j was the left endpoint of the interval at the step when we defined p′j+1. Since b < n/100,

there is an index j∗ such that pj∗ ∈ [ℓτ + n/20, ℓτ + n/10]. For ease of notation, denote p∗ = pj∗.

Let U = [ℓτ , ℓτ + n/20],W = [p∗ + 1, ℓT − 1] and define H ′ = H[U ;W ]. Denote n′ = |U | = n/20. Observe

that, by definition, H ′ is a (k−1)-uniform hypergraph and that it is (20αk,m)-good since |U | = n/20 ≥ αkn

and |W | = ℓT − p∗ − 1 ≥ n/20 ≥ αkn. We claim that there is a monochromatic copy of H ′ in φ
(k−1)
m [4b]

in color Cq which would contradict the induction hypothesis, since 4b ≤ 80αkn
′

m <
αk−1n

′

m .

Denote M ′ = Mk−1 = twk−1(10
−8m). Let x∗ = xp∗+1 and consider the mapping Ψ: U → [Mk−1] defined

as Ψ(i) = δ(xi, x
∗). Observe that by Property P3), we have Ψ(i) ≥ Ψ(i+ 1) for all i ∈ [ℓτ , ℓτ + n/20− 1].

Let I1 = [ℓτ , p
′
1] and for 2 ≤ j ≤ h− 1, let Ij = [p′j−1 + 1, p′j ]. Note that for j ∈ [h− 1] and any i ∈ Ij, by

Property P3), Ψ(i) ≥ δp′j and if j ≥ 2, Ψ(i) < δp′j−1
. Since |Ij | < 4b, for all j ∈ [h − 1], this implies that

|Ψ−1(x)| ≤ 4b for all x ∈ [0,Mk−1 − 1].

Finally, consider an edge {v1, . . . , vk−1} ∈ E(H ′), with Ψ(v1) > Ψ(v2) > · · · > Ψ(vk−1). Note that

v1 < v2 < · · · < vk−1 since Ψ is non-decreasing. By definition of H ′, there is a vertex vk ∈ W such that

{v1, . . . , vk} ∈ E(H) and note that xv1 < xv2 < · · · < xvk . Let (δ1, . . . , δk−1) = δ(xv1 , . . . , xvk). For all

a ∈ [k − 1], by Property P3), we have

δa = δ(xva , xva+1
) = max

i∈[va,va+1−1]
δi = max

i∈[va,p∗]
δi = δ(xva , x

∗) = Ψ(va).

In particular, it follows that δ1 > δ2 > · · · > δk−1. Therefore, if k ≥ 4, then

Cq = φ(k)
m ({xv1 , . . . , xvk}) = φ(k−1)

m ({δ1, . . . , δk−1}) = φ(k−1)
m ({Ψ(v1), . . . ,Ψ(vk−1)}).

Similarly, if k = 3, we get

φ(k−1)
m ({Ψ(v1), . . . ,Ψ(vk−1)}) =

{

red, if Cq = C3;

blue, if Cq = C4.

In either case, we conclude that Ψ is a monochromatic embedding of H ′ into φ
(k−1)
m [4b], contradicting our

assumption and finishing the proof.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Clearly we may assume that ∆ is sufficiently large in terms of k. Now, let Ck be a

sufficiently large constant. Furthermore, we may assume that n ≥ Ck ·∆, for some large constant Ck as

otherwise we may apply the argument with ∆′ = ∆/Ck at the cost of decreasing the constant ck in the

result. If n ≤ 2Ck

√
∆, then by a result of Fox and the authors [1], there is a k-graph with at most Ck∆

vertices, maximum degree at most ∆, and 4-color Ramsey number at least twkc
′
k∆ > n · twk(

√
∆), where

c′k is a positive constant depending only on k.
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So assume that n ≥ 2Ck

√
∆ and let α = (105)−k+2, C = 8 ·

(

16
α

)k
and m =

√

∆/C. By Lemma 2.6,

there is an n-vertex (m,α)-good k-graph H with ∆(H) ≤ ∆. Setting b = αn/m, by Lemma 2.7, the

coloring φ
(k)
m [b] does not contain a monochromatic copy of H. Recalling that φ

(k)
m [b] is a coloring on

twk(10
−8m) · b ≥ n · twk(10

−9m) vertices, the statement follows.

Acknowledgment: We would like to thank David Conlon for stimulating discussions.
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