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The generalised rainbow Turan problem for cycles

Barnabas Janzer*

Abstract

Given an edge-coloured graph, we say that a subgraph is rainbow if all of its edges have
different colours. Let ex(n, H, rainbow-F') denote the maximal number of copies of H that
a properly edge-coloured graph on n vertices can contain if it has no rainbow subgraph iso-
morphic to F. We determine the order of magnitude of ex(n, Cs, rainbow-C}) for all s,t with
s # 3. In particular, we answer a question of Gerbner, Mészaros, Methuku and Palmer by
showing that ex(n, Cyy,, rainbow-Coyy,) is ©(n*~1) if k > 3 and ©(n?) if k = 2. We also deter-
mine the order of magnitude of ex(n, P, rainbow-Cyy) for all k, ¢ > 2, where P, denotes the
path with ¢ edges.

1 Introduction

The problem of estimating the maximal possible size ex(n, F') of an F-free graph on n vertices
is one of the most fundamental problems in extremal graph theory. It is a well known fact that
ex(n, F)/(3) = 1—1/(r—1) as n — oo if F has chromatic number r, determining the asymptotic
behaviour of this function when F' is not bipartite. However, much less is known in the bipartite
case. See [6] for a survey on the topic.

Alon and Shikhelman introduced [1] the following generalisation of the problem above. Given
two graphs H and F, let ex(n, H, F') denote the maximal number of copies of H that an F-free
graph on n vertices can contain. Note that the usual Turdn number ex(n, F') is the special case
ex(n, Ko, F'). This problem has been studied for several different choices of H and F', see e.g.
1, 7,9].

Another generalisation of the Turdan problem was introduced by Keevash, Mubayi, Sudakov
and Verstraéte [12]. Given an edge-coloured graph, we say that a subgraph is rainbow if all of its
edges have different colours. Let ex*(n, F') denote the maximal numer of edges that a properly
edge-coloured graph on n vertices can have if it contains no rainbow copy of F'. Note that clearly
ex(n, F) < ex*(n, F), and in fact ex*(n, F) = ex(n, F) + o(n?), giving the asymptotic behaviour
when F' is not bipartite [12]. This rainbow Turdn problem has been studied for graphs F' including
paths [11, 5], cycles [12, 3] and complete bipartite graphs [12], and for several graphs exact results
are also known [12].

A common generalisation was studied by Gerbner, Mészaros, Methuku and Palmer [8]. Let
ex(n, H,rainbow-F') denote the maximal number of copies of H that a properly edge-coloured
graph on n vertices can contain if it has no rainbow subgraph isomorphic to F'. The authors of
[8] focused mainly on the case H = F', and obtained several results, for example when F is a
path, cycle or a tree. Concerning cycles, they proved the following theorem.
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Theorem 1.1 (Gerbner, Mészaros, Methuku, Palmer [8]). If k > 2 is an integer, then
ex(n, Copp1, rainbow-Chp 1) = O(n?F 1)
and
Q(n*~1) < ex(n, Cap, rainbow-Cay,) < O(n").
Moreover, if £ > 2 is an integer with £ # k, then

ex(n, Cyy, rainbow-Cay,) = O(nf).

(Throughout this paper, whenever we use the 2, © or O notation, the implied constants may
depend, as usual, on the other parameters present, such as k and ¢ above.) The authors of [8]
asked what the correct order of magnitude is for ex(n, Coy,rainbow-Coy). (They were able to
improve the lower bound to Q(n??) when k = 2 and the upper bound to O(n®/3) when k = 3.)
The main aim of this paper is to obtain the following extension of Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 1.2. If s > 4 and t > 3 are positive integers, then
O(ns/?) ift =4

O(n*/?) if s,t are even with s #t
s/2— 1)

®

ifs=t>6 andt is even
ex(n, Cs, rainbow-Cy) = f >

o @

ns2) if s,t are odd with s <t

n®) if t is odd, and s >t or s is even.

@

(n
(n
(nG=1/2) ift > 6 is even and s is odd
(
(

For comparison, we mention the order of magnitude of this function in the non-rainbow
setting. We note that in many cases more precise bounds are known than the ones given below.

Theorem 1.3 (Gishboliner, Shapira [9], Gerbner, Gyéri, Methuku, Vizer [7]). If s >4 and t > 3
are distinct positive integers, then

s/2

@

() ift=1
(n*/?) if s,t are even
ex(n,Cs, Cy) = @(n(s 1/ ) if t > 6 is even and s is odd
(
(n

@

@

n=1/2) if st are odd with s <t

%) if t is odd, and s >t or s is even.

S)

As part of our proof, we will also determine the order of magnitude of the maximal number of
paths of length ¢ if there is no rainbow copy of Cy whenever k, ¢ > 2. (By the path P; of length
¢ we mean the path with ¢ edges and ¢+ 1 vertices.) This result is given in the following theorem.
Note that the answer is of the same order of magnitude as in the case of the corresponding (non-
rainbow) generalised Turdn problem [9], although our proof is rather different. Also, we trivially
have ex(n, Py, rainbow-C;) = ©(nf*!) if t is odd.

Theorem 1.4. If k., ¢ > 2 are integers, then
O(nlEHD2ly  ifk >3

ex(n, Py, rainbow-Cyy ) = {@(HZ/QH) if k= 2.
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Note that a path of length £ = 1 is just an edge, so the corresponding generalised rainbow
Turdn number ex(n, Py, rainbow-Cyy) is ex*(n,Cy;). The correct order of magnitude of this is
unknown for k > 4, but is conjectured to be ©(n'*t1/¥) for all k (and a corresponding lower bound
is known) [12, 3]. We mention that we believe that the most difficult (new) results in this paper
are Theorem 1.4 and the closely related s =t = 2k case of Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 1.2 deals with all cases except when s = 3. In that case the correct order of
magnitude is unknown in general even in the non-rainbow setting, where the following bounds
are known.

Theorem 1.5 (Gyéri, Li [10], Alon, Shikhelman [1], Gishboliner, Shapira [9]). For every k > 2,
we have
Q(ex(n, {047 067 ) CQk})) < ex(n, 037 CQk) < O(eX(TL, CQk))

and

Q(ex(n, {C4, C@, . o ,Cgk})) § ex(n, Cg, C2k+1) § O(ex(n, Cgk))

Note that the lower and upper bounds are only known to be of the same order of magnitude
when k € {2,3,5}, in which case both bounds are ©(n!*/*). For the rainbow version, we have
the following.

Theorem 1.6. If k > 2 is odd then ex(n,C3,rainbow-Cay) = Q(n'tV/*), and if k is even then
ex(n, C3, rainbow-Cayp 1) = Qn'tY*). Furthermore, for every k > 2 integer, we have

ex(n, Cs, rainbow-Cy ) = O(ex*(n, Cax))
and

ex(n, Cs,rainbow-Coy) > ex(n, Cs, Co) = Q(ex(n,{C4,Cs, ..., C})),
ex(n, Cs, rainbow-Co11) > ex(n, Cs, Copy1) = Qex(n, {Cy, Cq, ..., Cor})).
1+1/k)

Note that, as mentioned before, ex*(n,Cy) is conjectured [12, 3] to be O(n , and

ex(n, {Cy, Cs, ..., Cay}) is only known to be Q(n'+t1/%) when k = 2,3, 5.

2 Forbidden rainbow (.

In this section we consider graphs having no rainbow Co, subgraph, and prove the corresponding
cases of Theorem 1.2, as well as Theorem 1.4 concerning the number of paths. We will use the
following lemma of Gerbner, Mészaros, Methuku and Palmer [8]. We also include its proof below
for completeness.

Lemma 2.1 (Gerbner, Mészaros, Methuku, Palmer [8]). Let G be a properly edge-coloured graph
on n vertices containing no rainbow Cor. Then for every a € V(QG), the number of paths axy of
length 2 starting at a is O(n).

Proof. We may assume that G is bipartite, since a random bipartition is expected to preserve
a quarter of all paths of length 2 starting at a. Let X = N(a) and Y = N(N(a)) \ {a}. Observe
that the number of paths axy is e(X,Y), that is, the number of edges between X and Y. So it



suffices to show that the induced subgraph G[X UY] does not contain a (100k)-ary tree of depth
2k.

Assume that it does contain such a tree. Then it also contains a (100k)-ary tree of depth 2k—1
rooted at some 1 € X. Then we can recursively find distinct vertices yi1, z2, y2, . .., yk—1, g (With
x; € X,y; € Y) such that for all i, z;y;, y;xi1 € E(G), and the colours c(x;¥;), c(yixit1), clax;)
are all distinct. (Here ¢ denotes the edge-colouring.) But then az1y122ys . .. yp_12xa is a rainbow
cycle of length 2k, giving a contradiction. O

We now state explicitly the cases of Theorem 1.2 we deal with in the next two subsections.

Theorem 2.2. Let k > 2 be an integer. Then

_ O(n*1) ifk>3
ex(n, Oy, rainbow-Cyy) = o(n?) ik =2

Theorem 2.3. If k, ¢ > 2 are integers, then

O(n*) if k>3

ex(n, Cypi1, rainbow-Cyy) =
(m: Catr, ) O(ntt1/2) ifk=2.
For the remainder of this section, unless otherwise stated, we will assume that £ > 2 is an
integer, G is a properly edge-coloured graph on n vertices with no rainbow copy of Cy, and
¢: E(G) — Z denotes the edge-colouring.

2.1 Paths and even cycles

In this subsection, we will prove Theorems 1.4 and 2.2. Note that for the upper bounds in
Theorems 1.4 and 2.2 it suffices to consider bipartite graphs G, since a random bipartition is
expected to preserve a fixed positive proportion of subgraphs isomorphic to a given bipartite
graph, so from now on we assume that G is bipartite.

In light of Lemma 2.1, to prove the upper bound in Theorem 1.4 for k£ > 3, it is sufficient to
show that the number of paths of length 3 is O(n?). Let us say that a pair z,y of vertices of G
is bad if z and y have at least 100k common neighbours, and it is good otherwise. Then there
are three types of paths axyz of length 3: either ay and xz are both good, or both bad, or one
of them is good and the other one is bad. We will treat these cases in separate lemmas. It will
be important later that for two of these cases we prove not only that the number of Pss of that
type is O(n?), but also that any vertex is a certain endpoint of O(n) such P3s. However, it is not
true that for any vertex a the number of paths azyz of length 3 starting at a has to be O(n).
To see this, take a Cyi-free bipartite graph Gy on vertex classes X,Y with |X| = |Y| =n/4 and
|E(Go)| = w(n). For each x € X add a new vertex 2/, and join each pair z2’ by an edge of the
same colour. Finally, add a vertex a and join it to all vertices #’. Then the (bipartite) graph we
get contains no rainbow Cyg, and the number of paths of length 3 starting at a is |E(Gp)].

Lemma 2.4. Let k > 3. For every a € V(G), the number of paths axyz such that ay and xz are
both bad is O(n).

Proof. Let Y = {y € N(N(a)) \ {a} : ay is bad}, and let Z = N(Y). Observe that G[Y U
Z] cannot contain a rainbow path of length 2k — 3. Indeed, if there is such a rainbow path,



then there is a rainbow path y121...yp—22x—2yr—1 of length 2k — 4 with y; € Y,z; € Z. Since
ayy and ayi_1 are bad, we can choose b € N(a) N N(y;) and b’ € N(a) N N(yk_1) such that
aby121 .. . Yg—o22k_2yk—1b'a is a rainbow 2k-cycle, giving a contradiction. It follows that e(Y, Z) =
O(n), ie., 3 ey degg(y) = O(n). (We are using the fact that for any £ we have ex*(n, ) = O(n).
See [5] for the best known upper bound.)

For each y € Y, define an auxiliary graph Hy on vertex set N(y) by letting 22’ be an edge if
and only if z2’ is bad. Note that H, cannot contain a path of length k — 1. Indeed, if 2 ...z is
such a path, then we can choose b; € Ng(z;) N Ng(zi4+1) in such a way that azibize...bg_12pais a
rainbow 2k-cycle in G, giving a contradiction. It follows that |E(H,)| < k|H,| = kdegs(y). But
the number of triples (z,y, z) such that xyz is a path, zz is bad and y € Y is 2 Zer |E(H,y)| <
2k, cy degg(y) = O(n). The statement of the lemma follows. O

Lemma 2.5. Let k > 3. For every a € V(G), the number of paths axyz such that ay is good and
xz is bad is O(n).

Proof. Let Y = {y € N(N(A)) \ {a} : ay is good}, and let

Z ={z € V(Q) : for any set S C V(G) with |S| < 100k there is a path azyz of length 3
such that z € S, ay is good and zz is bad}.

Consider first the number of paths axyz with z € Z such that ay is good (and xz is bad).
The number of these is at most 100k - e(Y, Z), as after picking yz there are at most 100k possible
choices for .

Claim. G[Y U Z] cannot contain a rainbow path of length 2k — 5.

Proof of Claim. Suppose it contains such a rainbow path. Then it also contains a rainbow
path P: z1y1 ... 2p_3yr—32k—2 of length 2k — 6 such that z; € Z,y; € Y. Let

S =V(P)U{z € N(a) : c(ax) = c(z;y;) or c(ax) = c(y;zi+1) for some i}.

Then |S1| < 100k, so we can pick a P3 axyz; from a to z; such that x ¢ Sy, ay is good and xz;
is bad. Let Sy = S; U {z} and pick a path az'y’z;_o such that 2’ ¢ Ss, ay’ is good and x'zj_o
is bad. Then we can pick y” € N(z) N N(z1) such that ¢(zy”) and ¢(y”z;) are distinct from all
c(zi;), c(yizir1), c(ax), c(ax’), and y” is distinct from a and each y;. Similarly, we can pick 3"
such that c¢(zy”) and c(y" 1) are distinct from all ¢(2;y;), c(yizi+1), c(ax), c(ax’), c(zy”), c(y" z1),
and 3" is distinct from a,y” and each y;. Then axy”z1y122 ... Yp_32x—2y"'x’'a is a rainbow Cyy,

giving a contradiction. The claim follows.

So G[Y U Z] contains no rainbow Py;_5, so e(Y, Z) = O(n). So there are O(n) Pss axyz with
z € Z such that ay is good (and zz is bad).

Now consider the number of P3s axyz with z ¢ Z such that ay is good and zz is bad. Given
z & Z, there is a set S with |S| < 100k such that any Ps axyz such that ay is good and xz is bad
must have x € S. So for each z € Z we can pick z, € N(a) such that at least a proportion of
1/(100k) of all such Pss from a to z go through z,. For each z € N(a)let Z, = {2 ¢ Z : z, = z}.



Also let Y, =Y N N(z). Then the number of such Pss starting in a and ending outside Z is at
most

> 100k - [N (2:) NN (2) VY] = 100k - e(Y., {2})
2&7Z 287
> 100k - e(Yz, Ze).

€N (a)

Note that e(Y,, Z,) is the number of paths of length 2 starting at x in the graph G[{z} U
Y, U Z,]. Since that graph contains no rainbow Cy, Lemma 2.1 gives that e(Y,, Z,) = O(|Y,| +
|Zz| +1). Note, however, that

> Yal =) IN(y) N N(a)| < 100k[Y| = O(n)

zE€N(a) yey
and
S 2= Y 1=00)
z€N(a) 2¢Z

Putting together, we get that the number of such Pss starting at ¢ and ending outside Z is
O(n). The statement of the lemma follows. O

Lemma 2.6. Let k > 3. The number of paths axyz such that ay and xz are both good is O(n?).

Some parts of the proof below will be similar to the proof of the fact ex*(n, Cs) = O(n*/?) in
[12].

Proof. We start similarly as in the proof of Lemma 2.5. Let

W ={(a,2) € V(G) x V(G) : for any set S of at most (100k)? colours there is a rainbow path azyz
such that c(ax),c(xy), c(yz) € S and ay, xz are good.}

Given a € V(G), let Z, ={z: (a,z) € W}, and let Y, = {y € N(N(a)) \ {a} : ay is good}.
Claim. G[Y,, Z,] contains no rainbow path of length 2k — 5.

Proof of Claim. Supposeit does. Then it also contains a rainbow path P : 2191 ... 2p_3Yr_32k—2
of length 2k — 6 with z; € Z,,y; € Y,. Let

U{c zivi), c(Yizit1 }UU{C ax) :x € N(a)NN(y; }UU{C xy;) : x € N(a)NN (y;) }U{c(az;) : z € N(a)}.

7

Note that |S1| < 2k + k- 100k + k - 100k + k < (100k)?, so we can pick a rainbow path azyz; such
that ay, xz; are good and c(ax), c(vy), c(yz1) € S1. Note that y # y; for all i and = # z; for all
7. Let

Sy = S1U{c(az),c(zy), c(yz1)} U{claw) : w € N(a) " N(y)} U{c(wy) : w € N(a) N N(y)}.

We have |Sa| < (100k)?, so we can pick a rainbow path ax'y’z,_s such that ay’,z'z,_o are good
and c(ax’), c(2'y’), c(a'z,—2) & Sa. Note that y' # y;, y and ' # z;, x. But then azyz1y: . .. zp_syr—32k—2v'7’a
is a rainbow Cyy, giving a contradiction. The claim follows.



By the Claim, we have e(Y,, Z,) = O(n) for all a. Hence the number of paths axyz such that
ay and xz are good and (a,z) € W is O(n?) (since for any a, each edge yz extends to at most
100k such paths azyz).

Now consider Pss azxyz with (a,z) ¢ W. For any a and z, let f(a,z) denote the number of
rainbow Pss azyz from a to z such that ay and xz are both good. If (a,z) ¢ W, we can pick
a colour ¢, such that there are at least [f(a,z)/(100k)?] P3s azyz such that ay,rz are good
and ¢, € {c(ax),c(zy),c(yz)}. Note that at most 100k of these Pss have c(az) = cqz, since the
colouring is proper and zz is good. Similarly, at most 100k of these Pss have c¢(yz) = cq.. We
deduce that there are at least N,, = [f(a,2)/(100k)?*] — 200k P3s axyz such that c(zy) = cq.
and ay, xz are good. Note that these paths must be internally vertex-disjoint. So we can list N,
such paths as ax;y;z for i = 1,2,..., Ny, such that if ¢ # j then x; # z; and y; # y;.

Using the observations above, we now show that there are ‘many’ 6-cycles ax;y;zy;xja such
that c¢(z;y;) = c¢(xjyj) = cq- and each pair (of distance 2) in the 6-cycle is good. (Note that if
we did not require that zz’ and yy’ are good then we would immediately get at least (N 2‘”) such
6-cycles if N,, > 0). Write N = N,,. Define an auxiliary graph H on vertex set {x1,...,zn}
such that x;x; is an edge if and only if x;z; is bad. Observe that H contains no path of length
k—1. Indeed, if 2;, 4, . .. x;, is such a path in H, then we can choose some vertices by, ...,by—1 in
G such that ax;, bix,bo ... x;, ,by_12;, a is a rainbow cycle of length 2k, giving a contradiction. It
follows that |E(H)| < kN. So there are at most kN pairs {4, j} such that x;z; is bad. Similarly,
there are at most kN pairs {i, j} such that y;y; is bad. It follows that if V > 1 then there are at
least (]g ) — 2kN 6-cycles ax;y;zyjrja in which each pair of vertices of distance 2 is good.

Write T = {(a,2) ¢ W : f(a,z) > (100k)? + 200k}. By the argument above, the number of
6-cycles axyzy'x’a in which c(xy) = ¢(2'y’) and each pair of vertices of distance 2 is good is at

least
1 Ng»
L5 [(5) ]
(a,2)eT

which is at least
> (af(a.2)’ - Bf(a.2))
(a,2)eT
for some positive constants «, 3.

On the other hand, if L denotes the number of paths azyz in which ay,zz are both good,
then the number of such 6-cycles is at most 100kL. Indeed, there are L ways to choose xyzy/,
then 2’ is uniquely determined by the condition c(zy) = ¢(z'y’), and then there are at most 100k
possible choices for a, since we need zz’ to be good. Hence

Z (af(a,2)? — Bf(a,z)) < 100kL.

(a,2)eT

But we have

L< Y flaz)+ 0. (1)

(a,2)eT

Indeed, we know that the number of Pss axyz (such that ay and zz are good) having (a, z) € W
is O(n?), the number of such rainbow Pss aryz with (a,z) € T is > (a»)er f(a, ), the number
of such rainbow P3s axyz with (a,2) € T, (a,z) ¢ W is at most ((100k)? + 200k)n?, and finally,



the number of such non-rainbow Pss is at most the number of P»s xyz with zz good, which is
O(n?). Tt follows that

> (af(a,2)* = Bf(a,2)) <100k Y f(a,z)+O0(n?),

(a,2)eT (a,z)eT

Zfaz <A Z az—i—Bn

(a,2)eT a,z)eT

and hence

for some positive constants A, B > 0. But we have

2 2
> fez | Y fen)| gz | T fen)| o
(a,2)eT (a,2)eT (a,2)eT
We get
2
> fla,z)| <An* Y fla,z)+ Bn',
(a,2)eT (a,2)eT

which gives 3, yer f(a,2) = O(n?). The statement of the lemma then follows using (1). O

Proof of Theorem 1.4. For k > 3, Lemma 2.1 shows that there are O(n?) copies of P, and
Lemmas 2.4, 2.5 and 2.6 show that there are O(n?) copies of Ps. The required upper bound then
follows by repeated application of Lemma 2.1. For the lower bound, take an (¢+ 1)-partite graph
with vertex classes Xi,..., Xy such that | X;| = 1 if ¢ is even and |X;| = O(n) if 7 is odd, and
join vertices x and y if and only if € X; and y € X; with i — j = +1. (The edge-colouring is
arbitrary.)

When k = 2, the number of paths of length 2 is O(n?) by Lemma 2.1, and the number of paths
of length 1 is at most ex*(n,Cy) = ©(n3/?) (see [12]). The required upper bound then follows by
repeated application of Lemma 2.1. For the lower bound, we can take a Cy-free d-regular graph
on O(n) vertices with d = O(n!/?). O

We now prove Theorem 2.2. Although the upper bound is proved for £k = 2 and the lower
bound is proved for k > 3 in [8], we include proofs of these for completeness.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Consider first the case k = 2. For the upper bound, observe that there
can be no bad pair if there is no rainbow Cy, thus any two vertices x and z are contained in O(1)
4-cycles of the form xyzw. The upper bound ex(n,Cy,rainbow-Cy) = O(n?) follows. For the
lower bound when k = 2, let A be a Sidon set in Z,, of size ©(y/n), i.e., a set such that whenever
a,b,a’ b € A with a+b=da +V then (a,b) = (a/,V) or (a,b) = (V',a’). (See e.g. [4] for the
construction of such sets.) Partition A into two subsets A, Ay of size ©(y/n) each. Let G be a
4-partite graph with vertex classes Xgg, Xo1, X10, X11 each being copies of Z,, and edges given
as follows. If xgg € X0, 01 € Xo1,x10 € X10,711 € X11, then we join:

e 1o to 19 by an edge of colour aq if x19 — xgg = a1 € Ay;
e 1o to g1 by an edge of colour as if xg1 — xgg = ao € Ag;

e 119 to 11 by an edge of colour as if 11 — x19 = ao € Ag;



e 101 to x11 by an edge of colour aq if x11 — xg1 = a1 € Ay.

It is easy to check that the graph we get is properly edge-coloured with no rainbow Cy, has 4n
vertices, and the number of 4-cycles is n|A4;||As| = O(n?).

Now consider the lower bound for k& > 3. Take a (2k)-partite graph with vertex classes
Xl,...,XQk, where ‘Xl‘ = ‘XQ‘ = ’X4’ = ‘X5‘ = 1, ’X@’ = ‘Xg‘ = ‘Xl()’ = - = ’ng‘ =n,
| X3| =nand | X7| = |Xg| =+ =|Xok_1| = 1. Join two vertices x and y by an edge if and only if
xz € X;, y € Xj with i —j = +1 mod 2k. Give the unique edge X; to X5 and the unique edge X4
to X5 colour 1, and arbitrary distinct colours to the remaining edges. It is easy to see that any
2k-cycle must contain both of the edges of colour 1, there are ©(n) vertices and ©(n*~1) copies
of Cgk.

It remains to prove the upper bound for k£ > 3. Given a 2k-cycle x1 ... xopx1, define its pattern
to be the list of i such that z;z;12 is good (indices understood mod 2k), together with the list
of pairs (i,7) such that ¢(x;zi11) = c(z;xj41). Note that there are finitely many patterns, so it
suffices to show that for each pattern the number of 2k-cycles of that pattern is O(n*~1).

Consider first the case k > 4. Assume that we have a pattern and an 4 such that ;12,41
is good but x;_3x;—1 is bad in the pattern. Then we can choose vertices ;41242 ... Titorp—4 in
O(nk_z) ways, since we have to pick a path of length 2k — 5. (Note that z;1 054 = 2;—4.) Then,
by Lemmas 2.4 and 2.5, there are at most O(n) ways of choosing the path x; 42, 3z;_om; 1
according to the pattern (since z;_sz;—1 has to be bad). Then there are at most 100k possible
ways of choosing x;, since z;_1x;41 is good. So we get O(n*~1) 2k-cycles for these patterns.

So (when k£ > 4) it remains to consider the case when there is no i such that x;_jz;4+1 is good
but z;_sx;—1 is bad. Observe that for any 2k-cycle xj ...xopz1, at least one (in fact, at least
two) of the pairs xoxy, T4, . . ., Topxe has to be good (otherwise we can find a rainbow Cy). So
it remains to consider patterns such that each of these pairs is good. Similarly, we may assume
that each of x1x3,...,Top_121 is a good pair.

Now consider the colours for the pattern. We must have a pair of different edges with the
same colour. We may assume that we have c¢(z1x2) = c¢(x;x;41) for some ¢ with 3 < i < k+ 1.
Then we can choose xsx3...291_1 in O(nk_l) ways (since it is a path of length 2k — 3). Then
x1 is uniquely determined by the condition ¢(z1x2) = ¢(x;2;41), and then there are at most 100k
possible choices for o (according to the pattern), since zyx9r_1 is good. This gives O(nk_l)
2k-cycles of this pattern, as required.

It remains to consider the case k = 3. Observe that if & = 3, then for any edge ab there
is at most one way to extend this edge to a path abc such that ac is bad. Indeed, if we have
two different extensions abc and abc’ then there is a rainbow 6-cycle of the form axcbdz’a.
Consider any pattern, we show that there are O(n?) 6-cycles of that pattern. We may assume
that ¢(z122) = c(z;zi4+1) for some i € {3,4}. If x5x1 is good in the pattern, then we are done
exactly as above: we can choose zox32475 in O(n?) ways, then z; is determined by the condition
c(x1xe) = c(zjxiy1), and there are at most 100k choices for zg. So we may assume that x5z is
bad.

Case 1: i = 4. Then the same argument shows that we are done if xox4 is good. So we
may assume that xox, and x5x, are both bad. Then we can choose xgxiz2z3 in O(n2) ways, and
we can extend zox3 to a path xoxsxy such that zoxy is bad in at most one way, and similarly we
can extend x1x¢ in at most one way to get x1xgr5. Then all the vertices are determined, so we
get O(n?) copies.



Case 2: i = 3. There are O(n?) ways of choosing x3297176, and then there is at most one
way of extending zixz¢ to a path xz1zgxs such that xyx5 is bad, and there is at most one way of
picking x4 such that c¢(x3z4) = c(x122). So we get O(n?) copies of Cg, as required. O

2.2 0Odd cycles

We now turn to the case of odd cycles. Once we have established Theorem 1.4, the proof of
Theorem 2.3 is essentially the same as the proof of Gishboliner and Shapira [9] for the non-
rainbow version of the problem.

Proof of Theorem 2.3. The lower bounds follow from the fact ex(n, F, rainbow-H) > ex(n, F\, H)
and the corresponding results for the non-rainbow problem, see [9]. (Note that the only difficult
case is when k = 2.)

For the upper bound when & = 2, observe that there can be no bad pair of vertices if there is
no rainbow Cjy, hence the number of (2¢ + 1)-cycles is at most 100k = 200 times the number of
paths of length 2¢ — 1, which is O(nf*1/2) by Theorem 1.4.

Now consider the case £ > 3. Given a path P : x1xo...x9_1 of length 2¢ — 2 in G, write
Xp = N(z1) \ V(P) and Yp = N(z9—1) \ V(P). Then the number of ways of extending path
P to a cycle z1zo ... 2901121 is e(Xp,Yp). But this is at most the number of paths of length 2
starting at x1 in the graph G[{z1} U Xp U Yp], which is O(1 + |Xp| + |Yp|) by Lemma 2.1. It
follows that P extends to at most O(1 + |Xp| + |Yp|) cycles of length 2/ + 1. But |Xp| is the
number of ways of extending P to a path zgxixy...x9_1, and similarly, |Yp| is the number of
ways of extending P to a path xy...xo,. It follows that if the number of paths of length s is ps,
then ), [Xp| = O(par—1), and similarly for Yp. Hence the number of cycles of length 2¢ + 1 is
O(p2¢—2) + O(pae—1), which is O(n*) by Theorem 1.4. O

3 Forbidden rainbow C5; 4

In this section we prove the following result, which is the only non-trivial case of Theorem 1.2
with ¢ odd.

Theorem 3.1. If k > { > 2 are positive integers, then ex(n,Copp1,rainbow-Cypy 1) = O(n?1).

From now on, unless otherwise stated, we will assume that & > ¢ > 2 are integers, G is a
properly edge-coloured graph of order n with no rainbow Cyy41, and ¢ denotes the edge-colouring.
Also, we will say (as before) that a pair x,y of vertices is bad if |N(x) N N(y)| > 100k, and good
otherwise.

We will deduce Theorem 3.1 from the following two lemmas.

Lemma 3.2. Let G be any properly edge-coloured graph, and let £ > 2 be an integer. Then the
number of non-rainbow copies of Copr1 in G is O(n?~1) + O(number of rainbow Copy1s in G).

Lemma 3.3. Let k > { > 2 be integers and let G be a properly edge-coloured graph with no
rainbow Caop11. Assume that every edge of G is contained in a rainbow Coprq. Then for every
a € V(G) the number of paths axy of length 2 starting at a in G is O(n).

Deducing Theorem 3.1. For the lower bound, take a (2¢+ 1)-partite graph with vertex classes
X1,...,Xopy1 all being copies of {1,...,n}. Join any = € X; to z € Xo by an edge of colour
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1, and also © € X3 to x € X4 by an edge of colour 1. For all ¢ # 1,3, join each pair of vertices
x,y with z € X;, y € X;+1 by an edge of arbitrary unused colour (with indices understood
mod 2¢ + 1). It is clear that the graph we get is properly edge-coloured, there are ©(n) vertices
and @(n%_l) copies of Cypy1. Furthermore, no copy of Cyi1q is rainbow, since any Cog1 must
contain an edge between each pair of X;, X;11 (otherwise it would be a subgraph of a bipartite
graph). The lower bound follows.

Now consider the upper bound. By Lemma 3.2, it suffices to show that if G contains no
rainbow Cojyq then the number of rainbow Chyys is O(n?~1). For this, we may assume that
any edge is contained in a rainbow copy of Copiq. But then, by Lemma 3.3, for any vertex
a € V(QG) there are O(n) paths of length 2 starting at a. By repeated application of this fact,
it follows that for any a there are O(n’) paths of length 2¢ starting at a, and hence there are
O(n*t1) < O(n*~1) copies of Copyy. O

Proof of Lemma 3.2. We will consider patterns of (2¢ + 1)-cycles. Recall that the pattern P
of a (20 + 1)-cycle 1 ...x9p1121 is the list of i such that x;x;492 is good, together with the list
of pairs (i,7) such that ¢(z;z;y1) = c(zjz;41) (with the indices understood mod 2¢ + 1). Since
there are finitely many patterns, it suffices to show that for any non-rainbow pattern the required
bound holds for cycles of that pattern.

Consider first the case when there are three edges with the same colour in a pattern P, say
TpTp41, Tqlgrl, TrZr41. Then we can pick (x;)izpq in O(n?~1) ways, and there is at most one
way of extending those points to a (2¢ 4 1)-cycle of the appropriate pattern. This shows that
there are O(n?~1) cycles with this pattern.

Now consider the case when there are two different colours such that each of them appears at
least twice as the colour of an edge. For both of these colours, pick two edges of the appropriate
colour. So we have c(e) = ¢(e’) and ¢(f) = ¢(f’) in our pattern for four different edges e, €', f, f'.
Note that we must have e Ue’ # f U f’. So we can pick i, j such that z; € (eUe€’)\ (f U f') and
zj € (fUf)\ (eUe'). Then picking the vertices (zq)q-;,; determines the (2¢ 4+ 1)-cycle uniquely
by the colour conditions. It follows that there are O(n?~1) cycles of this pattern.

It remains to consider patterns P in which there is only one pair of edges of the same colour,
say c(vizit1) = c(zjxjp1), with ¢ # j —1,4,7 + 1. Given a choice X = {z, : a # i,j} of all
vertices except x;, x;, consider the number of ways of extending X to a (2¢ + 1)-cycle. Write
di = |N(xi—1) " N(2i41) \ X| and do = |[N(zj—1) N N(xj11) \ X|. Then the number of ways of
extending X to a (2¢+ 1)-cycle of pattern P is at most min{d, da}, whereas the number of ways
of extending X to a rainbow Cyyyq is at least (dy — 5¢)(d2 — 5¢). But we have min{d;,dsy} <
104 + max{0, (d; — 5¢)(d2 — 5¢)}, so the number of extensions of pattern P is at most O(1) plus
the number of rainbow extensions. Summing over all possible choices of X, we get the required
bound. O

Lemma 3.3 is proved similarly to Lemma 2.1.

Proof of Lemma 3.3. Given a bipartition V(G) = X UY of the vertex set of G, let Gxy be
the corresponding bipartite graph obtained from G (i.e., Gx y is obtained by deleting all edges
inside X and inside Y). Since a random bipartition is expected to preserve a quarter of all paths
of length 2 starting at a, it suffices to show that for every bipartition V(G) = X UY with a € Y,
the number of paths of length 2 starting at a in Gxy is O(n), where the implied constant is
independent of the bipartition. So let V(G) = X UY be any bipartition. Write X7 = Ng(a) N X
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and Y1 = Ng(X1) NY \ {a}, so that we would like to show e , (X1,Y1) = O(n). It suffices to
show that G x y[X1 UY)] does not contain a (100k)-ary tree of depth 2k.

Suppose it contains such a tree, then it also contains a (100k)-ary tree T' of depth 2k — 1
rooted at some = € X;. Since ax € E(G), the edge az of G is contained in a rainbow cycle of
length 2¢ 4+ 1 in G. Hence we can find a rainbow path P : azi29...z90_12x of length 2¢ from a
to z in G. Then we can recursively find distinct vertices © = x1,2,...,Zox )41 on our tree T
such that

e for all i we have z;x;11 € E(Gxy)

e for all 7 even we have z; € Y1 \ V(P);

e for all i > 3 odd we have z; € X; \ V(P);

e for all i, ¢(x;2;41) does not appear on the path azizy...290 121 ... 24

e the colour c(awy(,_g)4+1) does not appear on the path az1zz. .. 220 171 ... To—_p).-

But then az12s... 20017122 ... Ty(p_g)410 is a rainbow cycle of length 2k + 1 in G, giving a
contradiction. O

4 Deducing Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.6

We now summarise how we deduce each case in Theorem 1.2.
Proof of Theorem 1.2. We have the following cases.

e If s =t =4, then the result follows from Theorem 2.2. If t = 4,s # 4 and s is even, then it
follows from Theorem 1.1. If t = 4 and s is odd, it follows from Theorem 2.3.

e If 5, are even with s # ¢, then the result follows from Theorem 1.1.

e If s =t > 6 is even, then the result follows from Theorem 2.2.

e If ¢t > 6 is even and s is odd, then the result follows from Theorem 2.3.
o If s,t are odd with s < ¢, then the result follows from Theorem 3.1.

e If ¢ is odd, and s is even or s > t, then the upper bound is trivial, and for the lower bound
we can take a blowup of Cs, (i.e., we replace each vertex of Cg by n vertices and each edge
by a complete bipartite graph. The edge-colouring is arbitrary.)

O
Finally, we prove Theorem 1.6 concerning triangles.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. For the upper bound ex(n, Cs, rainbow-Cy) = O(ex*(n, Cy)), observe
that the number of triangles containing a good pair is at most 100k|E(G)|, since we can pick
the good pair in at most |E(G)| ways. So it suffices to show that the number of paths xyz with
zz bad is O(|E(G)|). But for any y € V(G), if we define an auxiliary graph H, with vertex
set N(y) and edges being the bad pairs, then there can be no path xj ...z of length £ — 1 in
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H, (otherwise we can find a rainbow cycle yz1biz2bs ... z1y). It follows that H, has at most
E|V(Hy)| = kdegg(y) edges, so each y is contained in at most k deg(y) paths zyz with xzz bad.
But >, deg(y) = 2|E(G)|, giving the required bound.

For the lower bound, the statements ex(n, Cs, rainbow-Cyy ) > ex(n, Cs3, Cy) and ex(n, Cs, rainbow-Coy 1) >
ex(n,Cs5,Co,11) are clear, and the lower bounds ex(n,Cs,Co) = Q(ex(n,{C4, Cs,...,Cor})),
ex(n, Cs, Cor11) = Q(ex(n, {Cy, Cs, ..., Cori1})) follow from Theorem 1.5.

Finally, we prove that ex(n, Cs, rainbow-Cy) = Q(nH’l/k) when k is odd and ex(n, Cs, rainbow-Cay11) =
Q(n't1/%) when k is even. Take a Bjy-set A of size ©(n'/¥) in Z,, that is, a set such that any
m € Zjy, can be written as aj + - - - + ax with a; € A in at most one way (ignoring permutations of
the summands). (See [2] for the construction of such ‘dense’ By-sets.) Then we take a tripartite
graph G with vertex classes X1, Xs,Y all being copies of Z,, and edges given as follows. We join
r € X7 to x € X9 by an edge of colour 0, and we join x € X; to x +a € Y by an edge of colour
(a,i) for i = 1,2. Clearly, G has ©(n'T'/*) triangles. We claim that this graph contains no
rainbow Cyy, if £ is odd and no rainbow Coyy1 if £ is even. Indeed, assume that % is odd an there
is a rainbow Cy. Then it must be of the form x1y122y2 . . . xyrr1 With y; € Y and x; € X1 U Xo.
Then we get a representation 0 = a; — by +az — by + -+ + aj — by with a;,b; € A by letting
a; = y; — xj, b; = y; — xi41 (where x441 = x1). So the a; must be a permutation of the b;. But k&
is odd, so we have |{z1,...,2x} N X1| # [{x1,..., 21} N X3|, and hence there exist ¢ and j such
that a; = b; and x;, x4 are in the same vertex class X,. But then c(z;y;) = c(yjz;41), so the
cycle is not rainbow, giving a contradiction. The case when k is even and G contains a rainbow
(2k 4 1)-cycle is similar. O
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