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Abstract

We consider k-graphs on n vertices, that is, F C ([:]). A k-graph F is called intersecting
if FNF' # ( for all F,F’ € F. In the present paper we prove that for k > 7, n > 2k, any
intersecting k-graph F with covering number at least three, satisfies |F| < (Z:}) — (Z:If) —

(”;E;l) + (’3;_211“) + ("2552) + 3, the best possible upper bound which was proved in [4] subject

to exponential constraints n > ng (k).
AMS classification: 05D05.
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1 Introduction

Let [n] = {1,...,n} be the standard n-element set, ([Z]) the collection of its k-subsets, 0 < k < n.
A subset F C ([z]) is called a k-uniform family or simply k-graph. The family F is said to be
intersecting if FNF' # () for all F, F’ € F. Similarly two families F, G are called cross-intersecting
if FNG#QPforall Fe F,Ge€G. Set NF = FQ}_F. If NF # () then F is called a star. Stars are

the simplest examples of intersecting families. The quintessential Erdés-Ko-Rado Theorem shows
that they are the largest as well.

Theorem 1.1 ([2]). Suppose that n > 2k >0, F C ([Z]) is intersecting, then

(L.1) Fl< (Z_D.

In the case n = 2k, (Zj) = 3(7) and being intersecting is equivalent to |[FN{F,[n]\ F}| < 1 for

every ' € ([Z]). Consequently there are 2(:=1) intersecting families F C ([Qkk]) attaining equality
in (LI). However for n > 2k > 4 there is a strong stability.

Theorem 1.2 (Hilton-Milner Theorem [13]). Suppose that n > 2k > 4, F C ([Z]) is inter-
secting and F is not a star, then

(1.2) |f|g<z_1)<”kfll)+1.

Let us define the Hilton-Milner Family

H(n, k) = {Fe <[Z]): 1eF, FN[2,k+1] #0}U{[2,k+1]},

showing that (C2)) is best possible.
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For an intersecting family F C ([Z]), define the family of transversals (or covers), T(F) by
T(F)={T' C[n]: TNF #0forall F € F}.
Define the covering number 7(F) = min{|T|: T € T(F)}. For 7(F) <1i <k, let
TO(F) ={T € T(F): |T| = i}.

Note that 7(F) — 1 is the minimum number of vertices whose deletion results in a star.
Obviously, 7(F) = 1 iff F is a star. The Hilton-Milner Family H(n, k) provides the maximum
of |F| for intersecting k-graphs with 7(F) > 2.

Example 1.3. Define
B={[2k+1],{2}U [k +2,2k], {3} U [k + 2,2K]}

and

.A{AG<[Z]):1€AandAﬂB7é(Z)f0reachB€B}.

Set G(n, k) = AUB.
It is easy to check that for n > 2k, G(n, k) is an intersecting k-graph with 7(G) = 3. The

3-element transversals are {1,2,3} and {1,u,v} with u € [2,k + 1], v € [k + 2, 2k]. Consequently,
for k fixed and n — oo

(1.3) |Q(n,k)|:(k2—k:+1)(z_§)+O((Z_i)).

One can compute |G(n, k)| exactly by using inclusion-exclusion

(1.4) 1G(n, k)| = (Z_D - (Z_lf) - (n;kz 1) + (72_21k) + (";I{GQ) +3.

Note that
GZD) _ (-km—k-1)...(n-2k+2) (n-k\"'_/  k-1\""' wae
(Z:i)_ mn—1)(n-2)...(n—k+1) <(n1) _(1 nl) <€ '

If n, k — oo with k2/n — oo then by (L4),

0] = (o) (7 }):

Let us define the function
f(n,k,s) = max {|]-'|: FC ([Z]) is intersecting and 7(F) > s} .

With this terminology the Erdés-Ko-Rado and Hilton-Miner Theorems can be stated as

F(n k1) = <Z_D F(n,k,2) = <Z_D - <"kf11)+1forn22k.

Erdds and Lovész [3] proved that |k!(e—1)| < f(n, k, k) < k¥ and f(n,3,3) = 10. Lovész [15] con-
jectured that |k!(e—1)] is the exact bound. In [9], Lovész’s conjecture was disproved for k > 4 and
the lower bound of f(n, k, k) was improved to (& + 1)’671 for even k and (%)<k71)/2 (%)<k71)/2
for odd k.

The first author proved in [4] that for k > 4, n > no(k)

(1.5) f(n,k,3) =1G(n, k)|

and up to isomorphism G(n, k) is the only optimal family. The methods of that paper can be
improved to yield ng(k) = ck? for some absolute constant c.

We should mention that f(n,k,4) was determined for £ > 9 and n > ng(k) in [§] and the
cases of k = 4,5 were solved by Chiba, Furuya, Matsubara, Takatou [I] and Furuya, Takatou [12],
respectively.

In the present paper, we prove (LH]) for kK > 7 and n > 2k.



Theorem 1.4. For k > 7 and n > 2k,
(1.6) F(n,k,3) = [G(n, k).

This is a considerable improvement on the results of Kupavskii [14] which prove the existence
of a large constant D such that (L) holds for £ > D and n > Dk.

An important tool to tackle intersecting families is shifting that can be tracked back to Erdés-
Ko-Rado [2]. We are going to give the formal definition in Section 2 but let us define here the
“end product” of shifting. Let (z1,...,zx) denote the set {x1,..., 2} where we know or want to
stress that x; < ... < . Define the shifting partial order < by setting (a1,...,ax) < (b1,...,bk)
iff a; < b; for 1 <i < k. Then A C () is called dnitial iff for all A,B € (})), A< Band Be A
imply A € A.

Let us mention that while the full star and the Hilton-Milner Family are initial, G(n, k) is not.
Define the function

g(n, k,s) = max {|f|: FC ([Z]) is intersecting, initial and 7(F) > s} )

The clique number w(F) for F C ([Z]) is defined as

w(F) = max{q: Qe ([Z]), (f) c ]-'} .

Clearly, 7(F) > w(F) — k + 1. For k > s, define

K(n,k,s){Ke ([Z]); 1€K,|Kﬂ[2,k+s1]|251}U([2’k+k5_1]).

It is easy to see that KC(n,k,s) is intersecting, initial and 7(F) = w(F) —k + 1 = s. Thus
g(n, k,s) > |K(n, k, s)|.

Let us show that g(n, k, s) can be deduced from a result in [6] concerning intersecting families
with clique number at least g.

Theorem 1.5 ([6]). Letn > 2k > 2s. Suppose that F C ([Z]) is intersecting and w(F) > k+s—1.
Then

(1.7) |F| < |K(n, k, s)].

Define
F@i)={F\{i}:ieFeF}, Fi)={F:i¢ F € F}

and note that |F| = |F(i)| + |F(i)|. For A C B C X, define

F(A,B)={F\B:FeF, FNB=A}.

We also use F(Q) to denote F(0, Q). For F({i}, Q) we simply write F(i, Q).
The following theorem is an easy consequence of Theorem

Theorem 1.6. For n > 2k > 2s,
g(n, k,s) = |K(n,k,s)|.

Proof. Let F C ([Z]) be intersecting, initial and 7(F) > s. Since 7(F) > s, there exists an edge F'
in F([s — 1]). Then by initiality we see that [s,k +s — 1] € F. It follows that ("7} c F. That
is, w(F) > k + s — 1. Noting that 7(KC(n, k, s)) = s, the statement of the theorem follows from
Theorem O




Two cross-intersecting families A, B are called non-trivial if none of them is a star, i.e., 7(A) > 2
and 7(B) > 2. Define Ay = {U,V} where U and V are two disjoint a-sets in [n]. Let

BOZ{BE ([Z]):BOU;&(Z), BHV#(Z)}.

Clearly, Ao, By are non-trivial cross-intersecting.
Recently, the first author [7] proved the following result concerning non-trivial cross-intersecting
families, which is essential for the proof of Theorem [[4

Theorem 1.7 ([7]). Let2 < a <b, n > a+b. Suppose that A C ([Z]) and B C ([Z]) are non-trivial
and cross-intersecting. Then

(1.8) Al +|B| < (Z) - 2(” ) a) + (” ;2“) +o.

Moreover, if n > a + b, then up to symmetry Ao, By are the only families achieving equality in
[@C8) unless a =b=2.

It is easy to check that (L) also holds for a = 1 and b > 2. By using (L8) and establishing
two analytical inequalities, we prove the following two extensions of (L)), which are also needed
in the proof of Theorem [[.4

Proposition 1.8. Let A C ([Z]) and B C ([Z]) be cross-intersecting families, n > a+b, b >a > 1.
Suppose that A is non-trivial and B is non-empty. Then

(1.9) A +|B| < <Z> - 2<”b“) + <”b2“) +2.

Moreover, for n > a+b and a > 2, Ay, By are the only families achieving equality in (9.

Proposition 1.9. Let A C ([Z]) and B C ([Z]) be cross-intersecting families, n > a+b, b > a+2 >
3. If A is non-trivial, then

(1.10) A+ |B| < <Z> - 2<”b“) + <”b2“) +2.

Moreover, for n > a+b and a > 2, Ay, By are the only families achieving equality in (LI0).

Let us present some more results that are needed in our proofs. We need the Frankl-Tokushige
inequality [10, [7] as follows.

Theorem 1.10 ([10, [7]). Let A C (f) and B C (f) be non-empty cross-intersecting families
withn =1X|>a+b,a<b. Then

(1.11) A+ B < (2‘) = (";“) 41

Moreover, unless n = a+b or a =b =2 the inequality is strict for |A| > 1 and |B| > 1.

For F C ([Z]) and A C D C [n], define (4, D) = %. Note that D € T(F) implies
k—|A|
F(@,D) = 0.

The next statement can be deduced using an old argument of Sperner [16].

Lemma 1.11 ([7, 16]). Let F C ([Z]) be an intersecting family and let D € T(F). If A,B C D,
AN B =1 then

(1.12) a(A,D) +«a(B,D) < 1.

We need also the following three inequalities concerning binomial coefficients.



Proposition 1.12 ([I1]). Let n,k,i be positive integers. Then

n—1 n—k—@G—-1\"/n
()25 )
Proposition 1.13. Forn > 4k and £ +1i < 13,
n—i—1{ 3\  (n—i
10 (2= () )
Proof. Note that ¢ + i < 13 implies n > 4k > (¢ +i — 1)k/3. Tt follows that

nfk—ﬁ—i+4>n—k
n—f0—i+1 — n

n—i—~{ . 4 4 14

(H)> nfkfﬁ'ferél _(n=k L (3)

(15 n—~0—i+1 - n —\4 0
Proposition 1.14. Let n, k,p, be positive integers with i > 3. Then

i () () (S T (G ()

Proof. Note that

()= () - ()
3 (n—p—k)...(n—p—i—.k—i—?))(n—p—Q)
n—p—2)...(n—p—i+1) k—2

B () - ()

() (G- o

2 Shifting ad extremis and 2-cover graphs

Thus,

In this section, we define a new technique called shifting ad extremis that is essential for the present

paper.
Recall the shifting operation as follows. Let 1 <i < j<n, F C ([Z]). Define

Sij(]-'):{SZ-j(F):FG}'},
where
Sij(F)z{ ;F\{J’})U{i}a jeFi¢Fand (F\{j})U{i} ¢ F;

; otherwise.

Let F C ([Z]), G C ([Z]) be families having certain properties (e.g., intersecting, cross t-
intersecting) that are maintained by simultaneous shifting and certain properties (e.g., 7(F) > s)
that might be destroyed by shifting. Let P be the collection of the latter properties that we want
to maintain.

Define the quantity

w(F)=Y_>i.

FEFieF
Obviously w(S;;(F)) < w(F) for 1 <i < j < n with strict inequality unless S;;(F) = F.



Definition 2.1. Suppose that F C ([Z]), G C ([’Z]) are families having property P. We say that
F and G have been shifted ad extremis with respect to P if S;;(F) = F and S;;(G) = G for every
pair 1 < i < j < n whenever S;;(F) and S;;(G) also have property P.

Let F C ([Z]) be an intersecting family and P = {7(F) > 3}. Then F is shifted ad extremis
if Si;(F)=F forall 1 <i<j<n unless 7(5;;(F)) =2. A pair (i,7), 1 <i<j<mn,is called a
shift-resistant pair if 7(S;;(F)) = 2. Define the shift-resistant graph H = Hp(F) of shift-resistant
pairs (i, 7) such that

7(S;5(F)) =2 for (i,j) € H and S;;(F) = F for (i,5) ¢ H.

Note that F is initial if and only if H is empty.

We can obtain shifted ad extremis families by the following shifting ad extremis process. Let F,
G be cross-intersecting families with property P. Apply the shifting operation S;;, 1 <i < j < n,
to F,G simultaneously and continue as long as the property P is maintained. Recall that the
shifting operation preserves the cross-intersecting property (cf. [5]). By abuse of notation, we keep
denoting the current families by F and G during the shifting process. If S;;(F) or S;;(G) does
not have property P, then we do not apply S;; and choose a different pair (i, j'). However we
keep returning to previously failed pairs (4, j), because it might happen that at a later stage in
the process S;; does not destroy property P any longer. Note that the quantity w(F) 4+ w(G) is a
positive integer and it decreases strictly in each step. Eventually we shall arrive at families that
are shifted ad extremis with respect to P.

We say that A C ([Z]),B C ([Z]) are saturated cross-intersecting families with respect to A if
adding an extra f-set to A would destroy the cross-intersecting property.

Recall that 7(3)(F) is the collection of all transversals of size 3 in F.

Lemma 2.2. Let F C ([Z]) be an intersecting family of the maximal size with 7(F) > 3. Suppose
that F is shifted ad extremis for T(F) > 3 with the shift-resistant graph H, and T®)(F) is a star
with center a. Let A = F(a), B = F(a). Then A,B are saturated cross-intersecting families with
respect to A, and B is intersecting. Moreover, A, B are shifted ad extremis for T(B) > 2 with the
shift-resistant graph H N ([”]\2{“}).

Proof. Clearly A, B are cross-intersecting and B is intersecting. Since F is of maximum size, A, B
are saturated cross-intersecting with respect to A. Moreover, 7(F) > 3 implies the non-triviality
of B, i.e.,, 7(B) > 2.

Fix an arbitrary (7,j) € (["]\2{“}). If (4,5) ¢ H, then S;;(F) = F and thereby S;;(A) = A and
S;;j(B) = B. If (i, j) € H, then 7(S;;(F)) = 2. Since every T € T®)(F) contains a, it follows that
{a,i} is a transversal of S;;(F). Then S;;(B) is a star. Hence, the shift-resistant graph for the
shifted ad extremis cross-intersecting families A, B is HN (["]\2{’1}). O

Let A C ([Z]), B C ([Z]) be saturated cross-intersecting families with respect to A, n > £ + k
and let B be non-trivial. Suppose that A, B are shifted ad extremis with respect to 7(B) > 2. That
is, for each (7,7), 1 <i < j <mn, either (a) or (b) occurs.

(a) Sij(A) = A, Si;(B) = B;
(b) S;;(B) is a star.
Let us define the 2-cover graph H for B on the vertex set [n] where for 1 <i<j<mn
(i,4) € H iff B(i, j) = 0.

If for D C [n], F(D) = (l[ﬁl\gl) then we say that D is full in F or F(D) is full. Since A, B are

saturated cross-intersecting with respect to A, we see that H is the graph formed by all full pairs

in A. Note that if (i, ) is of type (b) then (i,j) € H but not necessarily vice versa. Let H be the
corresponding shift-resistant graph. It is easy to see that H is a subgraph of H.



For convenience, we often use {i,j} € H to denote that (z,5) € H for i < j and (j,7) € H
for ¢ > j. It is easy to checked that G(n,k) is shifted ad extremis for 7(G(n,k)) > 3 with the
shift-resistant graph

Ho ={{i,j}:i€[2,k+1], j€lk+22k}U{(1,2),(1,3)}.

Let A = G(n,k)(1) and B = G(n,k)(1). Clearly, A, B are shifted ad extremis for 7(B) > 2 with
the shift-resistant graph

Wy = {{i,j} i€ 2K+ 1], j € [k +2,28]).
and the 2-cover graph H; = H; U {(2,3)}.

Deﬁnltlon 2.3. We say that H is partially shzfted if (i,7) € H and (x,7) ¢ H imply Sg;(7,7) € cH.
c.,if i <z then (i,z) € H; if i > x then (x,i) € H.

The reason to consider I instead of H is that H is partially shifted.

Proposition 2.4. Suppose that A C ([7;]), B C ([Z]) are cross-intersecting that were shifted ad
extremis with respect to T(B) > 2, saturated with respect to A, but not both initial. If n >+ k,
then H is partially shifted.

Proof. Suppose for contradiction that (z,y) € ]ﬁ, (z,y) ¢ H but Soy(z,y) ¢ H. By the definition,
we have B(Z,7) = (. Since A, B are saturated cross-intersecting with respect to A, it follows that
A(z,y) is full, that is, A(z,y) = (["]EEC”Q’y}). Since (z,y) ¢ H, by the definition S.,(A) = A,
it follows that A(z,z) is also full. Then by {z,z} ¢ H we infer B(z,%) # 0, contradicting the
cross-intersecting property. Thus the proposition is proven. [l

Lemma 2.5. If]ﬁ is partially shifted and triangle-free, then His a complete bipartite graph on
partite sets X and Y, X UY = [|X|+ |Y]].

Proof. Let us pick (i,5) € H with i + j minimal.
Claim 2.6. i = 1.

Proof. Indeed, if i > 2 then both (1,i), (1,7) ¢ H. By partial-shiftedness, S1:(i,j) = (1,5) € H
and S1;(4,7) = (1,4) € H, a contradiction. O

Let Y = (y1,.--,9p) (11 < y2 < ... < yp) be the neighbors of 1 in H, y1 = j and let
X = (z1,...,2q) be the neighbors of j = y1, 1 = 1.

Claim 2.7. {x,,y,} € Hforalll<u< q,1<v<p.

Proof. By symmetry assume x,, < y,. If ,, = 1, the statement holds by the definition. Assume
1 < 2y If (z4,y0) ¢ H, then by partial-shiftedness Sy, .y, (1,4,) = (1,2,) € H, implying that
(1,4, y1) is a triangle of H, contradiction. O

Since H is triangle-free, X N'Y = @) and we proved that the graph H is complete on X x Y.
Let us show that X UY = [p + ¢|. Indeed, otherwise we can find z,w with 1 < z < w and
z¢ XUY, we XUY. Suppose by symmetry w € Y. Then (1, z) ¢ ﬁ, (y1,2) ¢ H. Note also that
{y1,w} ¢ H. If y; > w then (1,41) € H _implies Suy, (1,y1) = (L,w) € H, a contradiction. Thus
we may assume y1 < w. Should (z, w) € H hold we infer Syiw(z,w) = (y1,2) € H, a contradiction.
Thus (z,w) ¢ H and thereby S, (1, w) = (1,z) € H, a contradiction.

Let us show next that there are no edges (u,v) € H outside X x Y. Since any pair (u,v) C Z
for Z = X or Y would create a triangle, we may assume v > p+¢q. Now 1 < y; < p+ ¢ < v and
the partial-shiftedness imply that Sy, (u,v) = (1,u) € H and Syiv(u,v) = {y1,u} € H. It follows
that (1,y1,u) forms a triangle, contradiction. Thus His a complete bipartite graph on partite sets
XandY, XUY = [p+q]. O



Proposition 2.8. Suppose that A C ([Z]), B C ([Z]) are cross-intersecting that were shifted ad

extremis with respect to 7(B) > 2, saturated with respect to A, but not both initial. If]ﬁ is triangle-
free, then H is a complete bipartite graph on partite sets X andY, XUY = [|X|+|Y]], 2 < | X| <k,
2< Y| <k.

Proof. By Lemma [Z3] and Proposition [Z4] we are left to show that 2 < |X| <k, 2 <|Y| < k.

Let us prove min{|X|,|Y|} > 2 first. The opposite would mean that H is a star. Thus it is
sufficient to prove that H contains two independent edges. To this end fix an edge (i,7) of type
(b). Here is the place that we use that A, B are not both initial.

Since S;;(B) is a star but B is not, we may choose K, L € B with KN (i,5) = {i}, LN(i,j) = {4}
Fix such a pair K, L with |K' N L| maximal. Note that B(i)NB(j) = ) implies |[K NL| < k—2. Pick
x#i, € K\L y#j,yeL\K. We claim that {z,y} is not of type (a). Indeed, if x < y and
(x,y) is of type (a), then Sy, (B) = B implies (L\ {y})U{z} =: L’ € B. But |[KNL'| = |KNL|+1,
a contradiction.

Similarly, y < x and Sy, (B) = B would imply (K \ {z})U{y} = K’ € B. Again, |[K'NL| =
|K N L| 4+ 1 provides the contradiction. Consequently, {x,y} is of type (b), whence an edge of H.
Thus H contains two independent edges and therefore min{|X|, Y|} > 2.

Next we show that max{|X]|, Y|} < k.

Claim 2.9. For every B € B either X C Bor Y C B.

Proof. In the opposite case we may choose z € X \ B, y € Y \ B. Since {z,y} € ]ﬁ, A(x,y) is full.
Now BN {x,y} = 0 contradicts the cross-intersecting property. O

Using the non-triviality of B, there are members B, B’ € B with X € B, Y C B’. In particular,
|X| <k and |Y| < k. This concludes the proof of the proposition. O

3 The case that 7®)(F) is non-trivial

In this section, we prove an important special case of our main result.

Theorem 3.1. Let F C ([Z]) be an intersecting family with n > 2k, 7(F) > 3 and |F| mazimal.
Suppose that F is shifted ad extremis with a non-empty shift-resistant graph H, and T3 (F) is
non-trivial. Then |F| <|G(n, k)| for k> 7.

For the proof of Theorem Bl we need the following computational lower bounds for |G(n, k)|.

Lemma 3.2. Forn >4k and k > 7,
(3.1) IG(n, k)| >3<<Z_g> _ (nkf26)> + <Z_§) +3<Z_§) +6<Z_§),
(32)  |G(n,k)| >4<<Z_;> _ (nk525)> n <Z_§) +3<Z_§) +4<Z_§).

Proof. For k > 7, we have
s> (7)) - (35 () - (67 - (45 )
(33) zéé(@ié)("kf2§).

First we prove B.1)). The RHS of (8.1]) is equal to
> () (5 (o) o ls) ()
252 k—2 k—2 k-3 k-3 k-3
n—k—3 n—Fk—4 n—Fk—-5 n—k—=6
S5 (L () (L)



By k > 7, it is at most
G- (0 5)) () () G0 - (9)
+2( . 131) +3(7;_132) +3(7;_133)
< 2 (G5)-(05)+ (9 oG9 +2(5) (%)

By 33), it suffices to show that
n—4 n—>5 n—12 n—13 n—1 n—k—1
(ma) o) () () = 2 (G) - (55 )

For n > 4k, by (LI4)) we have

(8 oG = () = 6)) (o0 (00)
(33 =) o) = () 0 (8) o (3)) G20 =o ()

Adding the above two inequalities, we get
n—4 n—>5 n—=6 7 n—38 n—9 n — 10
(ims)+2m0) < (28) 2(mg) +oe ) 2 (i2) (%)
Therefore,
n—>95 L3 n—12 n—13
k—3 k—3 k—3

(i os) +5(
E ) e(ins) <k D) +3( ) () 0y

3

(kz §>+ k—3) "
S( 3)“2 ;)*3(2 i) (k ?9,)*3(2_130)+3(",€_?)+3(7;—21)
<2 3 ()= 2, (7))

57 1<5<7

and ([B.J) follows.
For B2)), by k > 7 the RHS of (8.2) is at most

2;5((2_;) - (n;k;i)) +(Z_§) +(Z‘§) T (";’fgS) H(n;k;ax)
S50
<2 (G)- (5 ) ()= ()= (05) () =0 5)

Then it suffices to prove that

(o3 (23) = () () () = 2 (Ge) - ()



For n > 4k, by (LI4) we infer that
4(n—17 n n—38 n n—9 n n—10 +é n—13
7T\k—-3 k—3 k—3 k—3 9\ k-3
(N LY Y (3 LA (3 (. (e
—\7 4 4 4 4 9 4 k—3 k—-3)’
§ n—17 + n—_8 + n—9 +2 n—13
7T\k—-3 k—3 k—3 9\ k-3
(33 3 (3 L2 (3 (B .m0
—\7 4 4 4 9 4 k—3 k—-3)’
4/n—13 4 3(/n—-12 n—12
— > - X - = .
3(k3)_3 4(k3) (k:B)
Adding the above three inequalities, we get
n—4 n n—>5 n n—12
k—3 k—3 k—3
- n—7 49 -8 49 n—9 n n — 10 49 n—13
k—3 k 3 k—3 k—3 k—-3)"
Thus,
n—4 " n—>5 + n— 10 4o n—11 43 n—12
k—3 k—3 k—3 k—3 k—3
7 n—3_8 -9 10 n—11 n—12 n—13
2 2 2 2 2
(e (o) () () () () (%)
n—i—j n—1i n—k—1
> ()= 2 (G2) - ()
6<i<71<5<7 6<i<7

and (B2) follows. O

IN

I A

Lemma 3.3. Forn > 2k and k > 7,

. k—2
t+k—6 2% + 3k — 11
[ Crhore (Bekon)
2<i<k—1 e TR
t+k—5+41 2% + 3k — 9\ "2
(35) 11 +t '+Z><2t+kz 1>
2<i<k—1 R Tr+

Proof. Note that for m > d > i > 0,

(3.6) m—d.—i.m—d—.i—i<(m—d)2
m—1 m—+1 m
Equivalently,
(m—d)?—i® m2—i2 i\ i\’
p—T < - , that is, — < )
( )
which is true for m > d > 0. Applying ([B8) repeatedly with m =t + 3£ — Ll and d = k — 6, we
obtain
k—2
t+2)t+3)...(t+k—1) B t+54+1 24kl N\
(t+k—4)t+k—3)...t+2k—17) t4 3% L o\ 2t+3k—11 '
and ([34) follows. Similarly, we can obtain (33]). O

10



Lemma 3.4. For2k+1<n<4k andk >7,
n—=~6 n—=~6 n—=~6 n—=~6 n—=k n—k—1
. 2 -2 —
(37) (k1)+ (kQ) (k4) (k5)>(k1)+( k1 )
n—>»5 n—>5 n—=k n—k—1
(38) (kl)_(k4)>(k1)+( k-1 )
Proof. Let us prove (B1) first. Set ¢ =n — 2k. Then 1 < ¢ < 2k. Note that
n—6\ k—1 n—=6\ k—1 n—=~6
k—2) n—k—4\k—-1) t+k—4\k—-1)
n—=6) (k—1)(k—2)(k—3) n—=6
k—4) " n—k—2)(n—Fk—3)n—k—4) \k—1

B (k—1)(k—2)(k—3) n—6
(k- 2)t+Ek-3)(t+k— 4)(k:1)’

(t
(n—G): (k—=1)(k—2)(k—3)(k—4) (n—6)
k—5 m—k—1n—-k—-2)(n—k—=3)(n—k—-4)\k—1
_ (k—1)(k—-2)(k—3)(k—4) <n6>
t+k—1)t+k—2)(t+k—3)(t+k—4) '

k—
Moreover,
n—k—-1\ n-2k+1/n—-k\ t+1(n-k
k-1 ) n—k \k—1) t+k\k—-1
and (76)
n—k\ L _ 4 ; '
(k—l) 0§i§k72n k—1 2<i<k t+e
Since

2(k—1)(k—2)(k —3) (k—=1)(k—2)(k—3)(k—4)
(t+k=2)t+E-=3)t+k—-4) (t+Ek-1Dt+E-2)t+k-3)(t+k—4)
_ (k—=1)(k—2)(k—-3) k—4
C(t+k—2)(t+k—3)(t+k—4) (2+t+k1)
_ (k—1)(k —2)(k—3)(2t + 3k — 6)
Ot E-Dt+E -2t +k—3)(t+k—4)
we see that ([B.7) is equivalent to

L 20— 1) (k= 1)(k — 2)(k — 3)(2t + 3k — 6) trk—64+i 2A+ktl
( t+k—4(t+k—1)(t+kz—2)(t+k—3)(t+kz—4)) I ——>=

2<i<k

By moving out the first term tt_’f_;‘l and the last term % from [, we get

(t+3k_6_ (k—1)(k—2)(k—3)(2t+3k:—6)) 11 ttk—6+i  (t+2)2t+k+1)

(t+k-—D+k-2)(t+k-3) ) 25 =~ t+i t+2k—6

: t4k—3 t+k—2 t+k—1
By further moving out the terms e from ],

(t+3k—6)(t+k—1)(t+k—2)(t+k—3)— (k—1)(k—2)(k —3)(2t + 3k — 6))

I t+k—6+i  (E+2)(E+3)(E+)(E+5)2t+E+1)
t+i t+2k—6 '

6<i<k—1

By factorization, we have

(t+3k—6)(t+k—1)(t+k—2)(t+k—3)— (k—1)(k—2)(k — 3)(2t + 3k — 6)
= t(t+ 2k — 5)(t + 2k — 4)(t + 2k — 3).

11



It follows that

t+k—6+i (t+2)t+3)t+4)Et+5)(2t+k+1)
H t+1 >t(t+2k76)(t+2k75)(t+2k74)(t+2k73)'

6<i<k—1

Equivalently,

(3.9)

I t+k—6+i (t+k—4)(t+Ek-=3)t+k—2)(t+k—1)2t+k+1)

- >
pein b t(t + 2k — 6)(t + 2k — 5)(t + 2k — 4)(t + 2k — 3)

For k =7,8,9,10,11 and t < 2k, it can be checked directly that (8:9) holds. Thus we may assume
k>12.
Since QHT’“H :2—1—% <k+3and by k> 12

t+k—4DHt+E-3)t+Ek—-2)t+k—-1) < 3k —4)(3k—3)(3k—2)(3k — 1)
(t+2k—6)(t+ 2k —5)(t+2k —4)(t+2k—3) — (4k — 6)(4k — 5)(4k — 4)(4k — 3)
32 x 33 x 34 x 35

T 42 x 43 x 44 x 45

2
~ 0.3514 < —,
5

we see that the RHS of (89) is less than @ By B4), t < 2k and k > 12, we infer that the
LHS of (3.3 is greater than

o + 3k — 11 H> 7k —11 ’“*2> 73 k=2
2% +k+1 =\ Bk+1 =\ 61 '

We prove (g—i’)k_2 > @ for k > 12 by induction. For k = 12 we have (%)10 ~ 6.0246 > 6 =

w. For k + 1 > 13, by induction hypothesis

73 k71: 73 k72+2 73 k72>2(k+3)+2 73 k72>2(k5+4)
61 61 61 \ 61 5 61 \ 61 5

Now let us prove ([B.8]). Similarly, set t = n — 2k and then 1 < ¢ < 2k. Note that

<n5) B (k —1)(k —2)(k — 3) <n5) B (k —1)(k —2)(k — 3) <n5)
k—4) (m—-k-1)n—-k-2)n—-k-3)\k—1) (t+k-1)t+k-2)t+k-3)\k—1/)

Then (B.8) is equivalent to

(k= 1)(k — 2)(k — 3) trk—5+i 2+k+l
(1(t+k:—1)(t+k—2)(t+k—3)> I

2<i<k
By moving the last term % from [] to the RHS, we obtain

(k=1)(k —2)(k—3)
(3.10) ( _(t+k1)(t+k2)(t+k3))

H t+k’—5+i>2t+k+1
p<itho1 t+1 t+2k—5
For k = 7,8,9,10 and t < 2k, it can checked directly that (3I0) holds. Thus we may assume
k> 11.
Note that
(k—1)(k—2)(k—3) - k—3

3
(t+k—1)(t+k—2)(t+k—3) ~ ko ok
and by (35) and £ > 11

. k—2 k—2 k—2
H t—i—k:—i?—i—zz 2t4+3k -9 > k-9 > 17 -
t+1 2t+k+1 S5k +1 14

2<i<k—1

Moreover, t < 2k and k£ > 11 imply

20+k+1 3k—11 3k—11 22
—_— =2 — <2-— <2——=K
t+2k -5 t+2k—-5 " 4k -5 — 39
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Thus, for k£ > 11 it suffices to show (%)k_2 > % We prove it by induction on k. For k = 11, we
have (1—7)9 ~ 5.7397 > % For k + 1 > 12, by induction hypothesis we have

14

17 k—1> 17 1c—2+3 17 k—2>ﬁ+3 17 k—2>k+1

14 14 14 \ 14 2 14 \14 2 [l
Now we are ready to prove Theorem [B11

Proof of Theorem [31. By the maximality of ||, we infer that T is full in F for all T € T®)(F).
It follows that 7(3)(F) is intersecting.

Claim 3.5. There exists {a,b,c},{d,e, f} € TG(F) such that (a,b),(d,e) € H, {a,c} is a
transversal of Sq,(F), {d, f} is a transversal of Sy (F), {a,b,c} N (d,e) =0 and f € {a,b,c}.

Proof. Since H # 0, let (a,b) € H. Then 7(S4(F)) < 2. Using 7(F) > 3 we must have equality.
Fix ¢ so that (a,c) is a transversal of Sup(F) and note that {a,b, c} is a transversal of F. Hence
the maximality of |F| implies that {a, b, c} is full, i.e., {a,b,c} C F € ([Z]) implies F' € F.

Since 7(F) > 2, (a,b), (a,c), (b, ¢) are not transversals of F. Thus for each x € {a,b,c} we can
fix F, € F with F; N{a,b,c} = {z}.

We claim that there is some (d,e) € H with {a,b,c} N (d,e) = 0. In the opposite case F is
initial on [n]\ {a,b,c}. Let E € (["]\k{f’lb’c}) consist of the smallest (k — 1) elements of [n]\ {a, b, c}.
Then F U {z} < F, implies EU {z} € F. Now E € F(a), E € F(b) imply E U {b} € Sap(F).
However (E U {b})N{a,c} =0, i.e., {a,c} is not a transversal of Sy;(F), a contradiction.

Now (d, e) € H implies 7(Sq.(F)) = 2. Let {d, f} be a transversal of Sy.(F). Since TG (F) is
intersecting, {a,b,c} N (d,e) = @ implies f € {a,b,c}. Thus the claim holds. O

Claim 3.6. Suppose that (z,y) € H and (z,2) € T® (S, (F)). If E € F(z,9) N F(Z,y) then
ze k.

Proof. Suppose that z ¢ E. Then E € F(z,y) N F(Z,y) implies E U {y} € S;,(F). However,
(EU{y})N (x,2) = 0, contradicting the fact that (z,2) € T (Syy, (F)). O

Fact 3.7. Let F C ([Z]) be an intersecting family with 7(F) > 3. Then for every P € ([g]) and
QCn\P,
n—|Ql -2\ (n—k—|Q|-2
11 PP < — .
(3.11) FrruQ)= (") - (MRS

Proof. Since 7(F) > 3, there exists F(P) € F such that P N F(P) = (. By the intersection
property of F, we infer

hHRPUQHS(n;@g—?__Cwﬂ@—:—ymm\Qo

n—1Q| -2 n—k—|Q| -2
§< k—2 >< k—2 )' N

We first prove the theorem for n > 4k.
Proposition 3.8. If T®)(F) is non-trivial, then |F| < |G(n, k)| for n > 4k and k > 7.

Proof. By Claim B3] there are {a,b,c}, {d, e, f} € TG (F) such that (a,b), (d,e) € H, {a,c} is a
transversal of Sqp(F), {d, f} is a transversal of Sy.(F), {a,b,c} N (d,e) =0 and f € {a,b,c}. Let
(v,w) = {a,b,c} \ {f}. Since T (F) is non-trivial, there exists T € TG)(F) such that f ¢ T.
Clearly TN (v,w) # 0 #T N (d,e).

There are essentially two possibilities for T
Case 1. T = {w,d, g} with g ¢ {v,w,d,e, f}.
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Let P = {{v,w, f},{d,e, f},{w.d,g}} C T(B)(]:> and U = {v,w,d,e, f,g}. Then for any
Re (W) and S € (§) with RUS € F, we have S € T®)(P). It is casy to see that

TOP) = {v.d}, {w, d}, {w, e}, {w, £}.{d. f}.{f. 0}}.
Note that the non-triviality of P implies |[F N U| > 2 for all F € F. Define
Fi={FeF:|FnU|=i}, i=2,3,...,6.

Claim 3.9.

(3.12) |f2|§3((2_g>_(n;k;6))'

Proof. Note that F({w,d},U) and F({f,g},U) are cross-intersecting. If one of them is empty,
then by [B.II) we infer

Fwarol+iFra ol (25 - (" 50):

If both of them are non-empty, then by (LII])

Fwan )+ Faanols (3 9) - () < (G09) - (150,

Similarly, we have

\F({w, e}, U)|+ |F({d, f},U)| < (Z_6> _ <nk6>

n—=6 n—k—=6
< — .
Fw o+ Faor < (F29) - ("5
Adding these inequalities, we obtain (312]). O

Let T € (g) By ([LI2)) we have

Fro) - Fe o < ()

It follows that |F3| < %(g) (Z:g) = 10(2:3). Hence, by (3] we obtain that

|F| = |Fa| + |F3| + [ Fal + [ Fs] + | Fel
(v o) -5 ) emo(emg) +ms (i) +o(ms) + ()
=3((i22) - ("e22 )+ (i28) +3(i2s) +o(i )
Gk,

Case 2. T = {w,d, e}.

Let P = {{v,w, f},{d,e, f},{w,d,e}} € T (F) and U = {v,w,d,e, f}. Then for any R €
([ZL\QU) and S € (§) with RUS € F, we have S € T (P). Note that |[U| = 5 = 3 + 2 implies
TA®P) = (Y)\{U\ P: P € P}. That is,

TOP) = {{v,d}, {v, e}, {w,d}, {w, e}, {w, f}.{d, f},{e, [}}.

Define F; = {F € F: |FNnU| =i}, i = 2,3,...,6. Note that (F({w,d},U),F({e, f},U)),
(Fw, e}, U), F({v,d},U)), (F{w, f},U), F({v,e},U)) are three cross-intersecting pairs. By a

14



similar argument as in the proof of Claim 3.9, we obtain that

Fwarol+ iz non< (3 23) - (1557,
Fweb o)+ a0 < (3 25) - ("1 550):

Fge o+l < (25 - (" 557):

Moreover, by (BI1I) we have

o= (20 - (")

Thus,
n—>5 n—k—>5
(3.13) | Fa| = Z |]-‘(P,U)|§4((k2)—( Lo ))
PETA)(P)

Recall that {a,c} is a transversal of S,,(F) and {d, f} is a transversal of Sz.(F). We claim
that for any R € ([Z]_\g), at most one of RU {a,d,e}, RU{b,d,e} is in F. Indeed, otherwise if
RU{a,d,e},RU{b,d,e} € F then RU{d,e} € F(a,b) N F(a,b) but c ¢ RU {d, e}, contradicting
Claim Thus for any R € ([ZL\;’J), at most one of RU{a,d,e}, RU{b,d,e} is in F. Similarly,
at most one of RU {d,v,w}, RU{e,v,w} is in F. Tt follows that

Pl V) + IR0 < ()

F({d.v, w), U)] + | F({e.v,w},U)] < (Z B 2)

Consequently,

Fl= ¥ Fwo<s(; )

Be(y)

Therefore, by ([B.2]) we conclude that

|F| = |F2| + |Fs| + [Fa| + [ F5]
<o((i22) - (eE27) +s(ioa) s+ (05)
(G- (07 + (o) (s ()
2 160, k). -

In Proposition B8, we proved that if 7()(F) is non-trivial then |F| < |G(n, k)| for n > 4k and
k > 7. Let us prove that |F| < |G(n, k)| for k£ > 7 in the full range.

Proposition 3.10. If TG (F) is non-trivial, then |F| < |G(n, k)| forn > 2k +1 and k > 7.

Proof. By Proposition B8 we may assume that 2k < n < 4k. By Claim B3] let {a,b,c}, {d,e, f}

be the two transversals of F with {a,b,c} N{d,e, f} = {f} and let (v,w) = {a,b,c} \ {f}. Since

T 3)(F) is non-trivial, there exists T € T3)(F) such that f ¢ T. Clearly TN(v,w) # 0 # TN(d, e).
We distinguish two cases as above. However the computation is very much different for 2k <

n < 4k.

Case 1. T = {w,d, g} with g ¢ {v,w,d, e, f}.
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Let P = {{v,w,f},{d,e, f},{w,d,g}} € TE(F) and D = {v,w,de, f,g}. Then for any
Re (D) and S € (L) with RUS € F, we must have S € T (P). Recall that

TOP) = {{v,d} {w, d}, {w, e}, {w, f}.{d, f}.{f, 9}}.

Note that 7 (P) can be partitioned into three disjoint pairs: ({v,d}, {w, f}), {w,d},{f,g}) and
({w, e}, {d, f}). For any disjoint pair {A, A’} ¢ T (P), by (LIZ) we have

a(A,D)+a(A',D) <1,
Set B=D\ Aand B'=D\ A’. Using (L.12) again we infer
a(A, D)+ a(B,D) <1, a(A’,D) + a(B',D) < 1.
It follows that

[7(A, D) +|F (A", D) +|F(B, D)| + |F(B', D)|

n

— (a(A, D) + Oé(A’,D))(k B g) + (a(B, D) + a(B/’D))(Z _ i)

(Z > (1-a(4,D) - (4, ”(Z_g)HQO‘(A’D)O‘(A/’D))@—j)
(279 + (3%~ a-aan)—acaon (39 - (279)
<(:7)+ (70

For any P € (5)\ T®(P), F(P,D) = 0 implies

IN

3

??.

3

Feo)l+ o\ < (1 77).

For A € ( ) just use a(A4, D) + (D \ A, D) < 1. Eventually we obtain

A= r@onss () + (i25) + () -¢) (28 +3() (i 5)

Note that

n—1 n—=6 n—=6 n—=6 n—=6 n—=6 n—=6

(o) = Gon) ea(ims) w0 mg) w0 d) +a(ims) + (2 6)
Then by B.1)

n—1 n—=~6 n—=~6 n—=~6 n—=~6 n—=k n—k—1

_ > _ _

o) =) 2Gs) 2o - Gos) > G+ ()
and thereby |F| < |G(n, k).
Case 2. T = {w,d, e}.

Set P = {{v,w, f},{d,e, f},{w,d,e}} ¢ T®(F) and D = {v,w,d,e, f}. Then for any R €
([ZL\QD) and S € ([2)) with RUS € F, we have S € T (P). Recall that

TAP) = {{v.d} {v, e}, {w, d}, {w, e}, {w, £}, {d, f}. {e. f}}.
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Note that ({w,d},{e, f}), {w,e},{v,d}), ({w, f},{v,e}) are three disjoint pairs. For a disjoint
pair {4, A’} set B=D\ A and B’ = D\ A’. By a similar argument as in Case 1, we obtain
, p n—>5 n—>5
(A, D)+ [F(AL D)+ |FB, D) +|F(BD) <, o)+ {,_,)

For {d, f} just use a({d, f},D) + a(D \ {d, f}, D) < 1. This leads to

#1= @<y ) +o(p 20 +s(0 20+ (120):

QCD

Note that
(eoa) = o)+ o o) wo(Gg) + (o0 - (23)
Then by (B8]
(n—l) 1A > (n—5) B (n—S) - (n—kz) N (n—kz—l)
k—1 k—1 k—4 k-1 k—1
and |F| < |G(n, k)| follows. O
By Propositions 3.8 and B.I0, we conclude that Theorem [3.1] holds. O

4 Proofs of Propositions [1.8 and

In this section, we prove Propositions [[L8] [[.9 and some inequalities that are needed in the proof
of Theorem [.4
For the following lemma we need a simple inequality.

3\ 4
(4.1) (5) > 2d — 3 for d > 1.

Proof. The statement is easily checked for d = 1,2,3 and 4. For d4+ 1 > 5 we apply induction. As

3\ 3 /3\¢ 1
(§> 5<5) >2d73+§(2d—3)>2d—3+2:2(d+1)*3,

by the induction hypothesis and 2d — 3 > 4 (for d > 4), the proof of (@) is complete. O
Let us prove two analytic inequalities.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that n,b,a are positive integers, n > a+b. Then for b > a+1,
n n—a n—2a n—1 n—1 n—a—1
4.2 -2 2> — 1
w ()= )= () ez (o) Go) - (0 )+
with equality holding iff n =a+b ora=1. Forb>a+ 2,
n n—a n—2a n
4.3 -2 2>
= ()= ) (7)== ()
with equality holding iff n=a+b ora=1,b=3.

Proof. Let us prove [2) first. For n = a + b, using (a:le) = (aﬂ;*l) one sees that both sides of
[#2) are equal to (“Zb). In case of a = 1, by substituting a = 1 into (€2 and using

()20 ) ()= (22
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we infer that both sides are equal to (2:22) + 2.

From now on we assume n > a+b+ 1 and a > 2. We prove ([£2]) with strict inequality, that is,

() ()2 ()60 - ()

We distinguish two cases.
Case 1. b=a+ 1.
Rearranging ([@4)) yields

0 I O 1 ) R i I kel

By using (azl) = =g ("), ("_“) = n=ga ("_“_1) and ("_“_1) = M(n_“_l), it suffices to show

Y

a+1 \a a+1 a+1 a a+1 at+1 a
(4.5) n-Za—lfn) 2n—da—lfn—a=1) (n=2a)
a+1 a a+1 a a+1
Plugging in n = 2a + 2 yields (note that ("~ 3") = 0)

() z (") =@ e

Equivalently, (2a + 2)! > (a + 1)!(a + 3)!. This is true for a = 2. Therefore (2a + 4)(2a + 3) >
(a+2)(a+ 4) implies it for all a > 2 as well.

From now on we assume that n > 2a + 3 and for convenience set t = n — 2a — 1. There are two
subcases according the size of ¢.
Subcase 1.1 2 <t < a.

By (&5), it suffices to show that

1 j 2t+ 1
(4.6) H a+ +.t+12a+ t+ _
. t+1 t
1<i<a
In the case a =t = 2 we have % > % and the equality holds. In the case a = 3 we need
t+5)t+6)(t+T7) S 2(t + 2)
t+D)E+2)t+3) — t

which is easily verified for both ¢ = 2 and 3. For the case a > 4, 2 <t < a note that the RHS of

(@8) is maximal for ¢ = 2 when its value is af’. On the LHS, by t < a

a+1+t+13 S 20+ 1+t
t+1 - a—+t

.3
5
Thus (ZT) follows from (2)* > <5, By (&I) and a > 4, we infer

3\ a+5
e 2a — il
<2) >2a— 3> 5

and (€.4) holds.
Subcase 1.2t >a+1,ie. n > 3a+ 2.
For a = 2, the LHS of (£4) equals

(5)-2("57) (157 -2 s

The RHS of (£4) equals

(7Y (5 - ()~ s~
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Using n > a + b+ 1 > 6, we see that (£4)) holds. Now assume a > 3. Recall the formula

) -0 )= 2 (00)

Applying it twice we obtain

(i) 2(a0) ()= 2 () -(70)
1) ()0 )2 () -0)

Using only three of the terms for i = 2 and ¢ = 3 we infer that the sum in the bracket is at least

() Ry G G ) B G Y G (g

Since n > (¢ — 1)a implies ";fizﬁﬂ > =2 by (LI3) and n > 3a we infer

n—~¢ -1 -1 -1
(ail)Z n—a—4~{+2 > n—a > 2 =34
") n—{+1 n 3

3

Using (%)2 +2(3)" =22 > 1, it follows that 7)) is more than

n—1 _ n—a-—1 n n—1
a a a—1)’
implying (£4).

Case 2. b>a+2>4,n>b+a—+1.

We apply induction on n in which we assume that ([£.4) holds for the triples (n — 1,b,a) and
(n—1,b—1,a) to prove it for the triple (n,b,a).

Let §(x,y) be the Kronecker symbol,

5z.) 1, ifz=y;
T,y) =
Y 0, ifzx#uy.

The equality we want to prove is
n 9 n—a n n—2a +6( 1) > n—1 n n—1 n—a-—1
b b b e =41 b—1 b—1 )
By the induction hypothesis and b > a+2 we may use the instances (n—1,b,a) and (n—1,b—1,a):
n—1 n—1—a n—1-—2a n—2 n—2 n—a—2
-2 on—1 b) > -
(") ()= () sz () G20 - (5017)
n—1 n—1—a n—1-—2a n—2 n—2 n—a—2
- - —1)> — .
(bl) 2( b—1 )+( b—1 )+5(" Latb 1)_(a1)+(b2> ( b—2 )
Adding them we infer (n > a + b implies 6(n — 1,a+b—1) =0)

(4.8) (Z) —2(nba) + (nb%) +5(n—1,a+b)22(2f) + (Tblll) - ("ball).

Since n > a + b > 2a, we infer

n—2 n—a(n—1 2(n—a)n—1 n—1
2 >2—— > — > .
a—1 n—1\a—-1 n a—1 a—1
Thus ([@2) follows from ([EF]).
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Now we prove (@3] by a similar approach. For n = a + b, both sides of [@3]) equal (“Zb). For
a = 1, by substituting a = 1 into [@3)) we get (2:22) +2>n. Sinceb>a+2>3andn>a+b
imply (2:22) > n — 2, [@3) follows. From now on we assume n > a+ b+ 1, a > 2 and we prove
#3) with strict inequality. We distinguish two cases.
Case 1. b=a + 2.

Then (£3)) is equivalent to

n 2n—a n n — 2a PSS n
a+2 a+2 a+2 “\a/’
Note that n > a + b+ 1 > 2a + 3. For convenience set t = n — 2a — 2. There are two subcases
according the size of t.
Subcase 1.1 1<t<qa-—1.

Then by (";2'1) = (thQ) = 0, we need to show that

= (32 -(0)22(5)

Note that . 0+ 1)(a+2) .
(a) T m—a-1)(n—a) <a+2>'

After rearranging ([4.9) is equivalent to

I attti 2a+t+2)(a+t+1)

(4.10) t+i ~(att+2)(ati+)—(a+2)(at+1)

1<i<a+2

For a =2 and t = 1, we have 3X3%8XT = 7 > 5 = 22X and (@I0) holds. In case of a = 3 we

need

(t+4)(t+5)(t+6)(t+T7)(t+8) S 2(t+5)(t+4)

t+ D) +2)E+3)E+D(E+5) ~ (t+5)(t+4)—20°
which is easily verified for both ¢ = 1 and 2. Note that the RHS of (£I0) is maximal for ¢t = 1
when its value is @ + 3. On the LHS, by ¢t < a — 1 we infer for i <a+1

a+tn‘Lz>2a+1+t>§.
t+1 — a+14+t — 2

Thus (£I0) will follow from (%)GJr1 > a+ 3. By () and a > 4,

3 a+1
<§> >2(a+1)—3=2a—1>a+3.

Subcase 1.2t > a,i.e. n > 3a + 2.
Note that for a > 2

(5 () 2 207 (7))

By (LI3) and n > 3a + 2, we infer for £ <3

nfé) ¢ ¢ ¢

( n—a—{+1 n—a—2 2

a > > _— > — /=2, 3.

i (i) = () = (5) e

Using (%)2 +2 (%)3 = 28 > 1, we obtain that (II) is greater than (') and (#3) holds.
Case 2. b>a+3>5,n>b+a—+1.

We apply induction on n in which we assume that (4 holds for the triples (n — 1,b,a) and
(n—1,b—1,a) to prove it for the triple (n,b,a). The equality we want to prove is

(§)-4) (%) o= )
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By the induction hypothesis and b > a + 3 we may use the instances (n —1,b,a) and (n—1,b—

1,a):
n—1 n—1—a n—1-—2a n—1
_ — >
( 5 ) 2( b )—i—( b )+25(n 1,a+b)_( " ),
n—1 n—1—a n—1-—2a n—1
— — —1) >
<b_1) 2( L >+< o >+25(n La+b 1>_< - )

Since n > a + b+ 1 implies §(n — 1,a+ b — 1) = 0, adding them we infer

(4.12) (Z) —2(”;a) + (n_bm) +20(n—1,a+b) 22(";1).

Since n > a+b > 2a+ 2 and a > 2, we infer

1 1 2 2
") > CT2) 9412
a+1\a a+1 2
It follows that

(") 2t ()2 5 () = () ()= () 2

Thus ([@3) follows from (EI2]) with strict inequality. O

Let us restate Propositions [[.§ and as Propositions and 431

Proposition 4.2. Let A C ([Z]) and B C ([Z]) be cross-intersecting families, n > a+b, b > a > 1.
Suppose that A is non-trivial and B is non-empty. Then

(4.13) A+ |B| < <Z> - 2<”b“) + <” b2“) +2.

Moreover, for n > a+0b and a > 2, Ag, By are the only families achieving equality.

Proof. If B is non-trivial then ([{I3) follows from (LJ)). Consequently we may assume by symmetry
that 1 € B for all B € B. Consider the cross-intersecting families A(1) and B(1). They are both
non-empty. Indeed, A(1) # () because of NA = () and B(1) # 0 because of |B(1)| = |B|. Applying
(CII) and the obvious inequality |[A(1)] < ("Z]) we infer
A+ 18 = JA@] +am -+ o < (1) v (00 ) - (10
B “\a-—1 b—1 b—1 )’
By (E2) we conclude that ([@I3) holds with the equality holding if n =a+ b or a = 1. O

Proposition 4.3. Let A C ([Z]) and B C ([Z]) be cross-intersecting families, n > a+b, b > a+2 >
3. If A is non-trivial, then

(4.14) Al +|B| < (Z) - 2(” ) a) + (” ;2“) +o.

Moreover, for n > a+b and a > 2, Ay, By are the only families achieving equality.

Proof. If B is non-empty, then (£I4]) follows from (£I3). If B is empty, then

n
AL+ 18 = 4= (7).
By (&3]) we obtain (£I4) with the equality holding iff n =a+bora=1,b=3. O

Corollary 4.4. For k>5 andn > 2k +1,
n—4 n—k—2 n — 2k n—>5 n—k—3 n—>5
(4.15) (k1)_2( k-1 >+(k1)>(k2)_( k-2 )+(k4>
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Proof. Applying ([@2) for (n — 4,k — 1,k — 2), we obtain that

n—4 _9 n—k—2 n n — 2k S n—>95 n n—>5\ (n—k-3 _
k—1 k—1 k—1/)~\k-3 k—2 k—2 '
Since k —4 <k —3<n—>5and (n—>5)>2(k— 3), we infer
n—>5\ (n-=5\_ n-2k+2/n-5 Z3(n75)>1'
k—3 k—4 k—3 k—4 k—3
That is, (7—3) > (4=3) + 1 and ([@IF) follows. O

Lemma 4.5. Forn >2k, k>5and2<qg<k-—1,

n—q—1 n—k—1 n—2k+qg—1 n—q-—1 n—k—q-—1
4.1 -2 2 - .
( 6)( k-1 ) ( k-1 )*( k-1 L G T k—q
Proof. For 3 < ¢ < k — 1, by applying (£3) to the triple (n — ¢ — 1,k — 1,k — ¢) and noting
n—qg—1>(k—1)+ (k- q), we obtain

n—q—1 n—k—1 n—2k+qg—1 n—q-—1
-2 2
( k-1 ) ( k-1 )+( ko1 LR
and (£I6) follows.

Now we assume that ¢ = 2 and ([{I0]) is equivalent to
n—3 n—Fk—1 n—2k+1 n—3 n—Fk—3
4.17 -2 2> — .

bet 3 k-1 2k+1
n— n—K— n—2k+
rm = (3 21) —2(" ) ()

We distinguish two cases.
Case 1. n > 3k.
Note that for £ > 5

h(n,k)K;Q((nkfgi) - <n:_;1>>

= () - () (0 - (i) - G - ()

Since n > (¢ + 2)k/2 implies Z:’;:g > 2=k by ([IF) we infer

EE (2 (2 o

Thus, for n > 3k and k > 5 we have
2 /2\? n—3 n—k—1 n—=6 n—k—4
> (= Z _ _
on= (3 (3)) (G20 - (52 ))+ (29 - ()
S n—3 _ n—k—1 n n—=~6 _ n—k—4
k—2 k—2 k—2 k—2 '

Using (Z:g) > (";f;l) and ("2554) < (";f;?’), we conclude that

o= (00) - () () - () - () - ()

and (@I7) holds.
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Case 2. 2k<n<3k-—1.
To prove (@I7), it suffices to show that

o)) =G-8

Since (Z:g) = %(z:f) and (”;f;g) = % (”;ﬁ;l), the equality is equivalent to

n—2k (n-3 o (9 (k—1)(n —2k) n—k—1

n—k—1\k—-1) — m—k—-1)n—-k-2) k-1 )
Let t = n—2k. Then 1 <t < k — 1. Substituting ¢t = n — 2k and expanding the binomial
coeflicients, we get the equivalent version

t 1 Lrith=2_, (k—1)t .
thk—1 A5 ot (t+k—1)(t+k—2)
By moving the first term tt_’frfl in front of the [], it changes to:
t t+i+k—2 k—1)t
(4.18) — 11 R LA Y (k—1) .
t+12§i§k71 t+i t+k—1)(t+k—2)
Note that 2 < i < k-3 and t < k — 1 imply % > g”;—:g = % Moreover, t% > % and

t+2k—4 t+2k—3 > 3k—5 3k—4
t+k—2 t+k—1 — 2k—32k—2"

Consequently for k£ > 5

t t+2k74t+2k73>1 3k—5 3k74> 10x11 55
t+1t+k—2 t+k—1 —2 2k—3 2k—2 " 2x7x8 56

It follows that the LHS of (@.IJ) is greater than 22 (%)k_4. On the other hand, the RHS of (I8

is less than 2. For k& > 6 we have

55 (3\"* _ 55 (3\% 495

202) =2(2) =259

56 \ 2 56 \ 2 224
Thus ([I]) holds for k > 6. For k = 5 and 1 < t < 4, one can check directly that (£IJ) holds.
Thus the lemma is proven. [l

5 The proof of Theorem 1.4

In this section we use the method of shifting ad extremis, introduced in Section 2 to obtain the exact
value of f(n,k,3) for n > 2k and k > 7. Before that let us prove the following two inequalities.

Lemma 5.1. Forn > 2k > 6,
(5.1) g(n,k,3) < |G(n, k).

Proof. Note that

g(n, k,3) = (Z_D _ (”;kf) —(k+1)(";k;2) T k41

By (4] we have
B e (e ) L e
e (7)) (55 - (00
1§§_2(<n;k;2)—1—(”_:_22_i))>0. O
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Lemma 5.2. Forn > 2k > 6,

(5.2) |g(n,k>|>3<<z_;l) - <nk522)+1) +4<Z_§) + (Z_j)

Proof. Let R = (5,6,...,k+2). Consider the following construction.

fue{pompe (BNl e (): g 25)
U{Fe <[2}§”]) CFA4] = (1,2) or (1,3) or (1,4), FﬂR#@}.

It is easy to check that Fg is intersecting, initial and 7(F) = 3. Moreover,

n—4 n—Fk—2 n—4 n—4
= — 1 4 .
ra=s((i22) - (0 5) ) G e) + (50)
Then by (.1 we conclude that
[Frl < g(n,k,3) <|G(n, k)|. O

Now we are in a position to prove our main theorem:.

Proof of Theorem [1.7} Assume that F C ([Z]) is an intersecting family, n > 2k, 7(F) > 3 and |F|
is maximal. Without loss of generality, assume further that F is shifted ad extremis with respect
to 7(F) > 3 and let H be the corresponding shift-resistant graph. If F is initial, then by (G.I)
|F| < g(n,k,3) < |G(n, k)| and we are done. Thus we may assume H = (.

By Theorem Bl we assume that 7 ) (F) is a star. Without loss of generality, suppose that
all T € TG)(F) contain a. Let A = F(a), B = F(a) and set V = [n]\ {a}. By Lemma 232 A, B
are shifted ad extremis with respect to 7(B) > 2 and HN (‘2/) is the corresponding shift-resistant
graph. Define the 2-cover graph H as

H= {(i,j) € (Z) :B(i,j) = (b}.

By Claim 35 HN (‘2/) is non—empty.A Since HN (‘2/) is a subgrAaph of ]ﬁ, H is non-empty as well.
Now by Proposition 2.8 either H contains a triangle or H is a complete bipartite graph on
partite sets X and Y where X UY is the set of the first | X| + |Y]| elements in V, 2 < |X| < k,
2< Y| <k
We deal with the two cases separately.

Proposition 5.3. If]ﬁ contains a triangle, n > 2k + 1 and k > 5, then
[Fl = |Al+[B| < |G(n, k).
Moreover, the equality holds iff F = G(n, k) up to isomorphism.

Proof. Let (u,v,w) C V be a triangle in H with u + v 4+ w minimal. By the definition of ]ﬁ, we
know that
B(u,v) = B(u,w) = B(v,w) = 0.

Since A, B are saturated cross-intersecting with respect to A, (u,v), (v,w), (u,w) are full in A.

Claim 5.4. For every z € {u,v,w} there is A, € A satisfying

(5.3) Ay N {u,v,w} = {z}.
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Proof. Suppose that (B3] fails for x. Since {u,v,w} \ {z} is a cover of B, 7(F) > 2 implies that
An{u,v,w} =0 for some A € A.

We claim that {z,2} is shiftable for every z € A. If {z,a} is a shift-resistant pair, then
B(z,z) = 0. Since (A, B) forms a saturated pair, it follows that A(z,z) is full. Then there are
many A, € A satisfying (53). Thus {z,z} must be shiftable.

Should z <  hold, S,4(A) = A and the fullness of each edge of {u, v, w} imply that ({u,v,w}\
{z}) U {z} is also a triangle. This contradicts the minimality of v 4+ v + w. Thus z > x for every
z € A.

Now fix z € A. As {z,z} is shiftable, S,.(A) = (A\ {z}) U {z} is in A and satisfies (B3)),
concluding the proof. |

Recall that (u,v), (v, w), (u, w) are full in A. By the cross-intersecting property |BN{u, v, w}| >
2 for all B € B. For notational convenience, set

B: = B({u,v,w}\ {a}, {u,v,w}) C (V \ {u,v,w}>

k—2

and
A, = A({x}, {u,v,w}) C (V \k{u,g,w})’ x € {u,v,w}.

Note that A,, Bz are cross-intersecting. Since B is non-trivial, Bz is non-empty. By (B3) A, is
also non-empty. Thus by (LI]) we have

n—4 n—k—2
(5.4) |Az|+|6x|§<k_2)< k_9 )+1.

Set
Ag={A e A: |[ANn {u,v,w}| > 2}.

By fullness, we have

(5.5) |A0|3<Z_§) + <Z_i)
If A({u,v,w}) = 0, then

- n—4
(5:5) Ao D] + 18w v wb) = B < ()
Adding (&.3), (58) and (E4) for £ = u, v, w, we obtain that

||+ [B] = | Aol + [A({w, v, wh)| + 1B{u,v,wh)[ + D ([As] +[Bzl)

ze{u,v,w}
n—4 n—4 n—4 n—k—2
<1 e+ () +o () - (5 +)
"2 16 (n, k)

and we are done. Thus in the rest of the proof we may assume that A({u,v,w}) # 0.

Claim 5.5. If A({u,v,w}) # 0, then
60 A ep+ e < (32 2" 5T+ (1)

Moreover, the equality holds iff B({u,v,w}) = () and there exist disjoint sets S,T € (V\gﬁg’w})

such that By U By U By = {S,T} and A({u,v,w}) = {E € (YM“9")): ENS £0,ENT # 0}.
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Proof. We distinguish two cases.
Case 1. A({u,v,w}) is non-trivial.

If B({u,v,w}) = () then let B* = Bz UB;UBg. The non-triviality of B implies the non-triviality
of B* and thereby |B*| > 2. By (L8]), we obtain that

At el () 275 < (G0

Moreover, the equality holds iff there exist disjoint sets S,T € (V\{k“;g’“’}) such that B* = {S,T}
and A({u,v,w}) = {E € ("M} ENS £ 0,ENT # 0}.
If B({u,v,w}) # 0 then let

Bt = {DE (V\;ﬁg’w}>:EBGB({u,v,w}), BCD} and B=B*UB™.

Clearly |[BT| > n —4 — (k — 3). We claim that |B| > |B({u,v,w})| + 2. For n > 2k + 1, we have
n—4 — (k—3) > k. Consequently for |B({u,v,w})| <k — 2, we have

|l§| > Bt >k > [B({u,v,w})| + 2.

From now on assume |B({u,v,w})| > k — 1. By Sperner’s argument [16],

(k 3)

B4 2 B({u, v, wh)|

Set t = |B({u,v,w})|. Since n —4 — (k — 3) > k, it is sufficient to show

tk
7352 >t + 2 or equivalently 2t > 2(k — 2),

which follows from ¢ > k —1 > k — 2. Thus |B| > |B({u, v, w})|+2 > 3.
Note that A({u,v,w}) and B are cross-intersecting and both non-trivial. By (L8) and |B| > 3,
we obtain

[Aw, v, wh)] + [B({u, v, w})] < [A({u, v, w})] +[B| - (Z_;l>2<nkfl2>+<r;_21k>_

Case 2. A({u,v,w}) is a star.
Let z € NA({u,v,w}). Clearly, |B({u,v,w,z})| < (}75). If B({u,v,w},z) # 0, then by (LII)

we have AT o) 5 Bl o) < (k _ ;) (n = 5};(;: ~ 3)) +1.

It follows that
|A({u, v, w})| + |B{u, v, w})| = [A({u,v,w}, 2)| + [B({u, v, w}, 2)| + |B({u, v, w, 2})]
<) () e )
<(05)- (000
o) ()G
It B({u,v,w},z) = 0, then |B({u,v,w})| = [B({u,v,w,z})| < (22%). Since B is non-trivial,

we may choose B, € B such that z ¢ B,. By the cross-intersecting property, A N B, # § for all
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A € A({u,v,w}). Note that |B. N {u,v,w}| > 2. Thus,

[A{w, v, wh) + [B{{u, v,w})| = [A({u, v, w}, 2)| + [B({u, v, w, 2})]|
(- )
<(i22)-("e57)+ (20
S
Adding (58), B4) for x = u,v,w and (B7), we arrive at

A+ Bl = Aol + D= (] + [Bsl) + [A{w, v, wh)| + [B({u, v, w})]

ss(z_§>+(’;_j>+3<’;_;*>3<”kf22>+3
() 6

() ) ()
(o) - (el ) -G+ () (0 57)

The equality holds iff equalities hold in (5.7]) and (5.4)) for z = u, v, w. By Claim[B.5 B({u, v, w}) =
() and there exist disjoint sets S, T € (V\{“ e “’}) such that B;UB;UBg = {S, T} and A({u, v, w}) =

{F € (V\%“_z w}) :ENS#0,ENT # (0}. By Theorem [L10 and | B U By U By | = 2, we infer that
|Bz| = |Bs| = |Bw| = 1. Without loss of generality, assume that

B={SU{u,v}, SU{u,w}, TU{v,w}}.

Then
A{AE <k‘:1):AﬁB#®foraﬂB€B}.

Thus the proposition is proven. O

Proposition 5.6. Suppose that n > 2k and k > 5. If]ﬁ 1s a complete bipartite graph on partite
sets X andY where X UY consists of the first | X|+|Y| elements in V, 2 < |X| <k, 2 <|Y| <k,
then

[l = Al + [B] < |G(n, k)|

Proof. Assume that X = {x1,...,2p}, Y = {v1,...,y.} and {z1,...,2p,¥1,...,Yq} is the set of
first p + ¢ elements in V. Define

AO{AE (k‘j1>:AmX¢®,AmY7é(b}.

By Claim [2.9] we know that for any B € B either X C B or Y C B. By saturatedness, we have

oo i () () () )

Claim 5.7. p+q > k+2.
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Proof. Suppose for contradiction that p 4+ ¢ < k+ 1. Let K be the set of first £ + 1 elements in
V. We first show that (Ik() C B. Since B is shifted on V'\ X and V' \ Y, it is sufficient to show
that K\ {z1} and K \ {y1} are in B, where 21 (y1) is the smallest element of X (Y'), respectively.
By symmetry consider x;. By non-triviality of B, there exists B € B with z; ¢ B. This implies
BNY =Y. Now B\Y € ({\V). Set By = K\{a1}. By Y C XUY C K, Y C By, we infer
that By \'Y € ({\V) and By \ Y < B\Y. By shiftedness on V'\ Y, By € B. Combining with
K\ {1} € B, (§) C B follows.

Recall that HN (Y) # 0. Let (4,5) € HN (}). By Claim B35, we know that S;;(B) is a star.
Since HN (‘2/) is a subgraph of ]ﬁ, (i,4) € H. It follows that (1,7) isin X x Y, ie., either ¢ € X
je€YorieY,je X. Inanycase, i< jandi,j € XUY C K. Consequently K\ {j} and K\ {i}
are in B. Thus K \ {7,7} € B(i) N B(j), contradicting the fact that S;;(B) is a star. O

Claim 5.8. If p < k — 1 then B(X) is non-trivial. If ¢ < k — 1 then B(Y’) is non-trivial.

Proof. Suppose the contrary and let z € B for all B € B(X). Note that z ¢ Y. Indeed the opposite
would mean z € B for all B € B, i.e., N\B # (), contradiction.

Thus z ¢ Y. Consequently {z,y} is a transversal of B for all y € Y. That is, (X U{z}) x Y
should be the 2-cover graph ]ﬁ, contradiction. [l

Now we distinguish two cases.
Case 1. p,g <k —1.

Consider A(X) C (Zi)f) and B(X) C (‘gyg) Using p,q < k — 1, Claim 57 implies p,q > 3.
By Claim (5.8 both B(X) and B(Y) are non-trivial. Note that B(X) is (k — p)-uniform, A(X) is
(k — 1)-uniform. Since (k—1)> (k—p)+2andn—p—1> (k—1)+ (k —p), by Proposition [[.9]
we infer

o n—p—1 n—kF—1 n—2k+p—1
(5.9) |A(X)|+|B(X)|§( R )—2( b1 )-i-( E_1 )+23
Similarly, we have

(5.10) |A<Y>|+|B(Y>|S< Lo >2< I )*( k-1 >+2'

By adding (5.8)), (5.9) and (EI0), we arrive at
Al +1B] < [Ao| + [AX)] + [B(X)| + [AXY)] + [B(Y)]

n—1 n—p—q—1 n—k—1 n—2k+p—1 n—2k+q—1
< _ .
—<k—1)+< ko1 > 4< ko1 )7 ko1 * ko1 4

Let p+ ¢ = x and define

_(n—1 n—x—1 n—k—1 n—2k+p-—1 n—2k+zxz—p-—1
s = (o)« () () () () e
Since

@—D (- 1)(z (ﬂzz.l.).!(zun _ele- 1)({2._.(150)!“2) B <£f1>,

we see (j:ll) < (lfl) for x > £ — 2. It follows that 2(”5) < (mzl) + (”He'l). Hence 2f(x,p) < f(z,p+
1)+ f(z,p—1) for fixed x and z—k+1 < p < k—1. By symmetry we have f(z,k—1) = f(z,z—k+1).
Therefore,

f($7p> < max{f(z,k - 1),f(:C,SC —k+ 1>} = f(ka - 1)

Note also that 2f(x,p) < f(x—1,p)+ f(x+1,p) for fixed pand k+1 < k+2 <z =p+q < 2k-2,
we deduce that
f(z,p) <max{f(k+1,k—1), f(2k -2,k —1)}.
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Note that
n—1 n—k—2 n—k—1 n—k—2 n—2k+1

1.k—1) = —4 4
sk =)+ () () () ()
n—1 n n—k—2 B n—k—1 B n—=k n n—k—1
k—1 k—1 k—1 k—1 k—2
9 n—k—1 n n — 2k n n — 2k n n—k—2 4

k-1 k-1 k—2 k-1

— 1G(n, )] + (72_2;) t1- (” ;kj) < G(n, k)

(o)~ () o) w57 e

ey R e I e B G Y
() () ()

= (G(n, k)| + (”,522’{) +1- (”;kf) < 1G(n, k).

Thus we conclude that [A| + |B| < |G(n, k).
Case 2. p=k.

and

F(2k—2,k—1)

Then X € B and the intersection property of B implies that ¢ < k — 1. Since A, B are cross-
intersecting, we infer A(X) = (). It follows that

(5.11) JAT)| + [B(X)| = 1.
Claim 5.9.
ez () () (R ) e

Proof. Since 2 < ¢ < k — 1, by Claim (5.8 we see that B(Y) is non-trivial. Note that B(Y) is
(k — q)-uniform and A(Y) is (k — 1)-uniform. If A(Y) # 0, then by (L3)

Ao < () 2 () (T e

Moreover, the equality holds iff B(Y) consists of two disjoint sets S,T € (qu/) Then B =

{X,SUY,TUY}. By the intersection property of B, there exist z; € SNX and z; € TN X. But
then {z;,z,} is a 2-cover of B, contradicting H = X x Y. Thus the inequality is strict and E12)
holds.

If A(YY) = 0, since B is intersecting, then

om0

ED n—qg—1 n—k—1 n—2k+q—1
-2 2. O
= (kl) (k1)+( k-1 )+
By adding (5.8)) with p = k, (511)) and (5I2]), we arrive at

A + |B| < [Aol + [AX)| + [BX)| + JAX)| + |B(Y)]
o (30 I A ) B A B (R
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Let
_(n-—1 n—k—q—-1\ _(n—-k-1 n—2k+qg—1
o= () () () () e
Note that 2f(q) < f(g+1)+ f(g—1) for 2 < ¢ < k—1. We infer |A|+|B| < max{f(2), f(k—1)}.
Let us show that for k£ > 4, f(2) < |G(n, k)|

=) () () () e
G- () -G -0 ) () - ()
() (25)
s () () - () () - (5
g+ (3= ("5 <wem

Let us show next f(k — 1) = |G(n, k).
0= (G0) () ()
() G- )G ) )
(157
oot () - () () - (8)
“gmni+ (") - () (M) — s

Thus we obtain that |A| 4+ |B| < |G(n, k)| and the proposition is proven. O
Combining Propositions [5.3] and [5.6] we conclude that the theorem holds.

Acknowledgement: The first author’s research was partially supported by the National Research,
Development and Innovation Office NKFIH, grant K132696.

References

[1] S. Chiba, M. Furuya, R. Matsubara, M. Takatou, Covers in 4-uniform intersecting families
with covering number three, Tokyo Journal of Mathematics (1) 35 (2012), 241-251.

[2] P. Erdés, C. Ko, R. Rado, Intersection theorems for systems of finite sets, Quart. J. Math.
Oxford Ser. 12 (1961), 313-320.

[3] P. Erd6s, L. Lovédsz, Problems and results on 3-chromatic hypergraphs and some related
questions, in “Infinite and Finite Sets,” Proc. Colloquium Math. Society Janos Bolyai, Vol.
10, (A. Hajnal et al., Eds.), pp. 609-627, North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1975.

[4] P. Frankl, On intersecting families of finite sets, Bull. Austral. Math. Soc. 21 (3) (1980),
363-372.

[5] P. Frankl, The shifting technique in extremal set theory, Surveys in Combinatorics 123 (1987),
81-110.

30



[6] P. Frankl, Erdds-Ko-Rado theorem for a restricted universe, Electron. J. Combin. (2) 2020:
#18.

[7] P. Frankl, On the maximum of the sum of the sizes of non-trivial cross-intersecting families,
Combinatorica 44 (2024), 15-35.

[8] P. Frankl, K. Ota, N. Tokushige, Uniform intersecting families with covering number four, J.
Comb. Theory, Ser. A 71 (1) (1995), 127-145.

[9] P. Frankl, K. Ota, N. Tokushige, Covers in uniform intersecting families and a counterexample
to a conjecture of Lovész, J. Comb. Theory, Ser. A 74(1) (1996), 33—42.

[10] P. Frankl, N. Tokushige, Some best possible inequalities concerning cross-intersecting families,
J. Comb. Theory, Ser. A 61 (1992), 87-97.

[11] P. Frankl, J. Wang, A product version of the Hilton-Milner Theorem, J. Comb. Theory, Ser.
A 200 (2023), 105791.

[12] M. Furuya, M. Takatou, Covers in 5-uniform intersecting families with covering number three,
Australas. J Comb. 55 (2013), 249-262.

[13] A.J.W. Hilton, E.C. Milner, Some intersection theorems for systems of finite sets, Q. J. Math.
18 (1967), 369-384.

[14] A. Kupavskii, Structure and properties of large intersecting families, larXiv:1810.00920, 2018.
[15] L. Lovész, On minimax theorems of combinatorics, Math. Lapok 26 (1975), 209-264.

[16] E. Sperner, Ein Satz iiber Untermengen einer endlichen Menge, Math. Zeitschrift 27 (1928),
544-548.

31


http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.00920

	Introduction
	Shifting ad extremis and 2-cover graphs
	The case that T(3)(F) is non-trivial
	Proofs of Propositions 1.8 and 1.9
	The proof of Theorem 1.4

