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Abstract

An (n, s, q)-graph is an n-vertex multigraph where every set of s vertices spans at most ¢
edges. In this paper, we determine the maximum product of the edge multiplicities in (n, s, q)-

graphs if the congruence class of ¢ modulo (;) is in a certain interval of length about 3s/2. The

smallest case that falls outside this range is (s,q) = (4,15), and here the answer is o™ to("")

where a is transcendental assuming Schanuel’s conjecture. This could indicate the difficulty
of solving the problem in full generality. Many of our results can be seen as extending work
by Bondy-Tuza [2] and Fiiredi-Kiindgen [8] about sums of edge multiplicities to the product
setting.

We also prove a variety of other extremal results for (n,s,q)-graphs, including product-
stability theorems. These results are of additional interest because they can be used to enumerate
and to prove logical 0-1 laws for (n,s,q)-graphs. Our work therefore extends many classical
enumerative results in extremal graph theory beginning with the Erdés-Kleitman-Rothschild
theorem [6] to multigraphs.

1 Introduction

Given a set X and a positive integer ¢, let ()f) ={Y C X : |Y|=t}. A multigraph is a pair (V,w),
where V' is a set of vertices and w : (‘2/) —-N=4{0,1,2,...}.
Definition 1. Given integers s > 2 and ¢ > 0, a multigraph (V,w) is an (s, ¢)-graph if for every
X e (Z) we have nye(X) w(zy) < q. An (n,s,q)-graph is an (s,q)-graph with n vertices, and
2
F(n,s,q) is the set of (n, s, q)-graphs with vertex set [n] := {1,...,n}.
The goal of this paper is to investigate extremal, structural, and enumeration problems for

(n, s, q)-graphs for a large class of pairs (s, q).
Definition 2. Given a multigraph G = (V,w), define
S(GQ) = Z w(zy) and P(G) = H w(zy),
wye(y) wye ()
exy(n,s,q) = max{S(G): G € F(n,s,q)} and exq(n,s,q) =max{P(G): G € F(n,s,q)}.

An (n, s, q)-graph G is sum-extremal (product-extremal) if S(G) = exx(n, s,q) (P(G) = exqr(n, s, q)).
Let S(n,s,q) (P(n,s,q)) be the set of all sum-extremal (product-extremal) (n,s,q)-graphs with
vertex set [n].
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In [2], Bondy and Tuza determine the structure of multigraphs in S(n,s,q) when n is large
compared to s and ¢ = 0,—1 (mod (‘;)) and when s = 3. In [9], Fiiredi and Kiindgen (among other
things) determine the asymptotic value of exs(n, s, q) for all s,q with a O(n) error term, and the
exact value is determined for many cases. Other special cases of these questions have appeared
n [13]. A natural next step from the investigation of extremal problems for (n, s, q)-graphs is to
consider questions of structure and enumeration. The question of enumeration for (n, s, ¢)-graphs
was first addressed in [I4], where it was shown the problem is closely related extremal results for
the product of the edge multiplicities.

S

Definition 3. Given integers s > 2 and ¢ > (2), define the asymptotic product density and the
asymptotic sum density, respectively, as the following limits (which both exist):

1

eXH(S7 q) = nh—>n;o (GXH(TL, S, q)) @ and 6X2(37 q) = nh_}ngo GXE((H#S,Q)
2

In [14], the current authors showed exp(s,q) exists for all s > 2 and ¢ > 0 and proved the
following enumeration theorem for (n, s, ¢)-graphs in terms of exy(s, q + (g))

Theorem 1. ( [14]) Suppose s > 2 and q > 0 are integers. If expi(s,q+ (3)) > 1, then

ex (s,qu (;))(2) < |F(n.s.0) < eXH<S7q+ <;>>(1+0(1))(72l)’

and if exrr(s,q + (;)) <1, then |F(n,s,q)| < 90(n?).

This result was used in [I4] along with a computation of exyj(4,15) to give an enumeration of
F(n,4,9). This case was of particular interest because it turned out that |F(n,4,9)| = a™**+o(n*),
where a is transcendental under the assumption of Schanuel’s conjecture. In this paper, we continue
this line of investigations by proving enumeration results for further cases of s and ¢, and in some
cases proving approximate structure theorems (the particular special case (s, q) = (3,4) was recently
studied in [7]). This generalizes many classical theorems about enumeration in extremal graph
theory (beginning with the Erdds-Kleitman-Rothschild theorem [6]) to the multigraph setting. All
of these results rely on computing exy(n, s, q), characterizing the elements in P(n, s, q), and proving
corresponding product-stability theorems, and this is the main content of this paper. Questions
about exrr(n, s,q) and P(n, s,q) may also be of independent interest, as they are natural “product
versions” of the questions about extremal sums for (n, s, ¢)-graphs investigated in [2,[9].

2 Main Results

Given a multigraph G = (V,w) and zy € (‘2/), we will refer to w(xy) as the multiplicity of xy.

The multiplicty of G is pu(G) = max{w(xy) : xy € (‘2/)} Our first main result, Theorem [2] below,
gives us information about the asymptotic properties of elements in F(n, s, q), in the case when
exri(s,q + (5)) > 1. Suppose G = (V,w) and G’ = (V,w') are multigraphs. We say that G is a
submultigraph of G if V = V' and for each ay € (1), w(zy) < w'(zy). Define G* = (V,w") where
for each zy € (‘2/), wT (zy) = w(zy) + 1. Observe that if G € F(n,s,q), then GT € F(n,s,q+ (;))

Definition 4. Suppose € > 0 and n, s, g are integers satisfying n > 1, s > 2, and ¢ > 0. Set

E(n,s,q,€) = {G € F(n,s,q) : P(GT) > exp (s,q + (;))(1_5)(3)}.

Then set E(n, s,q,€) = {G € F(n,s,q) : G is a submultigraph of some G’ € E(n, s, q,¢€)}.



Theorem 2. Suppose s > 2 and q > 0 are integers satisfying exr(s,q + (;)) > 1. Then for all
€ > 0, there is B > 0 such that for all sufficiently large n, the following holds.

[F'(n,5,9) \ E(n, 5,4, €|

< 9=hn?, 1
Fosgl - M)

Theorem [2] will be proved in Section M using a consequence of a version of the hypergraph
containers theorem for multigraphs from [14]. Our next results investigate exyi(n, s, ¢) and P(n, s, q)
for various values of (s,q). Observe that if ¢ < (g), then for any n > s, every (n,s,q)-graph G
must contain an edge of multiplicity 0, and therefore P(G) = 0. Consequently, exy(n,s,q) = 0 and
P(n,s,q) = F(n,s,q), for all n > s. For this reason we restrict our attention to the cases where
s >2and g > (3). Suppose G = (V,w) and G’ = (V',w’). Then G = (V,w) and G' = (V',w)
are isomorphic, denoted G = G, if there is a bijection f : V — V' such that for all xy € (‘2/),
w(zy) = W' (f(2)f(y). EV =V, set AG,G') = {ay € (‘2/) cw(ay) # w'(zy)}. Given § > 0,
G and G’ are d-close if |A(G,G")| < dn?, otherwise they are §-far. If X C V, G[X] denotes the
multigraph (X, w [(;2()) Suppose that ¢ = b (mod (;)) Our results fall into three cases depending

on the value of b.

2.1 Thecase 0<b<s—2

Definition 5. Given n > s > 1 and a > 1, let Us 4(n) be the set of multigraphs G = ([n], w) such
that there is a partition Ag, 41, ... ’AL% | of [n] for which the following holds.

e For each 1 <i < |n/s], |Ai| =s, and |Ag| =n — s|n/s].

e For each 0 <i < |n/s], and G[A;] is a star with |4;| — 1 edges of multiplicity a + 1 and all
other edges of multiplicity a.

e For all zy ¢ |J (gi), w(zy) = a.
Let Ug(n) be the unique element of Uy 4(n), i.e. Ug(n) = ([n], w) where w(zy) = a for all zy € ([72‘]).
Theorem 3. Suppose n, s, q,a are integers satisfyingn > s> 2, a> 1, and q¢ = a(;) + b for some
0<b<s—2.
e (Extremal) Then a(3) < exq(n,s,q) < a(g)((a + 1)/(1)“)%1"J and thus exri(s,q) = a. Further,

(a) If b= 0, then P(n,s,q) = {Uq(n)} and exq(n,s,q) = al3),

n =y
(b) If b = s — 2, then Us_14(n) C P(n,s,q) and exq(n,s,q) = a(?) <%1> YL Also,
P(n,3,q) = Usq(n).

e (Stability) For all 6 > 0, there is € > 0 and M such that for alln > M and G € F(n,s,q), if
P(G) > exq1(n,s,q) ¢, then G is 6-close to Uy(n).

One interesting phenomenon discovered in [2] is that S(n,3,3a + 1) has many non-isomorphic
multigraphs when a > 1 and n is large. In contrast to this, Theorem Blshows that all the multigraphs
in P(n,3,3a + 1) = Us 4(n) are isomorphic.



2.2 The case b = (;) —t for some 1 <t < 3

Call a partition Uy,...,Uy of a finite set X an equipartition if ||U;| — |U;|| < 1 for all i # j.
Recall the Turdn graph, Ts(n), is the complete s-partite graph with n vertices, whose parts form
an equipartition of its vertex set.

Definition 6. Given integers a > 2 and n > s > 1, define T, 4(n) to be the set of multigraphs
G = ([n],w) with the following property. There is an equipartition Uy, ...,Us of [n] such that

(1) a—1 ifzye (g’) for some i € [s].
w(zy) =
Y a if (z,y) € U; x U; for some i # j € [s].

We think of elements of T, 4(n) as multigraph analogues of Turdn graphs. Let t;(n) be the number
of edges in Ts(n).

Theorem 4. Let s,q,a,t be integers satisfying a > 2, q = a(g) —t and either
(a) s>2andt=1 or

(b) s>4and2<t<3.

o (Eztremal) Then for all n > s, Ts_tq4(n) € P(n,s,q), exn(n,s,q) = (a — 1)(3)(ﬁ)t*t("), and
s—t—1

exr(s,q) = (a—1)(F%) ==t . If (a) holds and n > s or (b) holds and n is sufficiently large, then
P(”) S, q) = Ts—t,a(n)'

e (Stability) For all 6 > 0, there is M and € such that for all m > M and G € F(n,s,q), if
P(G) > exni(n,s,q)' ¢ then G is §-close to an element of Ts_¢q(n).

2.3 The case (s,q) = (4,9)

The case (s,q) = (4,9) is the first pair where s > 2 and ¢ > () which is not covered by Theorems
and M, and is closely related to an old question in extremal combinatorics. Let ex(n,{Cs,C4})
denote the maximum number of edges in a graph on n vertices which contains no C3 or Cy as a
non-induced subgraph.

Theorem 5. exyy(n,4,9) = 25({C.C1) for qll n > 4.

It is known that
<$ 4 0(1)> 2 < ex(n, {Cs, Ca}) < <% 4 0(1)> n3/2

and an old conjecture of Erdds and Simonovits [4] states that the lower bound is correct.

The next case not covered here is (s,q) = (4,15) and it was shown in [14] that exp(n,4,15) =
2 +o(n?) where ~ is transcendental and 27 is also transcendental if we assume Schanuel’s conjecture
from number theory. Many other cases were conjectured in [14] to have transcendental behaviour
like the case (4,15). This suggests that determining exp(s,q) for all pairs (s,q) will be a hard
problem.



2.4 Enumeration and structure of most (n, s, ¢)-graphs

Combining the extremal results of Theorems Bl M and Bl with Theorem [ we obtain Theorem
below, which enumerates F'(n, s, q) for many cases of (s, q).

Theorem 6. Let s,q,a,b be integers satisfying s > 2, a > 0, and q = a(g) +b.
(i) IfO < b < s—2, then |F(n,s,q)| = (a+ 1)(8)200*).
(ii) If b = ( ) — ¢ where 2 <t < s , then |F(n,s,q)| = (a + 1)( )(aﬁ)ts t(n)+o(n?)

(iii) |F(n,4,3)| = 200"

In our last main result, Theorem [1 below, we combine the stability results of Theorems [B] and

[ with Theorem [2] to prove approximate structure theorems for many (s, q). Given § > 0 and a set
E(n) C F(n,s,q), let E°(n) be the set of G € F(n,s,q) such that G is d-close to some G’ € E(n).

Definition 7. Suppose n,a, s are integers such that n,s > 1.
(i) If a > 1, set Uy(n) = {G = ([n],w) : G is a submultigraph of some G’ € Uy(n)}.
(i) If a > 2, set Ts 4(n) = {G = ([n],w) : G is a submultigraph of some G’ € T ,(n)}.
Observe that in each case, Uy (n) C U,(n) and Ty 4(n) C Ty o(n).

Theorem 7. Suppose s, q,a,t,b are integers such that n > s > 2, and E(n) is a set of multigraphs
such that one of the following holds.

(i) a >0, g=a(;) +b for some 0 <b<s—2, and E(n) = Ua(n).
(i) a>1, g=a(3) —t for some 1 <t <%, and E(n) = Ts_yq(n).

Then for all & > 0 there exists 8 > 0 such that for all sufficiently large n,

F(ns, ) \E°()| _ ()
Fln,s,q] =2 (2)

3 Proof of Theorems 6] and [7]

In this section we prove Theorems [0l and [1 assuming Theorems 2] Bl and [l

Proof of Theorem [6. Suppose first that case (i) holds. By Theorem Bl (Extremal),

exn(s,q+ <;>> :exn(s,(a+1)<;> +b) — a1

If a = 0, then exri(s,q + (3)) = 1, so Theorem [ implies |F(n,s,q)| = 20(n%) — (g + 1)(3)20("2). If
a > 1, then exn(s, ¢+ (5)) = a —|— 1 > 1, so Theorem [I] implies

‘F(n,s,q)\ = (CL + 1)(Z)+0("2) — (CL + 1)(2)20(712)

Suppose now that case (i) holds. So ¢ = a(5) + (5) —t = (a+1)(5) — . By Theorem @ (Extremal),

an(s.a+ (3)) = e (s 2)(3) —1) = @r ()

5




Since a > 0, this shows exy(s,q + (;)) > 1, so Theorem [ implies

s—t—1

a+2> s—t
a+1

) (5)+o(n?) a+ Z)tst(N)+O(n2)

- (a+1)(g)<a+l

F(n,5.q)| = ((a+1)(
For (iii) first observe that any subgraph of a graph of girth at least 5 is a (4, 3)-graph, and since
ex(n,{C3,C4}) > ¢1n%/? for some constant ¢; > 0 (see [4]) we obtain the lower bound. For the
upper bound, observe that in a (4, 3)-graph, there is at most one pair with multiplicity at least two
and the set of pairs with multiplicity one forms a graph with no Cy. By the Kleitman-Winston
theorem [12], the number of ways to choose the pairs of multiplicity one is at most 2e27*" for some
constant co > 0 and this gives the upper bound. O

Proof of Theorem [Tl Fix § > 0. Observe that if case (i) holds (respectively, case (ii)), then
(s,q+ (;)) satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem [ (respectively, Theorem [). Let

E(n) = Ugt1(n) in case (i)
Ts—tat+1(n) in case (ii)

By Theorem [3] (Stability) in case (i) and Theorem @ (Stability) in case(ii), there is € > 0 so that for
sufficiently large n, if G* € F(n, s, q+ (3)) satisfies P(GT) > exi(n, s, ¢+ (3))' ¢, then G* is d-close
to some G’ € E(n). Note that G’ € E(n) implies there is H € E(n) such that HT = G. Combining
this our choice of €, we obtain the following. For all sufficienlty large n and G € F(n, s, q),

1—e
if P(GT) > exq <n, s,q+ <;>> , then G is d-close to H™, for some H € E(n). (3)

By Theorem B (Extremal) in case (i) and Theorem @ (Extremal) in case(ii), we must have that
exm(s,q + (g)) > 1. So Theorem 2] implies there is 8 > 0 such that for all sufficiently large n the
following holds.

|F(n,8,q) \ E(nvsyq7 €)| < 2—6712.
[F'(n,s,9)] -

So to show (2)), it suffices to show that for sufficiently large n, E(n, s, q,€) C E?(n). Fix n sufficiently
large and suppose G = ([n],w®) € E(n,s,q,¢€). By definition, this means there is G’ € F(n, s, q)
such that P(G'") > exn(n,s,q + (5))' ¢ and G is a submultigraph of G’. By @), G'* is ¢-
close to H*t, for some H € E(n). Define H = ([n],w”") such that w'(zy) = w(xy) if zy €
([Z}) \ A(G', H), and w'(zy) = 0 if zy € A(G’,H). We claim H' is a submultigraph of H. Fix
xy € ([g]). We want to show w! (zy) < wH (xy). If zy € A(G', H), then w' (zy) = 0 < w (xy)
is immediate. If 2y ¢ A(G',H), then w (zy) = w%(xy) < w%(zy) = w(xy), where the
inequality is because G is a submultigraph of G’ and the last equality is because zy ¢ A(G’, H).
Thus H' is a submultigraph of H € E(n), which implies H' is also in E(n). By definition of H’,
A(G,H') C A(G',H) = A(G'",H"). Since G’ and HT are -close, this implies |A(G, H')| < dn?,
and G € E°(n). O

4 Proof of Theorem

In this section we prove Theorem 2l We will use Theorem [ below, which is a version of the
hypergraph containers theorem of [IL[I5] for multigraphs. Theorem [ was proved in [14].



Definition 8. Suppose s > 2 and ¢ > 0 are integers. Set
H(s,q) ={G = ([s],w) : p(G) < g and S(G) > ¢}, and  g(s,q) =[H(s,q)|-
If G = (V,w) is a multigraph, let H(G,s,q) ={X € (Z) : G[X] = G for some G’ € H(s,q)}.

Theorem 8. For every 0 < § < 1 and integers s > 2, ¢ > 0, there is a constant ¢ = c(s,q,9) > 0
such that the following holds. For all sufficiently large n, there is G a collection of multigraphs of
multiplicity at most q and with vertex set [n] such that

(i) for every J € F(n,s,q), there is G € G such that J is a submultigraph of G,
(ii) for every G € G, |H(G,s,q)| <4(7), and
(iii) log |G| < en?" s logn.
We will also use the following two results appearing in [14].

Lemma 1 (Lemma 1 of [I4]). Fiz integers s > 2 and ¢ > 0. For all0 < v <1, there is0 < < 1
such that for all sufficiently large n, the following holds. If G = ([n],w) satisfies u(G) < q and
|H(G,s,q)| <6(5), then G is v-close to some G’ in F(n,s,q).

Proposition 1 (Proposition 2 in [14]). For all n > s > 2 and q > 0, exn(s,q) ezists and
exm(n, s,q) > exn(s,q)(g). If g > (;), then exr(s,q) > 1.

Proof of Theorem 2l Fix ¢ > 0 and set v = (elog(exn(s,q + (3)))/(8log(g + 1)). Choose 6 > 0
according to Lemma [ so that the following holds for all sufficiently large n.

Any G = ([n],w) with u(G) < q and [H(G, s,q)| < 5<Z> is v-close to some G’ in F(n,s,q). (4)

Fix n sufficiently large. Apply Theorem [ to obtain a constant ¢ and a collection G of multigraphs
of multiplicity at most ¢ and with vertex set [n] satisfying (i)-(iii) of Theorem 8 Suppose that
H = ([n],wf) € F(n,s,q) \ E(n,s,q,¢). By (i), there is G = ([n],w”) € G such that H is
a submultigraph of G and |H(G,s,q)| < §("). We claim that P(G*) < exni(n,s,q + (5))17<2
Suppose towards a contradiction this is not the case, so P(G") > exy(n,s,q + (;))1_6/2. By @),
|H(G,s,q)] < 6(7) implies there is G' = ([n],w®") € F(n,s,q) which is v-close to G. Define
H' = ([n],w™") by setting w' (zy) = w (zy) for all zy € ([g}) \ A(G,G") and w'' (zy) = 0 for all
xy € A(G,G’"). By construction and because H' is a submultigraph of G’, we have that H is also
a submultigraph of G’. Observe

¢ 1 '
P(GT) = P(G*)( H %) > P(GT)(q + 1)"1AEGE]
eyeA(H,H')
where the inequality is because 1 < w% (zy) + 1,w%(zy) + 1 < ¢ + 1 implies % > qul.
Combining this with the fact that G and G’ are v-close, the definition of v, and our assumption
that P(GT) > exni(n,s,q + (3))'~/2, we have that P(G'*") is at least the following.

P(GT)(q+1)""" = P(GF)exn (8, q+ <;> ) —en?/8 > exyr <n, s, q+ <;> ) 1_6/26}{1_[ <S’ ot <;> ) —En2/8.



Since exy(n,s,q + 1/(3) > exri(s,q + (5)) (see Proposition [l), we obtain that the right hand
2
side is at least

eX11 (n, S,q+ (;)) 1_6/2GXH (n, S,q + (;) ) _EnZ/(8(g)) > €XT11 <’I’L, S,q+ <;> > 1_6,

where the inequality is because n large implies en?/(8(3)) < €/2. But now H is a submultigraph of
G’ and P(G'") > exni(n, s,q + (5))' ¢, contradicting that H € F(n,s,q) \ E(n,s,q,¢). Therefore,
every element of F(n,s,q) \ E(n,s,q, e) can be constructed as follows.

e Choose some G € G with P(GF) < exqi(n, s,q+ (3))!~/2. There are at most en?"1s log n choices.
Since n is large and exy(s,q + (;)) > 1, we may assume en? logn < exy(s,q+ (;))6(3)/4.

e Choose a submultigraph of G. There are at most P(GT) < exqi(n, s,q + (;))1_6/2 choices.

This shows

e(n)/4 1—¢/2
Flos0)\ Bl < esn(s.0+ (5)) exH(n sat(3))

—e(%)/4
Sexn<s,q+<;>) &) exyI nsq—l— 2)

where the second inequality is because exr(n,s,q + (‘;)) > exq(s,q + ( ))( ). By Theorem [,
|F(n,s,q)| > exm(n,s,q), so this implies

n,s, n,S,q,€ s\\ —<(3)/
s e confos ()

Setting 8 = §logy(exni(s,q + (;)) finishes the proof (note S > 0 since exry(s, q + (;)) > 1). O

5 Extremal Results

In this section we prove the extremal statements in Theorems [l and @l We begin with some
preliminaries. Suppose s > 2 and g > (;) It was shown in [9] that exx(s,q) exists, and the
AM-GM inequality implies that

exni(s,q) = nh_}n(go exn(n,s,q)l/(g) < lim exs(n. 5,4) = exx(s, q). (5)

ST

The following lemma is an integer version of the AM-GM inequality.

Lemma 2. If{ > 2, k € [{] and a,x1,. ..,z are positive integers such that Zle x; < al—k, then
Hle z; < a"*(a—1)F. Moreover, equality holds if and only if exactly k of the z; are equal to a — 1
and the rest are equal to a.

Proof. 1f there are x; and x; with x; < x; — 1, then replacing x; with z; 4+ 1 and replacing z; with
x; — 1 increases the product and keeps the sum unchanged. So no two of the x;’s differ by more
than one when the product is maximized. O

Corollary 1. Letn>s>2,a > 2, and (a—1)(5) < ¢ < a(3). Suppose G € S(n, s,q) has all edge
multiplicities in {a,a — 1} and contains exactly k edges of multiplicity a — 1. Then for all other
G € F(n,s,q), G € P(n,s,q) if and only if G' has k edges of multiplicity a — 1 and all other edges
of multiplicity a. Consequently, G € P(n,s,q) C S(n, s,q).



Proof. Fix G so that the hypotheses hold. Then S(G) = a(}) — k and P(G) = a(g)_k(a — 1)k, Let
G’ = ([n], w) be another element of F(n,s,q). Since G € S(n, s,q), we have

S(G') < S(G) = a<’;> k.

By Lemma R with ¢ = (3), P(G') < a(g)_k(a —1)* with equality if and only if {w(zy) : zy € ([g])}
consists of k elements equal to a — 1 and the rest equal to a. This shows G' € P(n,s,q) if
and only if G’ has k edges of multiplicity a — 1 and the rest of multiplicity a. Consequently,
G € P(n,s,q). To show P(n,s,q) C S(n,s,q), let G’ € P(n,s,q). Then by what we have shown,
S(G") =a(}) — k= S(G), so G € 8(n, s,q) implies G’ € S(n, s,q). O

The following is a consequence of Theorem 5.2 in [2] (case b = 0) and Theorems 8 and 9 in [9]
(cases 0 < b <s—2).

Theorem 9 (Bondy-Tuza [2], Fiiredi-Kiindgen [9]). Letn>s>2,a>1,0<b<s—2, and

,S, q a .

with equality holding when b= s — 2 and when b = 0.

Proof of Theorem Bl (Extremal). Since U,(n) € F(n,s,q), a(®) < exrr(n, s,q). On the other

hand, let G € F(n, s, q). Theorem [ implies that S(G) < a(}) + Lﬁblnj This along with Lemma [2]

implies that P(G) < a(g)((a—i— 1)/a)LWbl"J. Thus a(2) < exr(n, s,q) < a(g)((a—i— 1)/a)LWban, which
implies exy(s, q) = a.

Case (a): If b = 0, then Theorem [ implies Uy(n) € S(n,s,q). Because Ug(n) has all edge
multiplicities in {a}, Corollary [Il implies U,(n) € P(n, s, q) and moreover, every other element of
P(n, s, q) has all edges of multiplicity a. In other words, {U,(n)} = P(n, s, q), so exir(n, s,q) = al3).

Case (b): If b = s — 2, then it is straightforward to check Us_;,(n) C F(n,s,q). Since
S(G) = a(y) + [£=2n] for all G € Us_1,4(n), Theorem @ implies Us_14(n) C S(n,s,q). Because
every element in Us_; 4(n) has all edge multiplicities in {a + 1, a}, Corollary [[limplies Us_; 4(n) C
P(n,s,q) and every G’ € P(n, s, q) contains exactly Li%%nj edges of multiplicity a+1, and all others
of multiplicity a. Thus exy(n,s,q) = a(g)(%ﬂ)tﬁJ. Suppose s =3, b =1, and G' = ([n],w) €
P(n,s,q). If there are z,y # z € [n] such that w(zy) = w(zz) = a + 1, then because G’ contains
only edges of multiplicity a + 1 and a, S({z,y,2}) > 2(a+ 1) + a = 3a + 2 > ¢, a contradiction.
Thus the edges of multiplicity @ + 1 form a matching of size [§] in G', so G’ € Us_14(n). This
shows Us_14(n) = P(n, s, q). O

The following is a consequence of Theorem 5.2 of [2].
Theorem 10 (Bondy-Tuza [2]). Suppose n >s>2,a>1, and ¢ = a(‘;) —1. Then

n

exs(nsig) = (0= 1) () + taa (o)

Proof of Theorem [l(a) (Extremal). Since Ts_;,(n) C F(n,s,q) and for all G € Ts_14(n),
S(G) = (a —1)(5) + ts—1(n), Theorem [0 implies that Ts—14(n) C S(n, s, q). Therefore Corollary
[ implies Ts_; 4(n) € P(n,s,q) and each G € P(n,s,q) has t,_1(n) edges of multiplicity a and the



rest of multiplicity a — 1. Fix G = ([n],w) € P(n,s,q) and let G’ be the graph with vertex set
[n] and edge set E = {zy € ([3}) s w(zy) = a}. Then G’ is K¢-free and has ts_1(n) edges, so by
Turdn’s theorem, G’ = Ts_1(n) and thus G € Ts_; 4(n). So we have shown, P(n, s,q) = Ts_14(n).
Consequently, exg(n, s, q) = (a — 1)(3)(%)“*1(”) and exrr(s,q) = (a — 1)(=% )i%% O

a—1

To prove Theorem [|(b) (Extremal), we will need the following theorem, as well as a few lemmas.

Theorem 11. [Dirac [3], Bondy-Tuza [2]] Letn > s >4, a > 1, and ¢ = a(3) —t for some

S/

2<t<%. Thenexs(n,s,q) =exx(n,s,q) where s =s—t+1 and ¢ =a(3) — 1.

Proof. Let n > s > 4 and 2 < ¢ < s/2. In [3], Dirac proved that exs(n, s, (5) —t) = ts—¢(n). This
along with Lemma 5.1 in [2] implies that for all @ > 1,

exs (1, 5, a<;> 1) = exsy(n, 5, <;> —t)+(a—1) (Z) = toy(n)+(a—1) <Z> = exx(n, s, a<32/> ~1),

where the last equality is by Theorem [I0] applied to s’ and a(g) —1. O

Lemma 3. If s,q,a,t are integers satisfying case (b) of Theorem[]], and s' = s—t+1, ¢’ = a(szl) -1,
then for alln > s, Tg_1(n) C P(n,s,q) and exyi(n, s,q) = exqp(n, s, q').

Proof. Set s’ = s—t+1andq = a(szl) —1,and fixn > 5. Fix G € Ty_1 4(n). It is straightforward to
check that G € F(n,s,q). By Theorem [}, exx(n,s',q') = exs(n,s,q). Since S(G) = (a —1)(5) +
ts—1(n), by Theorem [I0 applied to s’ and ¢’, we have that S(G) = exx(n,s’,q') = exx(n, s, q).
This shows G € S(n,s,q). By Corollary [Il since G has all edge multiplicities in {a,a — 1}, G €
P(n,s,q), so P(G) = exn(n,s,q). Since G € Ty_14(n) and Ty_14(n) € P(n,s’,q") by Theorem
M(a) (Extremal), P(G) = exmi(n,s’,q'). Thus exp(n, s, q) = P(G) = ex(n, s',¢). O

We now fix some notation. Given n € N, z € [n], Y C [n], and G = ([n],w), set

SV = 3 wiay), S.(¥)=Ywz), PO)= [] wey), and PY)=]]wly)

If X C [n] is disjoint from Y, set P(X,Y) = [[,cx ey w(zy).

Claim 1. Suppose s,q,a,t are integers satisfying the hypotheses of case (b) of Theorem[f. Then
foralln>2s ands—t+1<y<s—1,

a—l)%

exii(n —y, s,q) < exu(n, s,q)(a — 1)~ () <ay—2(a _ 1)2)—(n—y)< -

Proof. Set ' = s —t+1 and ¢ = a(‘;’) —1. Fixn > s and s’ < y < s — 1. Choose some
H = ([n—y],w) € Ty_14(n—y)andlet Uy, ..., Uy_1 be the partition of [n—y] corresponding to H.
Observe that there is some 4 such that [U;| > 5=%. Without loss of generality, assume |Uy| > $=.
Assign the elements of Y’ := [n] \ [n — y] to the U; in as even a way as possible, to obtain an
equipartition U{,...,U!, ; of [n] extending Uy, ...,Uy_;1. Observe that because s’ < [Y'| <s—1
and s —1 = s —t > s/2, for each i, U/ \ U;| € {1,2}, and there is at least one i such that
|U{\U;| = 1. Since |Uy| > Z=¥, by redistributing Y if necessary, we may assume that |U7\ Uy | = 1.
Define a new multigraph H' = ([n],w’) so that w'(zy) = a—1if zy € ([g) for some i € [ — 1]
and w'(zy) = a if (z,y) € U] x U; for some i # j. Note that by construction H' € Ty 4(n) and
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H'[[n —y]] = H. By Lemma [ since n —y > s, H € Tg_14(n —y) and H € Ty_; 4(n) imply
HeP(n—y,s,q) and H € P(n,s,q). These facts imply the following.

exqi(n, s,q) = P(H') = P(H)P(Y')P(Y',[n —y]) = exu(n —y,5,) P(Y)P(Y', [n —y]).  (6)

By definition of H', if |U/\U;| = 2, then for all z € U;, P,(Y') = a¥~2(a—1)? and if |[U/\U;| = 1,
then for all z € U;, P,(Y') = a¥~(a — 1). Since |U] \ Uy| = 1, this implies

PO - 2 (0 1) )% (e 1) ()

a—1
By construction, P(Y"') > (a — 1)( ). Combining this with (@), (), and the fact that [U;| > ==,
we obtain
n— n—y
exm(n,s,q) > exn(n —y,s,q)(a — 1)(3) <ay_2(a - 1)2> y<ai 1) o

Rearranging this yields ex(n — v, s,q) < exn(n, s,q)(a — 1)_(3)(ay_2(a —1)?)~(r=y) (o= 1) =S

a

Lemma 4. Letn>s>4,a > 2, andq—a( )—tforsom62<t 5. Suppose G € F(n,s,q) and
Y e (slﬂrl) satisfies S(Y) > a(*~ éﬂ). Then there is Y CY' C [n] such that s—t+1 < Y| <s—1

and for all z € [n] \'Y', S.(Y") < a|Y’| — 2, and consequently, P,(Y") < al¥'172(a — 1)2.

Proof. Suppose towards a contradiction that Y € (s_[ﬂ_l) satisfies S(Y) > a(s_;ﬂ) but for all
Y CY’' C[n]suchthat s—t+1<|Y'| <s—1, thereis z € [n]\ Y’ with S,(Y') > a|Y'| —2. Apply
this fact with Y’ =Y to choose z1 € [n] \ Y such that S,,(Y) > a|Y| — 2. Then inductively define
a sequence zy,...,%—1 so that foreach 1 <i<t—-2, 5, (Y U{z,...,%}) >a(s—t+1+i)—1

(to define z;11, apply the fact with Y =Y U{z1,...,2;}). Then |Y U{z,...,2-1}| = s and

S(YU{Zl,.. y Rt— 1} ZS(Y +Szl( )+SZQ(YU{Z1})—l—...—|—Szt71(YU{Z1,...,Zt_2})
s—t+

| \/

>+a(s—t—|—1)—1+...—|—a(s—1)—1

) )

contradicting that G € F(n, s, q). Therefore there is Y C Y’ C [n] such that s—t+1 < |[Y/| <s—1
and for all z € [n]\ Y, S.(Y') < a|Y’| — 2. By Lemmal[2 this implies P,(Y') < alY'I"2(a —1)2. O

Lemma 5. Suppose s,q,a,t are integers satisfying the hypotheses of case (b) of Theorem [l Then
there are constants C' > 1 and 0 < o« < 1 such that for all n > 1 the following holds. Suppose
G € F(n,s,q) and k(G) is the mazimal number of pairwise disjoint elements of {Y € ( ] )

s—t+1
S(GY]) > a(s_gﬂ)}. Then
P(G) < CHD oM Dnexp(n, s, q). (8)
Proof. Set o = (%= )Qt(é . Choose C' > q( 2) sufficiently large so that exp(n, s,q) < Ca™ holds
for all 1 < n < s®. We proceed by induction on n. If 1 < n < s% and G € F(n,s,q), then (8) is
clearly true of k:(G) = 0. If k(G) > 1, then by choice of C' and since k(G) <n and a < 1,

P(G) <exq(n,s,q) < Ca™ < CaMOm < CHD oM Dmexyi(n, s, q).
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Now let n > s and suppose by induction (&) holds for all G’ € F(n/,s,q) where 1 < n’ < n. If
G € F(n,s,q), then (8) is clearly true if k&(G) = 0. If k&(G) > 0, let Y7,...,Y) be a maximal set of

pairwise disjoint elements in {Y € (s_[?lrl) : S(G[Y]) > a(s_gﬂ)}. Apply Lemma to find Y’ such

that Y] CY' C[n], s —t+1<|Y'| <s—1,and for all z € [n]\ Y, P,(Y') < al¥'1"2(a — 1)2. Let
|Y'| = y. Then note

P, \Y)= [[ P.OY)< <ay—2(a—1)2)"_y. 9)

z€[n]\Y’

Observe that G[[n]\ Y] is isomorphic to some H € F(n —y,s,q). Since Y’ can intersect at most
t — 2 other Y;, and since Y7, ..., Y} was maximal, we must have k(H) + 1 < k(G) < k(H) +t— 1.
By our induction hypothesis,

P([n]\Y') = P(H) < C*IDFH =Y ex(n -y, 5, q). (10)

Since pu(G) < ¢ and y < s — 1, and by our choice of C, P(Y’) < q(g) < C. Combining this with
@), (I0) and the fact that pu(H) < u(G) we obtain that

P(G) = P([n] \Y)P(Y',[n] \Y)P(Y") < Ck(H)ak(H)(n—y)eXH(n —,5,q) <ay_2(a B 1)2)71—1/0
= ORI+ R H) =Y eyt (n — y, 5, q) <ay_2(a _ 1)2)”_9.

Plugging in the upper bound for exg(n — y, s,¢) from Claim [ yields that P(G) is at most

a—1
a

>% < CRUDHL QR (=) 42—y oy 1 (s ),

(11)

CFHFLGRE) =) 6x1(n, s, q)(a — 1)—(3) (

where the last inequality is because (a — 1)_(3) < 1 and by definition of a, (“%.Ll)l/ (5=t) = %, We
claim that the following holds.

E(H)(n —y) +2t(n —y) > (k(H) +t — 1)n. (12)

Rearranging this, we see ([2]) is equivalent to yk(H) < tn +n — 2ty. Since 2 < t < s/2 and
y<s—1,tn+n—2ty > 3n—s(s—1), so it suffices to show yk(H) < 3n — s(s — 1). By definition,
k(H) < % so yk(H) < ys(fT_erl) Combining this with the facts that s — ¢t +1 <y < s —1 and
5/2 < s—t+1 yields

yk(H) < (8_1)(:__t(i1t+1)) :n<si;i1> —s+1 <2n<S;1> —-s+1

Thus it suffices to check 2n(£=1) — s + 1 < 3n — s(s — 1). This is equivalent to (s —1)? < n(£t2),
which holds because n > s2. This finishes the verification of (IZ). Combining (1), (IZ), and the
fact that k(H) + 1 < k(G) < k(H) +t — 1 yields

P(G) < Ck(H)Ha(k(H)“_l)”exn(n, s,q) < Ck(G)ak(G)”exH(n, $,q).

12



Proof of Theorem HM(b) (Extremal). Set s = s—¢t+1 and ¢ = a(‘;) —1. Fix n > s. By
Lemma [3] and definition of s', Ts_;4(n) = Ty_1,4(n) € P(n,s,q) and

exrr(n, s,q) = exq(n,s',q) = (a — 1)(2)(—

[ (n)
a— 1) '

9

where the last equality is by Theorem H{(a) (Extremal) applied to s’ and ¢’. By definition, we have
1
exri(s,q) = (a — 1)(L)1—ﬁ. We have left to show that P(n,s,q) C Ty_1 4(n) holds for large n.

Assume n is suﬂicieiltiy large and C and « are as in Lemma Bl Note exy(n, s, q) = exq(n,s’,¢)
implies P(n,s,q) N F(n,s',q¢") C P(n,s',q") = Ty_1,4(n), where the equality is by Theorem [l (a)
(Extremal). So it suffices to show P(n,s,q) C F(n,s’,q'). Suppose towards a contradiction that
there exists G = ([n],w) € P(n,s,q) \ F(n,s’,q"). Then in the notation of Lemma [, k&(G) > 1.
Combining this with Lemma Bl we have

k(G
P(G) < (MO ey (n,5.q) = (Ca) " Vesn(n s.) < exn(n, s.0).

where the last inequality is because n is large, a < 1, and k(G) > 1. But now P(G) < exp(n, s, q)
contradicts that G € P(n, s, q). O

6 Stability

In this section we prove the product-stability results for Theorems Bland d(a). We will use the fact
that for any (s, ¢)-graph G, u(G) < ¢. f G = (V,w) and a € N, let E,(G) = {ay € (g) cw(zy) = a}
and e,(G) = |Eq(G)|. In the following notation, p stands for “plus” and m stands for “minus.”

pa@) =lGave () swten >l and w6 =lave ()

) ¢ wten <all

Lemma 6. Let s > 2, g > (;) and a > 0. Suppose there exist 0 < a < 1 and C > 1 such that for
all n > s, every G € F(n,s,q) satisfies
P(G) < exp(n, s, q)q"aP(@),

Then for all § > 0 there are ¢, M > 0 such that for all n > M the following holds. If G € F(n,s,q)
and P(G) > expi(n, s,q)' ¢ then pa(G) < 6n?.

Proof. Fix 6 > 0. Choose € > 0 so that 132(1(1)%) = 0. Choose M > s sufficiently large so that

n > M implies (en? + Cn)logq < 2¢eloggqn®. Let n > M and G € F(n,s,q) be such that
P(G) > exqi(n, s,q)'~¢. Our assumptions imply

eXH(TL, 57q)1_E < P(G) < eXH(TL, s’q)anapa(G)‘

(@)

Pa
Rearranging exyy(n, s, q)' ¢ < exq(n, s, q)q"aP+(@) yields (é) < exn(n, s,q)qC" < gHCn

where the second inequality is because exyi(n, s,q) < q"Q. Taking logs of both sides, we obtain
pa(G)log(1/a) < (en® + Cn)logq < 2en?log q,

where the second inequality is by assumption on n. Dividing both sides by log(1/a) and applying

the definition of € yields p,(G) < 2122?1175)‘1 = on?. O
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We now prove the key lemma for this section.
Lemma 7. Let s,q,b,a be integers satisfying s > 2 and either
(i) a>1,0<b<s—2, andq:a(g)—i-b or
(i) a>2,b=0, and g =a(3) — 1.
Then there exist 0 < aw < 1 and C > 1 such that for alln > s and all G € F(n,s,q),
P(G) < exqi(n, s, q)¢C"aP (@), (13)

Proof. We prove this by induction on s > 2, and for each fixed s, by induction on n. Let s > 2 and
¢,b,a be as in (i) or (ii) above. Set

¢ = 0 if case (i) holds.
~ |1 if case (i) holds.

Suppose first s = 2. Set @« = 1/2 and C' = 2. Since G is an (n, 2, a — &)-graph, p,(G) = 0. Therefore
for all n > 2,
P(G) < exqi(n, s,q) < exq(n, s,q)q"™ = exq(n, s, q)qcnap“(G).

Assume now s > 2. Let Z be the set of (s/,¢/,b') € N? such that 2 < s’ < s and s,¢,V,a
satisfy (i) or (ii). Observe that Z is finite. Suppose by induction on s that (s',¢’,b") € Z implies
there are 0 < a(s',¢,b') < 1 and C(s',¢,t’) > 1 such that for all n’ > &' and G’ € F(n',s,¢),
P(G) < expi(n, s, ¢ )¢ g (s ¢ b)P(G) Set

o = max ({1, (0O 1) (S gy s 58 e ).

a*~*(a —¢) a

Observe 0 < a < 1. Choose C' > (551) sufficiently large so that for all n < s

(@) <¢(a-gB) (= g)t“(n)oz(g), (14)

and so that for all (s',¢,0') € Z, C(s',¢',b') < C/2 and (%1)(3_3)/(3_2) < ¢%/2. Given G €

F(n, s, q), set
0(G)={vc <S[f]1> L S(Y) > a(s N 1> +(1-eph

and let A(n,s,q) = {G € F(n,s,q) : ©(G) # 0}. We show the following holds for all n > 1 and
G € F(n,s,q) by induction on n.

P(@) o= (F2g) o (15)

This will finish the proof since (a — 5)(3)(a%)t3*1(") < exm(n, s,q) (by Theorem Bl (Extremal) for

case (i) and Theorem Hf(a) (Extremal) for case (ii)). If n < s and G € F(n,s,q), then (I5) holds
because of ([I4]) and the fact that P(G) < q(g) So assume n > s, and suppose by induction that
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([I5) holds for all s <n' <n and G’ € F(n',s,q). Let G = ([n],w) € F(n,s,q). Suppose first that
G € A(n,s,q). Choose Y € O(G) and set R = [n]\ Y. Given z € R, note that

a(s > 1) (L= Ob+5:(Y) < S(V) +5:(Y) = S(Y U{z}) < a<s

2 2>+(1—£)b—£,

and therefore S,(Y) < a(s — 1) — &. Then for all z € R, Lemma [ implies P,(Y) < a*"2(a — &),
with equality only if {w(yz) : y € Y} consists of s — 1 — £ elements equal to a and & elements
equal to a — 1. Let Ry = {2z € R: 3y € Y,w(zy) > a} and Ry = R\ R;. Then z € R; implies
P.(Y) <a*%(a—¢),s0 P,(Y) <a*2(a—¢&) — 1. Let k = |Ry|. Observe that G[R] is isomorphic
to an element of F(n',s,q), where n’ = n — |R| > 1. By induction (on n) and these observations
we have that the following holds, where p,(R) = p.(G[R]).

P(G) = P(R)P(Y) [] B.(v) T P.(Y)

zERy ZERy
< qC(n—s+1)(a _ g)(nfirl) (a i g)t31(n_s+1)apa(R)q(szl) (CLS_2(CL . 1>k<a8_2(a B §)>n—s+1—k
< qC(n—s+2)(a _ g)(nfgﬂ) <a i g)ts1(n—s—i-1)oépa(l[2) (as—2(a . 1>k (as_z(a B £)>n—s+1—k’

372((1—{)—1 > 1/(s—2)

where the second inequality is because (8;1) < C'. Since a > <aa5,2w , this is at most

n—s n—s+1 a t371(’n—s+1) o . n—s+1
gCr=s+2(q — 6)("3 )<a_§> Pa(B)Hh(s—1) <a 2(a_§)) ' (16)

s—1

Because C(n —s+2) < Cn — (8;1) and ¢~ < «a, we have ¢€("—512) < qcna( 2), Combining this
with the fact that p,(G) < pa(R) + k(s — 1) + (sgl) implies that (1)) is at most

»

q(Jn(a — 5)("754’1) < a >t871(n_s+1)apa(R)+k‘(8—l)+(sg1) <a5_2(a B g))n_s_l_l

a—¢§
n—s ts—1(n—s+1)+(s—2)(n—s+1 s—
—C(q — &) 2+1)+(8—1)(n—5+1)<a;i£> 1( JH(s=2)( ) pelB)+h(s=1)+ (5"
n Qa tsfl(’n)
S e

We now have that P(G) < ¢“"(a — 5)(3)(%_5)’58*1(")04”“((;), as desired. Assume now G ¢ A(n, s, q).
Then for all Y € (S[_}l), S(Y) < a(sgl) +(1=¢b—1. Thus G is an (n, s’,¢')-graph where s’ = s —1
and ¢ = a(sgl) +(1—-¢&b—1. Suppose a =1, =0, and b = 0. Then ¢ = (‘;) — 1 and any
(n,s',¢')-graph must contain an edge of multiplicity 0. This implies P(G) = 0 and () holds. We
have the following three cases remaining, where b’ = max{b — 1,0}.

1. £=0,b=0, and a > 2. In this case q’:a(‘g) —1land ¥ =0.
2. £=1,b=0, and a > 2. In this case q’:a(‘;,) —1land ¥ =0.

3.£=0,1<b<s—2,anda>1. Inthiscaseq’:a(‘;)—kb’andOgb’gs’—Z
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It is clear that in all three of these cases, (s',¢',0’) € Z, so by our induction hypothesis (on s), there
are o/ = a(s’,¢,V) < aand C" = C(s',¢,b) such that
P(G) <exn(n, s, ¢) ()" ()9 < exni(n, ', ¢')g” "o, (17)

where the inequality is because ¢ < g and o/ < . By Theorem Hla) (Extremal) if cases 1 or 2
hold, and by Theorem B] (Extremal) if case 3 holds, we have the following.

exm(n,s',q') < (a— 5)(75) (a i é_)ts/l(n) <al_ 1) L) < (a— g)(’;) <a i é.)tsl(") (al— 1) 273"7

where the last inequality is because ty_1(n) < ts_1(n) and Lb,b—Jlrl 1<y +1n < £3n. By choice of
C, (“H)s an < ¢©"/2. Thus exp(n,s',q') < (a — 5)(3)(%_5)’53*1(") Cn/2, Comblnlng this with (7))
implies
n ts—1(n) / n a \ts—1(n)
< — ( ) a Cn/2 C'n pa(G) < _ ( ) Cn, pa(Q)
P(O) < (a =) () g2 @) < (0 - D (2 )T g @,
where the last inequality is because C’ < C'/2. Thus (3] holds. O

Proof of Theorem [3] (Stability). Let s > 2, a > 1, and ¢ = a( ) + b for some 0 <b < s—2. Fix
d > 0. Given G € F(n,s,q), let p¢ = po(G) and mg = my(G). Note that if G € F(n,s,q), then
|IA(G,Uq(n))| = ma + pg. Suppose first a = 1, so mg = 0. Combining Lemma [7] with Lemma
implies there are €; and M such that if n > M; and G € F(n, s, q) satisfies P(G) > expi(n, s,q)' ™,
then |A(G,U,(n))| = pg < dn?. Assume now a > 1. Combining Lemma [7] with Lemma [6] implies
there are €; and M; such that if n > My and G € F(n, s, q) satisfies P(G) > exq(n, s,q)' ¢, then
pa < 8'n?, where

< St 0

Set € = min{ey, %} Suppose n > M; and G € F(n, s,q) satisfies P(G) > exyi(n, s, q)! 7.
Our assumptions imply pg < 0'n? < 6n?/2. Observe that by definition of pg and mg,
n -1
P(G) < a(2)_mf"(a —1)megbe = al )<a ) q-e. (18)
a

By Theorem [Bl(a)(Extremal), exm(n,s,q) > a(3). Therefore P(G) > exq(n,s,q)'=¢ > a(3)1-9),
Combining this with (I8]) yields

Rearranging this, we obtain

< a1>ma<a( )qu<q()+pG<qm +pa
a_

Taking logs, dividing by log(a/(a — 1)), and applying our assumptions on pg and € yields

oo oz polorg _ont dn? _dn?
G_log(a/(a—l)) log(a/(a—l)_ 4 1 2

Combining this with the fact that pg < 22= we have that |A(G, Uq(n))| < dn2. O

The following classical result gives structural information about n-vertex K,-free graphs with
close to ts_1(n) edges.
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Theorem 12 (Erdés-Simonovits [5,16]). For all 6 > 0 and s > 2, there is an € > 0 such that
every Ks-free graph with n vertices and ts_1(n) — en? edges can be transformed into Ts_1(n) by
adding and removing at most dn® edges.

Proof of Theorem Hl(a) (Stability). Let s > 2, a > 2, and ¢ = a(3) — 1. Fix § > 0. Given
G € F(n,s,q), let pa = pa(G), mg = mqa—1(G). Choose My and p such that p < 6/2 and so that
Theorem [I2] implies that any K-free graph with n > My vertices and at least (1 — p)ts—1(n) edges
can be made into Ts_1(n) by adding or removing at most % edges. Set

A:{Z ifa=2

o=l ifa>2

Combining Lemma [1 with Lemma [6] implies there are €1, My so that if n > M; and G € F(n,s,q)
satisfies P(G) > exri(n, s,q)' ™, then pg < &'n?, where

;. (6 plog(a/(a—1)) dlogA
0 —mln{3, 2log q ’610gq}' (19)

Let

_f blogA plog(a/(a—1) )
e—mln{el, 6losq’ 2108 ¢ } and M = max{My, M }.

Suppose now that n > M and G € F(n,s,q) satisfies P(G) > exq(n,s,q)'~¢. By assumption,
pa < 8'n? < %. We now bound m¢. Note that if a = 2 and P(G) # 0, then mg = 0. If a > 2,
observe that by definition of pg and mg,

— 2 m n
P(G) < "¢ (a — 2)"¢a®(@(q — 1)1 < gpe (a 1) “ac@(q —1)(B)=e@ (20)
a —_—
where the last inequality is because e,—1(G) + mg < (5) — eq(G). Note that Turdn’s theorem and
the fact that G is an (n, s, ¢)-graph implies that e,(G) < ts_1(n), so

0@ (a — 1)(2) 7@ < gtem1 (g — 1) ()71 — expy(n, 5, q),

where the last equality is from Theorem [(a) (Extremal). Combining this with (20) yields

a — 2\ ma
—1) eXH(n7 S, q)

exu(n,5,)' = < P(G) < "% (5

n

Rearranging exp(n, s, q)! ¢ < qu(Z%%)mGexn(n, s,q) and using that exy(n, s,q) < ¢ 2, we obtain

a—1
a—2

m
AME = ( > ¢ < ¢P%exr(n,s,q)¢ < qu+m2.

Taking logs, dividing by log A, and applying our assumptions on pg and e we obtain mg < dn?/3.
Using (20) and a's—("(a — 1)(3)_%*1(") = exq(n, s,q), we have

n ea(G)—ts—1(n)
exi(n,5,)' ™ < P(G) < 700 @ (a = 1)) = exn(n, 5,0) () o

Rearranging this we obtain

pG+en?

< a >ts—1(N)—6a(G)

a_1 < queXH(’I’L,S,(])E < q
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Taking logs, dividing by log(a/(a — 1)), and using the assumptions on pg and € we obtain that

palogq en?log g pn?® - pn® 2
ts— — Cq G < < = .
)=l = ogtafto 1)) T loglofa 1) = 2 T2 M
Let H be the graph with vertex set [n] and edge set E = E,(G). Then H is K,-free, and has
eq(G) many edges. Since ts_1(n) — e,(G) < un?, Theorem 2 implies that H is %—close to some
H' =T, _1(n). Define G’ € F(n, s, q) so that E,(G') = E(H') and E,—1(G") = (5) \ Ea(G’). Then
G’ € Ts_1,4(n) and

A(G.G") € (B(GAE(GNHU | E(G) =AuH)U | E(0G).
i¢{a,a—1} i¢{a,a—1}

This implies |A(G,G)| < |A(H, H")| + pg + mag < %nQ + %nQ + %n2 = én2. O

6.1 Proof of Theorem [4|(b) (Stability)

In this subsection we prove Theorem [(b) (Stability). We first prove two lemmas.

Lemma 8. Let s > 4, a > 2, and q = a(g) —t for some 2 <t < 5. For all X > 0 there
are M and € > 0 such that the following holds. Suppose n > M and G € F(n,s,q) satisfies
P(G) > exri(n,s,q)'=¢. Then k(G) < n, where k(G) is as defined in Lemma [3.

Proof. Fix A > 0. Setn = a%(a—l)ﬁ and choose C' and « as in Lemmal[bl Choose € > 0 so that
a*? = p=¢. By Theorem E(b) (Extremal), exy(n, s, q) = 77(3)“(”2). Assume M sufficiently large
so that for all n > M, (@) holds for all G € F(n,s,q), exm(n,s,q) < 77”2, cM < 776”2, and Ca™ < 1.
Fix n > M and suppose towards a contradiction that G' € F(n, s, q) satisfies P(G) > exq(n, s, q)' ¢
and k(G) > An. By Lemma [l and the facts that Ca™ < 1 and k(G) > 1, we obtain that

P(G) < CHD o Dexri(n, s, q) = (Ca™) ¥ Dexpr(n, s, q) < (Ca™)Nexp(n, s, q).
By assumption on n and definition of €, (Ca™)" = CAngn’ = C’>‘"77_26"2 < 77_5"2. Thus
P(G) S T,_enzexn(n7 S, q) < eXH(n7 S, Q)1_67

where the last inequality is because by assumption, exp(n, s, q) < 77"2. But this contradicts our
assumption that P(G) > exy(n, s, q) . O

Given a multigraph G = (V,w), let H(G,s,q) = {Y € (‘8/) : S(Y) > ¢}. Observe that G is an
(s,q)-graph if and only if H(G, s, q) = 0.

Lemma 9. Let s,q,m > 2 be integers. For all 0 < § < 1, there is 0 < A < 1 and N such that
n > N implies the following. If G = ([n],w) has p(G) < m and H(G, s,q) contains strictly less
than [An] pairwise disjoint elements, then G is d-close to an element in F(n,s,q).

Proof. Fix 0 < § < 1. Observe we can view any multigraph G with u(G) < m as an edge-
colored graph with colors in {0, ..., m}. By Theorem [ there is € and M such that if n > M and
G = ([n],w) has u(G) < m and H(G,s,q) < €(7), then G is é-close to an element of F(n,s,q).
Let X := ¢/s and N = max{M, °;}. We claim this A and N satisfy the desired conclusions.
Suppose towards a contradiction that n > M and G = ([n],w) has u(G) < m, H(n, s,q) contains
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strictly less than [An] pairwise disjoint elements, but G is §-far from every element in F(n,s,q).
Then H(G,s,q) > €(") by choice of M and A. By our choice of N, [An]s < (An+1)s < n. Then
Proposition 11.6 in [I1] and our assumptions imply |H(G, s, q)| < ([An] — 1)(2’:11) But now

el =021 () = (D)) ()

a contradiction. |

Proof of Theorem [d(b) (Stability). Let s >4, a > 2, and ¢ = a(;) — ¢ for some 2 <t < 5. Fix
§>0. Let s =s—t+1land ¢ = a(‘;) — 1. Note Theorem [] (Extremal) implies that for sufficiently
large n, P(n,s,q) = Ty_14(n), exn(n,s’,q) = exn(n, s, q), and exn(s’,¢') = exn(s,q) = n, where
n=(a— 1))l -2/

Apply Theorem M (a) (Stability) for (s',¢") to 6/2 to obtain €y. By replacing € if necessary,
assume €y < 49/logn. Set €1 = ¢ylogn/(8logq) and note €; < §/2. Apply Lemma [ to € and
m = ¢ to obtain A such that for large n the following holds. If G = ([n],w) has u(G) < ¢ and
H(G,s',q') contains strictly less than [An] pairwise disjoint elements, then G is ej-close to an
element in F(n,s’,q'). Finally, apply Lemma [§ for s,¢,t to A to obtain €3 > 0.

Choose M sufficiently large for the desired applications of Theorems [(a) (Stability) and di(b)
(Extremal) and Lemmas [§ and Set € = min{eq, €9/2}. Suppose n > M and G € F(n,s,q)
satisfies P(G) > expi(n, s,q)'~¢. Then Lemma [§ and our choice of € implies k(G) < An. Observe
that by the definitions of s’, ¢/,

{Y c <S _[?L 1) L S(Y) > a<3 _;Jr 1)} - {Y c <[Z]> :S(Y) > + 1} = H(G, 5, q).

Thus k(G) < An means H(G,s',q') contains strictly less than [An] pairwise disjoint elements.
Lemma [ then implies G is €;-close to some G’ € F(n,s',q'). Combining this with the definition of
€1 yields

2

P(G') > P(G)q 2C > (@) = PGy~ /8 > ex(n, s,q) " n~ @) (21)

n

By Proposition [ exr(n,s,q) > exn(s, q)(2) = n(g) Combining this with (2I) and the definition
of e yields

P(G") > exqi(n, s, q)l_en_(go/z)(g) > exqi(n, s,q) 02 > expr(n, s, q) . (22)

Since exyr(n, s,q) = exp(n, s',¢'), @) implies P(G') > exq(n,s’, ¢’ )17, so Theorem @{a) (Stabil-
ity) implies G’ is 6/2-close to some G” € Ty_; 4(n) = Ts_t4(n). Now we are done, since

IA(G,G")| < |A(G, G| + |A(G',G")| < exn® + 6n?/2 < dn?.

7 Extremal Result for (n,4,9)-graphs

In this section we prove Theorems Bl We first prove one of the inequalities needed for Theorem [l

Lemma 10. For all n > 4, 2°*("{C.C1}) < expy(n, 4,9).
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Proof. Fix G = ([n], E) an extremal {C3, Cy}-free graph, and let G’ = ([n], w) where w(zy) = 2
for all zy € F and w(zy) = 1 for all zy € (5) \ E. Suppose X € ([Z]). Since G is {Cs5, Cy}-free,
|[EN ()2( )| < 3. Thus {w(zy) : zy € ()2( )} contains at most 3 elements equal to 2 and the rest equal to
1, 50 S(X) < 9. This shows G’ € F(n,4,9). Thus 218l = 2x({C3.C1}) — P(G') < exp(n,4,9). O

To prove the reverse inequality, our strategy will be to show that if G € F'(n,4,9) has no edges
of multiplicity larger than 2, then P(G) < 22%("{C3.C1}) (Theorem [I3)). We will then show that all
product extremal (4,9)-graphs have no edges of multiplicity larger than 2 (Theorem [I4]). Theorem
will then follow. We begin with a few definitions and lemmas.

Definition 9. Suppose n > 1. Set F<3(n,4,9) = {G € F(n,4,9) : u(G) < 2} and
D(n) = F<2(n,4,9) N F(n,3,5).
Lemma 11. For alln >4, if G = ([n],w) € D(n), then P(G) < 2x(n{Cs,Ca}),

Proof. If P(G) = 0 we are done, so assume P(G) > 0. Let H = ([n], E) be the graph where
E={xy€ ([g}) s w(zy) = 2}. Since P(G) > 0 and p(G) < 2, G contains all edges of multiplicity 1
or 2. Consequently, P(G) = 21El. Since G e F(n,3,5), H is Cs-free and since G € F(n,4,9), H is
Cy-free, so |E| < ex(n, {C3,C4}). This shows P(G) = 2/F| < 2ex(n{C3,Ca}) O

The following lemma gives us useful information about elements of F'(n,4,9) \ F(n,3,5).

Lemma 12. Suppose n > 4 and G = ([n],w) € F(n,4,9) satisfies P(G) > 0. If there is X € ([g})
such that S(X) > 6, then P(X) <23 and w(xy) =1 for allz € X and y € [n] \ X. Consequently

P(G) = P(X)P([n] \ X) < 2°P([n] \ X).

Proof. Let y € [n] \ X. Since P(G) > 0, every edge in G has multiplicity at least 1, so Sy(X) > 3.
Thus
3+ S5(X) <Sy(X)+ 5(X)=5SXU{y}) <9,

which implies S(X) < 6. By Lemma [}, this implies P(X) < 23. By assumption, S(X) > 6, so we
have 6 + Sy(X) < S(X) + Sy(X) = S(X U{y}) <9, which implies S, (X) < 3. Since every edge
in G has multiplicity at least 1 and |X| = 3, we must have w(yz) = 1 for all z € X. Therefore
P(G) = P(In] \ X)P(X) < P([n] \ X)2°. O

Fact 1. For alln >4 and 1 <i <n, ex(n,{C3,C4}) > ex(n —i,{C3,C4}) +i.

Proof. Suppose n >4 and 1 <i < n. Fix G = ([n — 1], E) an extremal {C3, Cy}-free graph. Let
G' = ([n],E') where E' = EU{nl,(n — 1)1,...,(n — i+ 1)1}. Then G’ is {C3, Cy}-free graph
because G = G'[n — i] is {C3, C4}-free and because the elements of [n]\ [n — 4] all have degree 1 in
G'. Therefore ex(n,{C5,Cy4}) > ex(n —,{C3,Cys}) + |E' \ E| = ex(n — i,{C5,C4}) + 1. O

We now prove Theorem I3l We will use that ex(4,{C3,C4}) = 3, ex(5,{C3,Cy4}) = 5, and
ex(6,{C3,Cy}) = 6 (see [10]).

Theorem 13. For alln >4 and G € F<y(n,4,9), P(G) < 2x({C3,Ca}),
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Proof. We proceed by induction on n. Assume first 4 < n < 6 and G € F<3(n,4,9). If P(G) =0
then we are done. If G € D(n), then we are done by Lemma [[Il So assume P(G) > 0 and
G € F<3(n,4,9)\ D(n). By definition of D(n) this means G ¢ F(n,3,5), so there is X € ([g]) such
that S(X) > 6. By Lemma [I2] this implies P(G) < P([n] \ X)23 < 2(7L53)+3, where the second
inequality is because u(G) < 2. The explicit values for ex(n,{C3,Cys}) show that for n € {4,5,6},
2(n53)+3 < 9ex(n,{C3,Ca}) Consequently, P(G) < 2(n53)+3 < 9ex(n,{C3,Ca})

Suppose now n > 7 and assume by induction that for all 4 < n’ < n and G’ € F<3(n',4,9),
P(G") < 249 Fix G € Feo(n,4,9). If P(G) = 0 then we are done. If G € D(n), then we
are done by Lemma [[Il So assume P(G) > 0 and G € F<3(n,4,9) \ D(n). By definition of D(n)
this means G ¢ F(n,3,5), so there is X € ([g]) such that S(X) > 6. By Lemma [I2] this implies
P(G) < P([n]\ X)23. Clearly there is H € F<a(n — 3,4,9) such that G[[n] \ X] & H. By our
induction hypothesis applied to H, P([n]\ X) = P(H) < 2¢X(»=3.{C3,C4}) " Therefore

P(G) < P([TL] \X)23 < 20x(n—3,{Cg,C4})+3 < 2ex(n,{Cs,C4}),
where the last inequality is by Fact [[] with ¢ = 3. O

We will use the following lemma to prove Theorem [[4l Observe for all n > 2, exy(n,4,9) > 0
implies that for all G € P(n,4,9), every edge in G has multiplicity at least 1. We will write zyz to
denote the three element set {z,y, z}.

Lemma 13. Suppose n > 4 and G = (|n],w) € P(n,4,9) satisfies u(G) > 3. Then one of the
following hold.

(i) There is xyz € ([g]) such that (1(G[[n] \ zyz]) <2 and P(G) < 6- P([n] \ zyz).
(i) There is xy € ([Z]) such that u(G[[n] \ zy]) <2 and P(G) < 3- P([n] \ zy).

Proof. Suppose n > 4 and G = ([n],w) € P(n,4,9) is such that u(G) > 3. Fix zy € ([72‘]) such
that w(xy) = u(G). We begin by proving some preliminaries about G and zy. We first show
w(zy) = 3. By assumption, w(zy) > 3. Suppose towards a contradiction w(zy) > 4. Choose some
u# v € [n]\ xy. Since every edge in G has multiplicity at least 1, 5 + w(zy) < S({z,y,u,v}) <9.
This implies w(zy) < 9 — 5 = 4, and consequently w(zy) = 4. Combining this with the fact that
every edge has multiplicity at least 1, we have

9 <4+ w(uw) + wuzr) + w(ve) + wlyu) + w(yv) = S{z,y,u,v}) <9.

Consequently, w(uv) = w(uzr) = w(ve) = w(yu) = w(yv) = 1. Since this holds for all pairs
uv € ([g}) \ 2y, we have shown P(G) = w(xy) = 4. Because n > 4, Fact [l implies

2ex(n,{C’3,C4}) 2 26)((47{03,04}) — 23 > 4 = P(G)

Combining this with Lemma [I0 shows P(G) < 2¢x("{C3.C1}) < expi(n,4,5), a contradiction. Thus
w(G) = w(zy) = 3. We now show that for all uv € ([72‘]) \ zy, w(uv) < 2. Fix uv € ([g‘}) \ zy
and suppose towards a contradiction w(uv) > 3. Choose some X € (["]) containing {x,y,u,v}.
Because every edge in G has multiplicity at least 1, we have that S(X) > w(uv) +w(zy)+4 > 10, a
contradiction. Thus w(uv) < 2 for all uv € ([72‘]) \ zy. We now show that for all z € [n]\ zy, at most
one of w(zz) or w(yz) is equal to 2. Suppose towards a contradiction there is z € [n]\ zy such that
w(zz) = w(zy) = 2. Note S(xyz) > 7. So for each 2’ € [n]\zyz, Sy/(zyz) <9—S(zyz) =9-7=2.

=~
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But since every edge has multiplicity at least 1 this is impossible. Thus for all z € [n] \ zy, at most
one of w(xz) or w(yz) is equal to 2.

We now prove either (i) or (ii) holds. Suppose there is z € [n] \ zy such that one of w(zz)
or w(zy) is equal to 2. Then by what we have shown, {w(zy),w(zz),w(zy)} = {3,1,2}, and
consequently P(xyz) = 6. By Lemma [I2] since S(xyz) > 6, we have that

P(G) = P(zyz)P([n] \ wyz) = 6- P([n] \ zyz).

By the preceding arguments, u(G[[n] \ zyz])) < 2. Thus (i) holds. Suppose now that for all
z € [n]\ 2y, w(zz) = w(yz) = 1. Then P(G) = w(zy)P([n]\xy) = 3- P([n]\ xy). By the preceding
arguments, u(G[[n] \ zy]) < 2. Thus (ii) holds. O

Theorem 14. For alln >4, P(n,4,9) C F<y(n,4,9).

Proof. Fix n > 4 and G = ([n],w) € P(n,4,9). Suppose towards a contradiction G ¢ F<a(n,4,9).
We show P(G) < 2¢(0{Cs.C1})  contradicting that G is product-extremal (since by Lemma [I0,
2ex(n:4C3,C1}) < exyy(n, 4,9)).

Since G ¢ F<2(n,4,9), either (i) or (ii) of Lemma[I3] holds. If (i) holds, choose zyz € ([g}) with
w(Gl[n)\zyz]) < 2and P(G) < 6-P([n]\zyz). Let H € F<a(n—2,4,9) be such that G[[n]\zy] = H.
If n € {4,5,6}, then P(G) < 6-P(H) <6- 2("2") < 2ex(n.{C5,C4})  wwhere the second inequality
is because u(H) < 2, and the strict inequality is from the exact values for ex(n,{Cs,C4}) for
n € {4,5,6}. If n > 7, then by Lemma [3 and because n — 3 > 4, P(H) < 2¢x(n=3{C3,Ca}),
Therefore,

P(G)<6-P(H)<6- 90x(n—=3,{C5,C1}) - gex(n—3,{Cs,Ca})+3 < 20X(n,{03,04})’
where the last inequality is by Fact [[l If (ii) holds, choose zy € ([Z]) with pu(G[[n] \ zy])) < 2 and
P(G) <3-P([n]\ zy). Let H € F<a(n —2,4,9) be such that G[[n] \ zy] = H. If n € {4,5}, then
P(G)<3-P(H)<3- 2("2%) < 2x(n:{C3,Ca})  where the second inequality is because p(H) < 2,

and the strict inequality is from the exact values for ex(n, {C3,C4}) for n € {4,5}. If n > 6, then
n —2 >4 and Lemma [[3 imply P(H) < 26(n=2{C5.Ca}) " Therefore,

P(G) <3. P([TL] \xy) <3. 20x(n—2,{Cg,C4}) < 2ex(n—2,{Cg,C4})+2 < 20x(n,{Cg,C4})’

where the last inequality is by Fact [Il O

Proof of Theorem Bl Fix n > 4 and G € P(n,4,9). By Theorem [[4] G € F<s(n,4,9). By
Theorem I3, this implies P(G) < 20(n{C.C1}) By Lemmal[I0, P(G) > 28%(m{Cs.C1}) - Consequently,
P(G) = 2x(n:AC3.C1}) — expy(n, 4,9). O
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