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AN ALGORITHMIC VERSION OF THE HAJNAL–SZEMERÉDI THEOREM

LUYINING GAN, JIE HAN, AND JIE HU

Abstract. A Kr-factor of a graph G is a collection of vertex disjoint r-cliques covering V (G). We

prove the following algorithmic version of the classical Hajnal–Szemerédi Theorem in graph theory,

when r is considered as a constant. Given r, c, n ∈ N such that n ∈ rN, let G be an n-vertex

graph with minimum degree at least (1− 1/r)n− c. Then there is an algorithm with running time

2c
O(1)

nO(1) that outputs either a Kr-factor of G or a certificate showing that none exists, namely,

this problem is fixed-parameter tractable in c. On the other hand, it is known that if c = nε for

fixed ε ∈ (0, 1), the problem is NP-C.

We indeed establish characterization theorems for this problem, showing that the existence of a

Kr-factor is equivalent to the existence of certain class of Kr-tilings of size o(n), whose existence

can be searched by the color-coding technique developed by Alon–Yuster–Zwick.

1. Introduction

In this paper we concern about the decision/search problem for the existence of certain subgraphs.

We are interested in the target subgraphs whose order growing with the order of the host graph,

as otherwise brute force search is enough. The most prominent example is the perfect matching

problem, famously shown by Edmonds Blossom Algorithm [6] to be polynomial-time solvable.

However, Hell and Kirkpatrick [15] showed that this is a rare example for spanning subgraphs –

they showed that the decision problem for essentially all other spanning subgraphs in general graphs

is NP-complete1. Therefore, it is natural to consider the restriction of the problem to certain class

of host graphs so that the problem is tractable.

A classical line of research in extremal graph theory concerns about the smallest minimum degree

condition or edge density condition that forces the existence of certain subgraphs. This has been

a rich and active area of research since Dirac’s theorem on Hamiltonian cycles [5] proved in 1952.

The decision problem restricts to this class of graphs (with large minimum degree) is trivial but

the search problem is a nice and challenging problem.

Recently, Fomin, Golovach, Sagunov, and Simonov [8] started an interesting line of research at

the intersection of complexity theory and graph theory. In particular, a classical theorem of Dirac [5]

back to 1952 says that every n-vertex 2-connected graph G with minimum degree δ(G) ≥ 2 contains

a cycle of length at least min{2δ(G), n}. The authors of [8] proved an algorithmic extension of this

result by showing that given c ∈ N, there is an FPT algorithm parameterized in c that determines

Date: July 10, 2024.
1To be more precise, they showed that the F -factor problem is NP-complete if F has a component on at least

three vertices.
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whether such G contains a cycle of length min{2δ(G) + c, n}, that is, the running time of the

algorithm is 2O(c)nO(1) 2. A similar result on the Dirac’s theorem on Hamiltonicity is obtained

earlier by Jansen, Kozma, and Nederlof [16]. In view of these results, a general question can be

stated as follows.

Question 1. Given k > 0 and a graph theory theorem which says that every graph G with δ(G) ≥ δ

satisfies an (increasing) property P. How difficult is it to decide whether a graph G with δ(G) ≥ δ−k

has property P, namely, G ∈ P?

Although the minimum degree condition is probably the most studied parameter, it is clear that

one could replace it in the question above by average degree, maximum degree or other graph

parameters.

In this paper we take a further step towards Question 1 by studying an algorithmic extension

of the celebrated Hajnal–Szemerédi Theorem. To state the theorem we first need some definitions.

Given two graphs F and G, an F -tiling in G is a collection of vertex-disjoint copies of F in G. The

number of copies of F is called the size of the F -tiling. An F -tiling is called perfect if it covers all

the vertices of G. Perfect F -tilings are also referred to as F -factors.

The following theorem of Hajnal and Szemerédi back to 1970 determines the sharp minimum

degree condition to guarantee a Kr-factor in a graph.

Theorem 1.1. [13, Hajnal–Szemerédi] Every graph G whose order n is divisible by r and whose

minimum degree satisfies δ(G) ≥ (1− 1/r)n contains a Kr-factor.

An equitable k-coloring of a graph G is a proper k-coloring, in which any two color classes differ in

size by at most one. By considering the complement graph Theorem 1.1 gives that every graph with

maximum degree at most ∆ has an equitable (∆ + 1)-coloring. Indeed, Kierstead and Kostochka

[18] gave a simpler proof of Theorem 1.1 by proving the equitable coloring version.

Following Question 1, an algorithmic extension of Theorem 1.1 could be the following.

Problem 1.2. Given r, c, n ∈ N with n ∈ rN and a graph G with δ(G) ≥ (1− 1
r )n− c, how difficult

is it to decide whether G has a Kr-factor?

Our main result resolves this problem when r is considered as a constant3.

Theorem 1.3. Given r, c, n ∈ N with n ∈ rN and a graph G with δ(G) ≥ (1 − 1
r )n − c, there

is an algorithm with running time nO(1)2O(cr
r+4

) that decides whether G has a Kr-factor, that is,

the problem is FPT parameterized in c. Moreover, the algorithm either returns a Kr-factor or a

certificate showing that none exists.

By considering the complement graph, we have the equitable coloring version of Theorem 1.3.

2In general, a decision problem with parameter c is in FPT parameterized in c if it is solvable in time f(c) · nO(1)

for some computable function f .
3Therefore, throughout this paper, when we use the big-O notation, the implicit constant depends only on r, not

c or n.
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Corollary 1.4. Given r, c, n ∈ N with n ∈ rN and a graph G with ∆(G) ≤ ∆ + c, there is an

algorithm with running time nO(1)2O(cr
r+4

) that decides whether G has an equitable (∆+1)-coloring,

that is, the problem is FPT parameterized in c. Moreover, the algorithm either returns an equitable

(∆ + 1)-coloring or a certificate showing that none exists.

For the sharpness of the degree condition in Theorem 1.3, when c = 0, Theorem 1.1 says that

such G must contain a Kr-factor and thus the decision problem is trivially in P. Then Kierstead,

Kostochka, Mydlarz and Szemerédi [19] gave a version of Theorem 1.1 which yields a polynomial-

time algorithm that produces a Kr-factor. Kühn and Osthus [21] showed that if c = ω(n), then

the decision problem of such G containing a Kr-factor is NP-C, by reducing the problem to the

Kr-factor problem in general graphs (with no minimum degree assumption). We remark that this

can be extended to that c is any polynomial function of n by the same proof.

Proposition 1.5. [21, Kühn–Osthus] Let r, n ≥ 3 be integers and ε ∈ (0, 1). Let G be an n-vertex

graph with δ(G) ≥ (1− 1
r )n− nε. Then the decision problem for Kr-factor in G is NP-C.

Therefore, Theorem 1.3 bridges between this small gap and shows that the problem is FPT

parameterized in c (in particular, the problem is in P when c = poly(log n)).

1.1. Related work. Fomin, Golovach, Sagunov, and Simonov [8] obtained a collection of results

on existence of long cycles in 2-connected graphs with minimum degree assumptions or its slight

weakening, including the algorithmic extension of Dirac’s Theorem mentioned earlier. In a followup

paper, they also showed such an algorithmic extension of Erdős–Gallai Theorem, resolving an open

problem. That is, they showed that for c ∈ N, the decision problem for whether the circumference

of a graph G is at least d(G) + c is FPT parameterized in c, where d(G) is the average degree of G.

See also [9, 10, 7] for further results.

Regarding Hamiltonicity, Dahlhaus, Hajnal, and Karpiński [4] showed that it is NP-C to decide

whether an n-vertex graph G with δ(G) ≥ (1/2 − ε)n contains a Hamilton cycle. For graphs G

with δ(G) ≥ n/2 − c, Jansen, Kozma, and Nederlof [16] in 2019 gave an algorithm that runs in

time kcnO(1) for some constant k which decides if G contains a Hamilton cycle.

Another contribution to Question 1 is done by Han and Keevash [14], who studied Question 1

for minimum (k−1)-degree assumption forcing matchings of certain size in k-uniform hypergraphs.

More precisely, they showed that for c ∈ N, the decision problem for whether a k-uniform hyper-

graph H containing a matching of size δ + c is FPT parameterized in c, where δ is the minimum

(k − 1)-degree of H.

On the other hand, there is an example showing that Question 1 does not always enjoy an

FPT transition from P to NP-C (assuming P 6=NP). Indeed, a k-uniform tight cycle is a k-uniform

hypergraph whose vertices can be cyclically ordered such that the edges are precisely the sets of

consecutive k vertices. For k = 3, it is proved by Rödl, Ruciński, Szemerédi [23] that for large

enough n, every 3-uniform hypergraph with minimum 2-degree ⌊n/2⌋ contains a tight Hamilton

cycle; in contrast, Garbe and Mycroft [12] showed that there exists a constant C > 0, such that it
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is NP-hard to decide whether a 3-graph with minimum 2-degree n/2−C contains a tight Hamilton

cycle.

1.2. Proof ideas. Our proof uses a number of tools. For parameterized algorithms, we use the

color-coding technique from Alon, Yuster and Zwick [2] for searching small Kr-tilings and the

perfect hash functions from Fredman, Kolmós, and Szemerédi [11]. To illustrate our proof strategy

we first state the following result, which clearly implies Theorem 1.3.

Lemma 1.6. Let G be an n-vertex graph G with δ(G) ≥ (1−1/r)n−c. Then in time nO(1)2O(cr
r+4

)

one can find a family F of Kr-tilings each of size O(cr
r+2

) defined on V (G) such that G has a Kr-

factor if and only if there is F ∈ F such that F ⊆ G. Moreover, the existence of such F in G can

be checked in time nO(1)2O(cr
r+4

), and the algorithm outputs a Kr-factor if one exists.

Indeed, we shall show that one can take F as a certain family of Kr-tilings of size O(cr
r+2

), which

can be searched by the color-coding method. Then an immediate question will be how to make it

a necessary condition. This is answered by our Lemma 1.7. Roughly speaking, it says that given

such a rigid structure, one can conclude that if G has a Kr-factor, then it has a small Kr-tiling of

similar property.

Lemma 1.7 (Slack Lemma). Let r ≥ r′ ≥ 2, I ⊆ [r′]. Let t1, t2, . . . , tr′ be r′ integers such that
∑r′

i=1 ti = 0 and
∑

i∈I |ti| > 4r − 3. Let G be an n-vertex graph and (V1, V2, . . . , Vr′) be a partition

of V (G) with |Vi| = n/r + ti for each i ∈ [r′ − 1] and |Vr′ | = (r − r′ + 1)n/r + tr′. Suppose

that G contains a Kr-factor K. Denote tI =
∑

i∈I |ti|. Then we can find a subset K ′ ⊆ K of

size at most (3tI)
r such that there exists x ∈ N with |Vi ∩ V (K ′)| = x + ti, i ∈ [r′ − 1] ∩ I and

|Vr′ ∩ V (K ′)| = (r − r′ + 1)x+ tr′ if r
′ ∈ I. In particular, G−K ′ still contains a Kr-factor.

Lemma 1.7 is proved by some careful analysis together with the pigeonhole principle. In our

proof, when we are given such a partition of V (G), we always try to make the parts balanced, that

is, the ideal partition should have part sizes with ratio 1 : · · · : 1 : (r − r′ + 1). Then Lemma 1.7

says that G has a Kr-factor only if it has a small Kr-tiling K ′ that eliminates the discrepancy of

coordinates in I (if I = [r′], then it makes all parts balanced).

In our proof, we shall build such a vertex partition so that tI = tI(c) = O(cr
r+2

) and show that

for almost all cases, this existence of K ′ is also a sufficient condition for the existence of Kr-factor;

in some rare cases, a slightly more complicated condition works.

Now let us elaborate more on our proof of sufficiency. First, it is easy to see that an n-vertex

graph with an independent set of size n/r+1 does not have a Kr-factor. This simple construction

serves as the extremal construction for Theorem 1.1. A popular proof strategy in extremal graph

theory aiming for exact result is the stability method, which exploits the structural information of

the host graph. Tailored to our problem, we indeed show that in Theorem 1.3 if a graph G is far

from the extremal construction, namely, G does not contain a sparse set of size n/r, then G must

contain a Kr-factor. The proof follows the stability method and the absorbing method.
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For the remaining case (G has at least one sparse n/r-set), it is crucial to know how many vertex-

disjoint sparse n/r-sets G contains. For this we use Algorithm 2 to find such a partition and edit

it slightly. Let us denote the resulting vertex partition of G by (A1
1, . . . , A

1
s, B

1) (see its definition

in Section 6), where s is the maximum number of vertex-disjoint sparse n/r-sets G has. All the

A1
i sets have size roughly n/r (and thus |B1| ≈ (r − s)n/r). So let us call a copy of Kr balanced

if it contains exactly one vertex from each A1
i and r − s vertices from B1. Since each Ai is sparse,

we infer that each G[Ai, Aj ] and G[Ai, B] is almost complete (and so do G[A1
i , A

1
j ] and G[A1

i , B
1]).

This motivates the “ideal case” of our proof (Lemma 6.3). To reduce our G to this ideal case, we

need to (1) make the partition balanced, that is, its sizes have ratio 1 : 1 : · · · : 1 : (r − s) and (2)

cover the vertices of wrong degree (in the sense of Lemma 6.3) by a small Kr-tiling with balanced

copies. However, (1) is not always possible and indeed it reduces to finding a small Kr-tiling of

certain type and we shall solve it by the color-coding technique developed by Alon–Yuster–Zwick.

For a good summary on this strategy see our characterization results (Lemmas 6.11 and 6.21) in

Section 6, which give the full version of Lemma 1.6.

1.3. Sharpness of the result. We build the first parameterized algorithm for Problem 1.2 that

bridges the gap from c = 0 (P) to c = nΘ(1) (NP-C). However, the running time nO(1)2O(cr
r+4

)

of our parameterized algorithm can probably be improved – it will be interesting to design more

efficient algorithms with reduced exponent of c, or even of type nO(1)2O(c), which would yield

polynomial-time solution for c = O(log n).

Notation. For positive integers a, b with a < b, let [a] = {1, 2, . . . , a} and [a, b] = {a, a+1, . . . , b}.

For constants x, y, z, x = y±z means that y−z ≤ x ≤ y+z. We write x ≪ y ≪ z to mean that we

choose constants from right to left, that is, for any z > 0, there exist functions f and g such that,

whenever y ≤ f(z) and x ≤ g(y), the subsequent statement holds. Hierarchies of other lengths are

defined analogously.

For a graph G, we use e(G) to denote the number of edges in G. For a vertex v ∈ V (G) and

a vertex subset A, let dA(v) = |NG(v) ∩ A|. For two disjoint vertex subsets A,B ⊆ V (G), let

e(A,B) = e(G[A,B]). Let K be a Kr-tiling in G. Then we use |K| to denote the size of K, that

is, the number of vertex-disjoint copies of Kr it contains.

2. Non-extremal case

In this section we study the case when the host graph G has no large sparse set. We use the

absorbing method, pioneered by Rödl, Ruciński and Szemerédi [22] in the early 2000s and used

implicitly in the 1990s. It usually reduces the task of building spanning subgraphs into building an

absorbing set and an almost spanning subgraph.

Definition 2.1 (Sparse set). A vertex subset U in an n-vertex graph G is called a γ-sparse k-set

of G if |U | = k and e(G[U ]) < γn2.

In this short section we prove the following result assuming two supporting lemmas.
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Theorem 2.2 (Non-extremal case). Suppose r ≥ 3 and 1/n ≪ α ≪ γ ≪ 1/r. Let G be an n-vertex

graph with δ(G) ≥ (1− 1/r − α)n. If G has no γ-sparse n
r -set, then there is an algorithm running

in time O(n4r2) that finds a Kr-factor in G.

To state our absorbing lemma, we first give the definitions of absorbers and absorbing sets.

Roughtly speaking, absorbers are constant-size sets that can contribute to the Kr-factor in multiple

ways.

Definition 2.3 (Absorber). For any r-set U ⊆ V (G), we say that a set AU ⊆ V (G) \ U is an

absorber for U if |AU | = r2 and both G[AU ] and G[AU ∪ U ] contain Kr-factors.

An absorbing set is a vertex set satisfying that every r-set of vertices has many absorbers in it.

Definition 2.4 (Absorbing set). A vertex set A ⊆ V (G) is called a ξ-absorbing set for some ξ > 0

if it consists of at most ξn vertex-disjoint r2-sets and every r-set has at least ξ2n absorbers in A.

The following two lemmas, the absorbing lemma and the almost cover lemma, are by now regular

routes for building spanning subgraphs.

Lemma 2.5 (Absorbing lemma). Suppose r ≥ 3 and 1/n ≪ ξ ≪ α ≪ γ ≪ 1/r. If G is an n-vertex

graph with δ(G) ≥ (1− 1/r− α)n and G has no γ-sparse n
r -set, then we can find a ξ-absorbing set

A in time O(n4r2).

Lemma 2.6 (Almost cover). Suppose r ≥ 3 and 1/n ≪ τ ≪ α ≪ γ ≪ 1/r. If G is an n-vertex

graph with δ(G) ≥ (1− 1/r − α)n and G has no γ-sparse n
r -set, then we can find in time O(nr+1)

a Kr-tiling covering all but at most τn vertices of G.

We first use the two lemmas to establish the non-extremal case.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Choose constants

1/n ≪ τ ≪ ξ ≪ α ≪ γ ≪ 1/r.

We first apply Lemma 2.5 on G and obtain in time O(n4r2) a ξ-absorbing set A consisting

of at most ξn vertex-disjoint r2-sets such that every r-set has at least ξ2n absorbers in A. Let

n′ = |V (G) \ A)|. Since |A| ≤ ξr2n and ξ ≪ α, we have n′ ≥ (1 − ξr2)n and δ(G − A) ≥

(1−1/r−2α)n ≥ (1−1/r−2α)n′. For an n′

r -set in V (G)\A, it induces at least γn2−ξrn2 ≥ γn2/2

edges and so G−A has no γ
2 -sparse

n′

r -set. Then we apply Lemma 2.6 to G− A with 2α in place

of α and γ/2 in place of γ, and obtain in time O(nr+1) a Kr-tiling K covering all but at most τn′

vertices of G − A. Denote by U the set of uncovered vertices in G − A. We arbitrarily divide U

into at most τn′/r vertex-disjoint r-sets. Since τ ≪ ξ2, we can greedily assign each r-set a unique

absorber in A. Hence G[A ∪ U ] contains a Kr-factor. Together with K, we obtain a Kr-factor of

G. �

We prove the two lemmas in the next two sections.
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3. Absorbing lemma

In this section we prove Lemma 2.5. The original proofs of the absorbing method build the

desired absorbing set by probabilistic arguments, which yields randomized algorithms that output

the absorbing set with high probability. Following previous works, we use the following result to

“find” the absorbing set, which is a typical application of the conditional expectation method for

derandomization.

Lemma 3.1. [12, Proposition 4.7] Fix constants β1 > β2 > 0 and integers m,M,N and ℓ ≤ N

such that N and ℓ are sufficiently large, and that M ≤ (1/8) exp(β2
2ℓ/(3β1)). Let U and W be

disjoint sets of sizes |U | = M and |W | = N . Let H be a graph with vertex set U ∪W such that

H[U ] is empty, H[W ] has exactly m edges, and dH(u) ≥ β1N for every u ∈ U . Then we can

find an independent set L ⊆ W in H in time O(N4 + MN3) such that (1 − ν)ℓ ≤ |L| ≤ ℓ and

|NH(u) ∩ L| ≥ (β1 − β2 − ν)ℓ for every u ∈ U , where ν = 2mℓ/N2.

In applications, the edges between U and W are the useful edges, which are usually used to

model the desired property, e.g., every u ∈ U “has many absorbers” in W ; and the edges in W

model the relation that we would like to avoid.

Proof of Lemma 2.5. Fix an integer r ≥ 3 and choose constants 1/n ≪ ξ ≪ α ≪ γ ≪ 1/r.

The proof follows the standard proof of the absorbing method, starting with the enumeration of

the absorbers. We claim that any r-set {v1, . . . , vr} ⊂ V (G) has Ω(nr2) absorbers. Indeed, we first

choose r distinct vertices u1, . . . , ur ∈ V (G)\{v1, . . . , vr} one by one such that {u1, . . . , ur} induces

a copy of Kr. Since any r− 1 vertices have at least (r− 1)(1− 1/r−α)n− (r− 2)n ≥ (1/r−αr)n

common neighbors in G, there are at least (1/r − αr)rnr/r! choices for u1, . . . , ur. Then for each

i ∈ [r] we choose r − 3 distinct vertices wi1, wi2, . . . , wi,r−3 from the common neighborhood of

vi and ui such that both vi, wi1, wi2, . . . , wi,r−3 and ui, wi1, wi2, . . . , wi,r−3 induce copies of Kr−2.

Finally, we choose an edge xiyi from the common neighborhood Ui of vi, ui, wi1, wi2, . . . , wi,r−3

for each i ∈ [r]. Since |Ui| ≥ (1/r − αr)n and G has no γ-sparse n
r -set, G[Ui] induces at least

(γ − αr)n2 edges for any i ∈ [r]. Hence
⋃r

i=1{ui, wi1, wi2, . . . , wi,r−3, xi, yi} is an absorber for the

r-set {v1, . . . , vr} and it has at least

(1/r − αr)rnr ·
r
∏

i=1

(1/r − αr)r−3nr−3 ·
r
∏

i=1

(γ − αr)n2/r2! ≥ γ′nr2

choices, where γ′ = (1/r − αr)r
2−2r(γ − αr)r/r2!. Thus, every r-set in V (G) has at least γ′nr2

absorbers, which can be found (by brute force) in time O(nr2).

To apply Lemma 3.1, we define an auxiliary graph H with U =
(V (G)

r

)

and W =
(V (G)

r2

)

such

that u ∈ U and w ∈ W are adjacent if and only if w is an absorber for u, and w1, w2 ∈ W are

adjacent if and only if w1 ∩w2 6= ∅. In the notation of Lemma 3.1 we have M =
(n
r

)

, N =
( n
r2

)

and

m = e(H[W ]) ≤

(

n

r2

)

· r2 ·

(

n

r2 − 1

)

=
r4N2

n− r2 + 1
.
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Let β1 = γ′, β2 = γ′/3 and ℓ = ξn. Since every r-set in V (G) has at least γ′nr2 absorbers, we get

dH(u) ≥ β1N for every u ∈ U and

exp

(

β2
2ℓ

3β1

)

= exp

(

γ′ξn

27

)

≥ 8

(

n

r

)

= 8M,

as n is large enough. By Lemma 3.1, in time O(N4+MN3) = O(n4r2 +nrn3r2) = O(n4r2), we can

find an independent set L ⊆ W in H such that (1− ν)ℓ ≤ |L| ≤ ℓ and |NH(u)∩L| ≥ (β1 −β2− ν)ℓ

for all u ∈ U , where

ν =
2mℓ

N2
≤

2r4N2ξn

(n− r2 + 1)N2
<

γ′

3
,

as ξ ≪ α ≪ γ ≪ 1/r. Note that L is a family of vertex-disjoint r2-sets of V (G) by the definition

of H[W ] and |L| ≤ ξn. Moreover, every r-set of V (G) has at least

(β1 − β2 − ν)ℓ >
γ′ξn

3
≥ ξ2n

absorbers in L, as ξ ≪ α ≪ γ. Let A ⊆ V (G) be the vertex set consisting of vertex-disjoint r2-sets

in L. Then A is the desired ξ-absorbing set. �

4. Almost cover

The main tools for the proof of Lemma 2.6 are the regularity method and a result of Keevash

and Mycroft on almost perfect matchings in clique-complexes.

4.1. Regularity. We use the standard graph regularity method. We first give related definitions

and lemmas.

Definition 4.1 (Regular pair). Given a graph G and disjoint vertex subsets X,Y ⊆ V (G), the

density of the pair (X,Y ) is defined as

d(X,Y ) :=
e(X,Y )

|X||Y |
.

For ε > 0, the pair (X,Y ) is ε-regular if for any A ⊆ X,B ⊆ Y with |A| ≥ ε|X|, |B| ≥ ε|Y |, we

have

|d(A,B) − d(X,Y )| < ε.

Additionally, if d(X,Y ) ≥ d for some d ≥ 0, then we say that (X,Y ) is (ε, d)-regular.

Lemma 4.2. [20, Slicing lemma] Let (X,Y ) be an ε-regular pair with density d, and for some

η > ε, let X ′ ⊆ X,Y ′ ⊆ Y with |X ′| ≥ η|X|, |Y ′| ≥ η|Y |. Then (X ′, Y ′) is an ε′-regular pair with

ε′ = max{ε/η, 2ε}, and for its density d′ we have |d′ − d| < ε.

Lemma 4.3. [20, Counting lemma] Given d > ε > 0, m ∈ N and H some fixed graph on r vertices,

let G be a graph obtained by replacing every vertex xi of H with an independent set Vi of size m

and every edge of H with an (ε, d)-regular pair on the corresponding sets. If ε ≤ dr

(2+r)2r =: d0, then

there are at least (d0m)r embeddings of H in G so that each xi is embedded into the set Vi.
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Lemma 4.4. [1, 20, Degree form of the Regularity Lemma] For every ε > 0, there is an M = M(ε)

such that if G = (V,E) is an n-vertex graph and d ∈ [0, 1] is any real number, then we can find in

time O(n2.376) a partition V = V0∪V1∪· · ·∪Vk and a spanning subgraph G′ ⊆ G with the following

properties:

• 1/ε ≤ k ≤ M ,

• |V0| ≤ ε|V | and |Vi| = m for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k with m ≤ ε|V |,

• dG′(v) > dG(v) − (d+ ε)|V | for all v ∈ V ,

• e(G′[Vi]) = 0 for all i ≥ 1,

• all pairs (Vi, Vj) (1 ≤ i < j ≤ k) are ε-regular in G′ with density 0 or at least d, where in

the latter case, we indeed have EG′(Vi, Vj) = EG(Vi, Vj).

In applications, we usually call V0, V1, . . . , Vk clusters and call the cluster V0 exceptional set.

Definition 4.5 (Reduced graph). Given an arbitrary graph G = (V,E), a partition V = V1∪· · ·∪Vk,

and reals ε, d > 0, the reduced graph R = R(ε, d) of G is defined as follows:

• V (R) = {V1, . . . , Vk},

• ViVj ∈ E(R) if and only if (Vi, Vj) is (ε, d)-regular.

When applying the Regularity Lemma, we start with an n-vertex graph G = (V,E) and param-

eters ε, d > 0, and then obtains a partition V = V0 ∪ V1 ∪ · · · ∪ Vk and a subgraph G′ as in Lemma

4.4. Then we usually study the properties of reduced graph R = R(ε, d) of G′ \V0. By Lemma 4.4,

δ(R) ≥
(δ(G) − (d+ ε)|V | − |V0|)m

m2
≥

δ(G) − (d+ 2ε)n

m
.

In particular, if δ(G) ≥ cn, then δ(R) ≥ (c− d− 2ε)k. Moreover, we show that R contains a sparse

set if and only if G contains a sparse set. Recall that a vertex subset U in an n-vertex graph G is

called a γ-sparse k-set of G if |U | = k and e(G[U ]) < γn2.

Fact 4.6. Let 0 < β < 1 be a real number. If R has a β-sparse k
r -set, then G has a (β + 2ε+ d)-

sparse n
r -set.

Proof. Let U be a β-sparse k
r -set of R and we restore U to a sparse set of G. Let W be the union

of the clusters in U . Since |Vi| = m ≥ (1−ε)n
k for every i ∈ [k], we have |W | = m|U | = mk

r ≥ (1−ε)n
r .

Since e(R[U ]) ≤ βk2 and dG′(v) > dG(v) − (d+ ε)n for all v ∈ V , we have

e(G[W ]) ≤ βk2m2 + (e(G) − e(G′))

≤ βn2 + (d+ ε)n2.

We add up to εn
r vertices of V (G) \ W to W and obtain an n

r -set W ′. Then |W ′| = n
r and

e(G[W ′]) ≤ βn2 + (d + ε)n2 + εn2

r2
≤ (β + 2ε + d)n2. That is, W ′ is a (β + 2ε + d)-sparse n

r -set of

G. �

Fact 4.7. Let 0 < η < 1. If R has no
(

8η
ε2d

+ 3ε
r

)

-sparse k
r -set, then G has no η-sparse n

r -set.
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Proof. Suppose not. Let W be an η-sparse n
r -set of G. Let Wi = W ∩ Vi for each i ∈ [k] and

U = {Vi ∈ V (R) : |Wi| > εm}. Then

|U | ≥
|W | − εmk − |V0|

m
≥

k

r
− εk −

εn

m
≥

k

r
− εk −

εk

1− ε
≥

k

r
− 3εk.

Now we calculate e(R[U ]). Note that if ViVj is an edge of R[U ], then (Vi, Vj) is ε-regular with density

dij ≥ d. Hence we have
∑

ViVj∈E(R[U ]) dij |Vi||Vj | ≥ e(R[U ]) · dm2. Moreover, since |Wi|, |Wj | > εm,

by Lemma 4.2, (Wi,Wj) is regular with density d′ij , where d′ij = (1± ε)dij . Then

∑

ViVj∈E(R[U ])

dij |Vi||Vj | <
∑

ViVj∈E(R[U ])

dij |Wi||Wj|

ε2
≤

∑

ViVj∈E(R[U ])

eG(Wi,Wj)

ε2(1− ε)
≤

ηn2

ε2(1− ε)
.

Hence

e(R[U ]) ≤
ηn2

ε2(1− ε)dm2
≤

η

ε2(1− ε)d
·

k2

(1− ε)2
<

8ηk2

ε2d
.

We add up to 3εk vertices of V (R) \U to U and obtain a k
r -set U

′. Then |U ′| = k
r and e(R[U ′]) ≤

8ηk2

ε2d
+ 3εk · k

r =
(

8η
ε2d

+ 3ε
r

)

k2. That is, U ′ is a
(

8η
ε2d

+ 3ε
r

)

-sparse k
r -set of R, a contradiction. �

4.2. Almost perfect matching in r-complexes. In the proof of Lemma 2.6, we will use the

result in [17] about the existence of almost perfect matching in an r-complex. To state the results,

we first introduce some definitions. An r-system is a hypergraph J in which every edge of J has

size at most r and ∅ ∈ J . An edge of size k (k ≤ r) in J is called a k-edge of J . We use Jk to

denote the k-uniform hypergraph on V (J) with all k-edges of J .

Definition 4.8 (r-complex). An r-complex J is an r-system whose edge set is closed under inclu-

sion, that is, if e ∈ J and e′ ⊆ e then e′ ∈ J .

In an r-complex J , the degree d(e) of an edge e is the number of (|e| + 1)-edges e′ of J which

contain e as a subset. The minimum k-degree of J , denoted by δk(J), is the minimum of d(e) taken

over all k-edges e ∈ J . Since the edge set of J is closed under inclusion, we have δk(J) ≤ δk−1(J)

for each k ∈ [r − 1]. The degree sequence of J is

δ(J) = (δ0(J), δ1(J), . . . , δr−1(J)).

Definition 4.9 (Clique r-complex). The clique r-complex J of a graph G is defined by taking Jk

to consist of the k-cliques of G for 0 ≤ k ≤ r.

Construction 4.10 (Space barrier). Suppose V is a set of n vertices, j ∈ [r − 1] and S ⊆ V . Let

J = J(S, j) be the r-complex in which Ji (for 0 ≤ i ≤ r) consists of all i-sets in V that contains at

most j vertices of S.

Definition 4.11. Suppose G and H are r-uniform graphs on the same set V of n vertices and

0 < β < 1. We say that G is β-contained in H if all but at most βnk edges of G are edges of H.

The following theorem is proved by Keevash and Mycroft [17].
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Theorem 4.12. [17] Suppose that 1/n ≪ 1/ℓ ≪ α ≪ β ≪ 1/r. Let J be an r-complex on n

vertices such that

δ(J) ≥

(

n,

(

1−
1

r
− α

)

n,

(

1−
2

r
− α

)

n, . . . ,

(

1

r
− α

)

n

)

.

Then J has at least one of the following properties:

(1) Jr contains a matching that covers all but at most ℓ vertices.

(2) Jr is β-contained in J(S, j)r for some j ∈ [r − 1] and S ⊆ V (J) with |S| = ⌊jn/r⌋.

Fact 4.13. For any γH ∈ (0, 1), there exist ε, δ > 0 such that the following holds. Let H be an

h-vertex graph. If e(H) ≥ (1− 1
k−1 − ε)h

2

2 and H has no γH-sparse h
k−1-set, that is, every

h
k−1-set

in V (H) induces at least γHh2 edges, then H has at least δhk copies of Kk.

Proof. Given γH ∈ (0, 1), we choose δ, ε ≪ ε1 ≪ ε2 ≪ γH . Suppose that H has less than δhk

copies of Kk. By the removal lemma [3], H can be made Kk-free by removing at most ε1h
2 edges.

By Erdős–Simonovits stability theorem, the remaining graph can be changed to the Turán graph

Tk−1(h) by altering at most ε2h
2 adjacencies. HenceH has a γH -sparse h

k−1 -set, a contradiction. �

We give the following corollary, which is easier to apply than Theorem 4.12.

Corollary 4.14. Suppose that 1/n ≪ 1/ℓ ≪ α ≪ µ ≪ 1/r. Let G be an n-vertex graph with

δ(G) ≥ (1 − 1/r − α)n. Then either G contains a Kr-tiling that covers all but at most ℓ vertices,

or it contains a µ-sparse ⌊nr ⌋-set.

Proof. Choose constants 1/n ≪ 1/ℓ ≪ α ≪ β ≪ µ ≪ 1/r. We consider the clique r-complex

J of G, that is, Ji consists of the i-cliques of G for 0 ≤ i ≤ r. Note that J2 = G. Since

δ(G) ≥ (1− 1/r − α)n, we have

δ(J) ≥

(

n,

(

1−
1

r
− α

)

n,

(

1−
2

r
− 2α

)

n, . . . ,

(

1

r
− (r − 1)α

)

n

)

.

By Theorem 4.12, J satisfies the property (1) or (2). If J satisfies (1), then G contains a Kr-tiling

covering all but at most ℓ vertices and we are done.

Now suppose J satisfies (2), that is, Jr is β-contained in J(S, j)r for some j ∈ [r − 1] and

S ⊆ V (J) with |S| = ⌊jn/r⌋, then Jr has at most βnr edges e with |e ∩ S| ≥ j + 1. So G has at

most βnr copies of Kr each of which contains at least j+1 vertices of S. Note that a copy of Kj+1

in G[S] is contained in at least

1

(r − j − 1)!

r−1
∏

i=j+1

(

1−
i

r
− 2αi

)

n ≥
( n

2r2

)r−j−1

copies of Kr in G. By double counting, G[S] has at most
(

r

j + 1

)

βnr

/

( n

2r2

)r−j−1
≤ (2r2)rβnj+1
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copies of Kj+1. Since |S| = ⌊jn/r⌋, we have δ(G[S]) ≥ (1−1/r−α)n−(n−|S|) = (1−1/j)|S|−αn

and so

e(G[S]) ≥ (1− 1/j)|S|2/2− αn|S|/2.

By Fact 4.13, G[S] has a µ-sparse |S|
j -set, i.e. a µ-sparse ⌊nr ⌋-set of G. �

4.3. Proof of Lemma 2.6. Choose constants

1/n ≪ ε ≪ d ≪ τ, 1/ℓ ≪ α ≪ µ ≪ γ ≪ 1/r.

We first apply Lemma 4.4 on G with parameters ε and d to obtain a partition V (G) = V0 ∪

V1 ∪ · · · ∪ Vk in time O(n2.376), for some 1/ε ≤ k ≤ M with |Vi| = m ≥ (1−ε)n
k for every i ∈ [k].

Let R = R(ε, d) be the reduced graph for this partition. Since ε ≪ d ≪ α, we have δ(R) ≥

(1− 1/r−α− d− 2ε)k ≥ (1− 1/r− 2α)k. Moreover, R has no µ-sparse ⌊kr ⌋-set. Indeed, otherwise

by Lemma 4.6, G has a (µ+2ε+ d)-sparse n
r -set. Since ε ≪ d ≪ µ ≪ γ, G has a γ-sparse n

r -set, a

contradiction.

Then we apply Corollary 4.14 on R and obtain that R contains a Kr-tiling K that covers all but

at most ℓ vertices, which can be built in constant time (as R has a finite order). Let K be a copy of

Kr in K. Without loss of generality, let V (K) = {V1, V2, . . . , Vr}. By Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3, for each

i ∈ [r] we can greedily embed in G[V1, V2, . . . , Vr] vertex-disjoint copies of Kr that cover all but at

most εm vertices of Vi in time O(mr+1). For each copy of Kr in K, we do the same operation,

which gives us in time O(nr+1) a Kr-tiling covering all but at most

εm(|V (R)| − ℓ) + ℓm+ |V0| ≤ εm(k − ℓ) + ℓm+ εn ≤ 2εn + εℓn ≤ τn

vertices of V (G).

5. Preparation for the extremal case

We give and show several lemmas and algorithms in this section that will be used in the proof

of the extremal case, that is, when G contains large sparse sets.

The following definitions are key to our proofs, and motivated by earlier works on problems of

similar flavor. The idea behind is that when G contains large sparse sets, one can find and analyze

its (rough) structure.

All vertex partitions considered in this paper have an implicit order on their parts.

Definition 5.1 (Index vector & Slack). Let r ≥ r′ ≥ 2 and ε < 1/r. Let t1, t2, . . . , tr′ be r′ integers

such that |ti| ≤ εn for each i ∈ [r′] and
∑r′

i=1 ti = 0. Let G be an n-vertex graph and (V1, V2, . . . , Vr′)

be a partition of V (G) with |Vi| = n/r+ ti for each i ∈ [r′− 1] and |Vr′ | = (r− r′+1)n/r+ tr′ . Let

b = (1, . . . , 1, r− r′ +1) be an r′-dimensional vector. For any i ∈ [r′], let ui be the i-th unit vector,

i.e. ui has 1 on the i-th coordinate and 0 on the other coordinates. Let F be a Kr-tiling of size f

in G.

• The index vector of F is i(F ) = (x1, x2, . . . , xr′) by choosing xi = |V (F ) ∩ Vi| for every

i ∈ [r′].
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• The slack of F is s(F ) = (s1, s2, . . . , sr′) := i(F ) − fb. Note that
∑r′

i=1 si = 0 and
∑

si>0 si ≤ (r − 1)f .

• The slack of the partition (V1, V2, . . . , Vr′) is (t1, t2, . . . , tr′) = (|V1|, |V2|, . . . , |Vr′ |)−
n
r b. The

partition (V1, V2, . . . , Vr′) is balanced if |V1| = · · · = |Vr′−1| = |Vr′ |/(r − r′ + 1).

• A copy of Kr in G is balanced if its index vector is b. Compared with a balanced copy of

Kr, an (i, j)-copy of Kr has index vector b+ ui − uj, where i, j ∈ [r′] are distinct.

• For a copy of Kr, we refer to its index vector as its type. Note that there are y :=
(

r+r′−1
r′−1

)

different types of Kr.

• Let I be a subset of [r′] and v be an r′-dimensional vector. We use v|I to denote the

|I|-dimensional vector obtained by restricting v to the coordinates in I.

The definitions are natural descriptions of the vertex distributions of a Kr-tiling. The key idea

here is that the slack of a Kr-factor (which covers V (G) = V1∪V2∪· · ·∪Vr′) is equal to the slack of

the partition, each coordinate of which is small. Then, a necessary condition for having a Kr-factor

is to have a Kr-tiling with the same slack. The question is how small we can take such a Kr-tiling,

which is answered by Lemma 1.7. Below we restate it here (using slack) for convenience and give

its proof.

Lemma 1.7. Let r ≥ r′ ≥ 2, I ⊆ [r′]. Let t1, t2, . . . , tr′ be r′ integers such that
∑r′

i=1 ti = 0 and
∑

i∈I |ti| > 4r − 3. Let G be an n-vertex graph and (V1, V2, . . . , Vr′) be a partition of V (G) with

|Vi| = n/r + ti for each i ∈ [r′ − 1] and |Vr′ | = (r − r′ + 1)n/r + tr′. Suppose that G contains

a Kr-factor K whose slack is s(K) = (t1, t2, . . . , tr′). Denote tI =
∑

i∈I |ti|. Then we can find

a subset K ′ ⊆ K of size at most (3tI)
r such that s(K ′)|I = s(K)|I . In particular, G − K ′ still

contains a Kr-factor.

We choose the sub-family K ′ of K by repeated applications of the pigeonhole principle. Indeed,

we track the sum of the absolute values of the entries of the slack vectors restricted to I. More

precisely, for any Kr-tiling Q on V , let sI(Q) := s(Q)|I . Denote by sI,j(Q) the j-th coordinate of

sI(Q) with j ∈ [|I|]. Let S+(Q) :=
∑

j∈[|I|] |sI,j(Q)|. Note that for any copy T ′ of Kr in K, we

know S+({T ′}) ≤ 2(r−1). We shall let Algorithm 1 read the members of K in a smooth way in the

sense that the partial Kr-tiling Q considered by Algorithm 1 will never have large S+(Q). When Q

is large enough, by the pigeonhole principle we can find a nonempty Kr-tiling Q′ with sI(Q
′) = 0.

We then remove the members of Q′, put the members of Q \Q′ back to U and repeat this process.

Proof of Lemma 1.7. The lemma is trivial if (3tI)
r ≥ n/r. So we may assume that (3tI)

r < n/r.

We execute Algorithm 1 and add copies of Kr from U to Q. If S+(Q) ≤ tI , then S+(Q ∪ {T}) ≤

tI+2(r−1) for any T ∈ U , as S+({T}) ≤ 2(r−1). First, since each time when we remove aKr-tiling

Q′ (on lines 10-11), we have sI(Q
′) = 0, at any stage of the algorithm, we have sI(Q∪U) = sI(K),

and thus S+(Q ∪ U) = S+(K) = tI . Another immediate consequence is that for the final output

K ′, as U = ∅ and Q = K ′, we conclude that sI(K
′) = sI(K).

We next show that when S+(Q) > tI the choice of T as on line 4 is always possible. Indeed,

suppose there is a moment that S+(Q) > tI holds but it does not in the previous iteration. Then
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Algorithm 1: Kr-tiling of small size

Data: a Kr-factor K

Result: a subset K ′ ⊆ K of size at most (3tI)
r such that s(K ′)|I = s(K)|I

1 Set U := K and Q := ∅, where Q is maintained as an ordered set.

2 while U 6= ∅ do

3 if S+(Q) > tI then

4 Choose T ∈ U such that S+(Q ∪ {T}) ≤ tI + 2(r − 1);

5 set Q := Q ∪ {T} and U := U \ {T};

6 else

7 let T ∈ U be an arbitrary copy of Kr;

8 set Q := Q ∪ {T} and U := U \ {T}.

9 end

10 if there exists nonempty Q′ ⊆ Q such that sI(Q
′) = 0 then

11 set U := U ∪ (Q \Q′) and Q := ∅;

12 end

13 end

14 Output K ′ := Q.

tI < S+(Q) ≤ tI +2(r− 1). Since S+(Q∪U) = tI < S+(Q), there exists a copy T of Kr in U such

that S+(Q ∪ {T}) < S+(Q) ≤ tI + 2(r − 1), that is, we can always choose T ∈ U as on line 4 of

Algorithm 1. Hence throughout the process, we can guarantee S+(Q) ≤ tI + 2(r − 1).

It remains to show that when Q gets large enough, on line 10 we can find the desired Q′, which

will also upper bound |K ′|. Note that each time we execute line 11, we “restart” the process

by putting the copies of Kr in Q \ Q′ back to U . Therefore, let Q be a nonempty ordered set

of copies of Kr before the execution of line 10, and for i ∈ [|Q|] let Qi be the set of the first i

copies of Kr in Q. Then for each i ∈ [|Q|], by line 4, Qi satisfies that S+(Qi) ∈ [0, tI + 2(r − 1)].

Hence sI,j(Qi) ∈ [−(tI + 2(r − 1)), tI + 2(r − 1)] for each i ∈ [|Q|] and j ∈ [|I|]. Therefore, the

number of possible values of sI(Qi) is at most (2(tI + 2(r − 1)) + 1)|I| ≤ (3tI)
r. Moreover, if line

11 is not executed in this iteration of the while loop, then in particular sI(Qi) 6= sI(Qj) for any

1 ≤ i < j ≤ |Q|, we conclude that |Q| ≤ (3tI)
r. In particular, we have |K ′| ≤ (3tI)

r. �

Next we give our color-coding lemma, which slightly extends its original formulation. Given a

partition (V1, V2, . . . , Vr′) of V (G), consider all types of Kr, that is, all distinct vertex distributions

of Kr on V (G). Recall that there are y =
(r+r′−1

r′−1

)

different types of Kr. We fix an arbitrary

ordering of these y types. Given a Kr-tiling of size m, its pattern is an m-dimension vector where

each digit is in [y] representing its type. Denote by Pm the collection of all patterns of Kr-tilings

of size m.
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Lemma 5.2 (Color-coding lemma). Let r ≥ r′ ≥ 2 and m < n/r. Let G be an n-vertex graph and

(V1, V2, . . . , Vr′) be a partition of V (G). Given a pattern P ∈ Pm. Then there is an algorithm that

decides whether G has a Kr-tiling of size m with pattern P in time O(nr(log2 n)2O(rm)).

Proof of Lemma 5.2. Let Kr(G) be the set of copies of Kr in G and Ki
r(G) be the set of copies of

ith-type Kr in G, where i ∈ [y]. Let P = (κ1, . . . , κm).

The color-coding technique requires an explicit construction of a family of perfect hash functions

and we use the one given by Fredman, Kolmós, and Szemerédi [11]. For any n, k ∈ N and set U of

size n, F is a family of functions f : U → X with |X| = O(k) such that for any k-subset U ′ of U

there is a function f ∈ F that is injective on U ′. Moreover, the family F has size 2O(|X|) log2 n and

any function evaluation on a given input takes O(1) time. We use such a family F with U = V

and X being a set of size O(k) = O(rm) where k = rm. We call the elements in X colors.

For each function f ∈ F , we will compute families C1, C2, . . . , Cm, where for j ≥ 1 each C ∈ Cj

is a sequence of j pairwise disjoint r-subsets of X that can be realized as the color set via f of a Kr-

tiling in G, i.e. there is an ordered Kr-tiling (H1, . . . ,Hj) in G such that C = (f(H1), . . . , f(Hj)),

where in addition we require that the type of Hi is κi for i ∈ [j]. Let
⋃

C :=
⋃

C∈C C. We will

construct Cj such that each rj-subset of X that can be realized as the color set of the vertices

covered by a Kr-tiling of size j in G occurs exactly once as
⋃

C for some C ∈ Cj.

We first construct C1 by considering each copy H of Kr in Kκ1
r (G) sequentially and adding f(H)

to C1 if |f(H)| = r and it has not been present yet (recall that f(H) is a set of colors). Suppose

that we have constructed Cj for some j ≥ 1. Since each rj-subset of X is represented at most once,

we have |Cj | ≤
(

|X|
rj

)

. Now we construct Cj+1. For convenience, let i := κj+1 ∈ [y]. We consider

each C ∈ Cj and H ∈ Ki
r(G) sequentially, and add to Cj+1 the sequence C′ obtained by appending

f(H) to C, unless |f(H)| < r or f(H) ∩
⋃

C 6= ∅ or f(H) ∪
⋃

C already occurs as
⋃

C′′ for some

C′′ ∈ Cj+1. This process continues until Cm has been constructed. Hence the running time of this

process is

|F| · O(m · 22|X| · |Kr(G)|) = 2O(rm) log2 n ·O(m · 2O(rm) · nr) = O(nr(log2 n)2O(rm)).

If the above process returns Cm = ∅ for each f ∈ F , then G does not contain a Kr-tiling of size

m by the defined property of the perfect hash family F . Otherwise, suppose we obtain C∗ ∈ Cm

for some f ∈ F . For each j ∈ [m], let {x(j−1)r+1, . . . , xjr} be the j-th r-set in C∗. Based on our

construction, G[f−1(x(j−1)r+1), . . . , f
−1(xjr)] induces at least one copy of Kr, denoted by H

κj

j for

each j, which can be found in time O(|Kr(G)|) = O(nr). Then Hκ1
1 , . . . ,Hκm

m form a Kr-tiling of

size m with pattern P in G. The total running time is O(nr(log2 n)2O(rm)). �

6. Extremal case

In this section we study the extremal case. Throughout the proof, we only consider

c = o(n1/rr+3
),
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as otherwise, we can check all possibilities by brute force, which takes time O(n!) = 2O(n logn) =

2O(cr
r+4

) < nO(1)2O(cr
r+4

).

In the proof of the non-extremal case, when the proof fails, we detect a sparse n
r -set. However,

in the proof of the extremal case, to get a clear picture, we need to know how many vertex-disjoint

such sparse sets G contains. For this goal our first step is to identify these sparse sets, using the

regularity method, which is known to be efficient for hunting rough structures of the graph.

6.1. Find sparse sets. The following lemma is the main result of this section.

Lemma 6.1. Suppose r ≥ 3 and 1/n ≪ γ ≪ µ ≪ λ ≪ 1/r. Let G be an n-vertex graph with

δ(G) ≥ (1 − 1/r)n − c. If G has at least one γ-sparse n
r -set, then by Algorithm 2 we can find s

pairwise disjoint µ-sparse n
r -sets A1, A2, . . . , As of G in time O(n2.376) such that B := V (G)\∪s

i=1Ai

has no λ-sparse n
r -set of G, where 1 ≤ s ≤ r.

Algorithm 2: Find sparse sets

Data: an n-vertex graph G with δ(G) ≥ (1− 1/r)n − c and a γ-sparse n
r -set A1 in G

Result: sparse n
r -sets of G

1 Choose constants 1/n ≪ γ ≪ γ2 ≪ ε2, d2 ≪ γ3 ≪ · · · ≪ γr ≪ εr, dr ≪ γr+1 ≪ 1/r;

2 for i = 2 to r do

3 Let Gi := G \ ∪i−1
j=1Aj and ni := |Gi| = (r − i+ 1)nr ;

4 Apply Lemma 4.4 on Gi with parameters εi and di to obtain a partition

V (Gi) = V i
0 ∪ V i

1 ∪ . . . ∪ V i
ki

for some 1/εi ≤ ki ≤ M(εi);

5 Let Ri be the reduced graph for this partition and so |Ri| = ki;

6 if Ri has no
(

8γi
ε2i di

+ 3εi
r−i+1

)

-sparse ki
r−i+1-set then

7 Gi has no γi-sparse
ni

r−i+1 -set by Fact 4.7;

8 Output A1, A2, . . . , Ai−1 and halt.

9 else

10 Gi has
(

8γi
ε2i di

+ 3εi
r−i+1 + 2εi + di

)

-sparse ni
r−i+1 -set, denoted by Ai, by Fact 4.6.

11 end

12 end

Proof. We choose the constants as in Algorithm 2 and let µ1 = γ. For i ∈ [2, r], let µi :=
8γi
ε2i di

+ 3εi
r−i+1 + 2εi + di. Then we have γi ≪ µi ≪ γi+1 as γi ≪ εi, di ≪ γi+1. Let G be a graph

as assumed in the lemma and we execute Algorithm 2 to G. Note that if Ai is defined for any

i ∈ [2, r], then Ai is a µi-sparse
n
r -set, as ni = (r − i+ 1)nr and |Ai| =

ni
r−i+1 = n

r .

Let s be the number of sparse sets that Algorithm 2 outputs. Let µ = µs and λ = γs+1. Suppose

that Algorithm 2 halts when i ≤ r− 1. Then s = i− 1 and we can find s pairwise disjoint µ-sparse
n
r -sets A1, A2, . . . , As such that B := G \ ∪s

j=1Aj has no λ-sparse n
r -set.
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Otherwise suppose that Algorithm 2 halts with i = r. Then either s = r−1 or s = r. If s = r−1,

then we can find r−1 pairwise disjoint µ-sparse n
r -sets A1, A2, . . . , Ar−1 such that B := G\∪r−1

j=1Aj

is not a λ-sparse n
r -set. If s = r, then we can find r pairwise disjoint µ-sparse n

r -sets A1, A2, . . . , Ar

of G.

By Lemma 4.4 and noting that all ki ≤ M(εi) are constants, the running time of Algorithm 2

can be bounded by
∑r

i=2

(

O(n2.376) +
( ki
ki/(r−i+1)

)

)

= O(n2.376). �

We need the following result when s = r − 2 and B is close to the union of two disjoint cliques.

Lemma 6.2. Let B′ ⊆ V (G) be a subset such that |B′| ≥ 2n/r − µ1/3n and |B′| is even. If G[B′]

has no perfect matching, then G[B′] is disconnected with two odd components both of which are

almost complete.

Proof. Note that δ(G[B′]) ≥ |B′|−(n/r+c) ≥ |B′|−(|B′|/2+µ1/3n) ≥ (1/2−µ1/3r)|B′|. SinceG[B′]

has no perfect matching, by Tutte’s theorem, there exists S ⊆ B′ such that the subgraph G[B′ \S]

has x > |S| odd components. Suppose that |S| 6= 0. Then the smallest odd component has at most

(|B′| − |S|)/|S| vertices, and by the minimum degree condition, we have (|B′| − |S|)/|S| + |S| >

(1/2− 2µ1/3r)|B′|, and thus either |S| > (1/2− 3µ1/3r)|B′| or |S| < 1/(1/2 − 3µ1/3r). The former

implies that G[B′ \ S] contains an independent set of size x > |S| > (1/r − 7µ1/3)n (by taking one

vertex from each odd component), which implies a λ-sparse n
r -set in G, a contradiction. The latter

says that |S| ≤ 2 and by the minimum degree condition, G[B′ \S] has at most two components. If

|S| = 2, then G[B′ \ S] has x > 2 odd components, a contradiction. If |S| = 1, then G[B′ \ S] has

two odd components, which contradicts the parity of |B′|. Hence, we have |S| = 0 and G[B′] has

at least one odd component. By the minimum degree condition, G[B′] is disconnected with two

odd components both of which have order at least (1/2 − µ1/3r)|B′| and are almost complete. �

Recall that by Lemma 6.1, we have found s pairwise disjoint µ-sparse n
r -sets A1, A2, . . . , As of

G such that B := V (G) \ ∪s
i=1Ai has no λ-sparse n

r -set of G, where 1/n ≪ µ ≪ λ ≪ 1/r. In the

rest of the proof, there is a tiny difference between the cases 1 ≤ s ≤ r− 1 and s = r. We will first

prove the former case with full details in Sections 6.3-6.6, and explain how to modify the approach

to accommodate the latter in Section 6.7.

6.2. Ideal case. We first present our ideal case which allows us to find a Kr-factor easily. Hence

in Sections 6.3-6.6 we would like to get rid of the atypical vertices while keeping the correct ratio

to achieve this ideal case. Note that in the following lemma we do not require that for example

A′
i ⊆ Ai or B

′ ⊆ B – indeed, this will not be the case as we need to adjust these sets slightly.

Lemma 6.3. Suppose s < r and we have A′
1, . . . , A

′
s, B

′ such that

• |A′
1| = · · · = |A′

s| = |B′|/(r − s) ≥ n/r − µ1/5n;

• for every vertex v ∈ B′ and any i ∈ [s], dA′

i
(v) ≥ |A′

i| − µ1/5n;

• for any i ∈ [s] and every vertex u ∈ A′
i, dA′

j
(u) ≥ |A′

j | − µ1/5n for any j ∈ [s] \ {i} and

dB′(u) ≥ |B′| − µ1/5n;
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• G[B′] has a Kr−s-factor.

Then in time O(sn4) we can find a Kr-factor of G[A′
1 ∪ · · · ∪A′

s ∪B′].

Proof of Lemma 6.3. Note that a Kr−s-factor of G[B′] has size |B′|
r−s . We arbitrarily fix a Kr−s-

factor T of G[B′]. We contract all members of T individually to a set of disjoint vertices, denoted

by U . For each u ∈ U , let Ku
r−s be the copy of Kr−s corresponding to u. Next we construct an

auxiliary bipartite graph Hs with two parts U and A′
s. For any u ∈ U and v ∈ A′

s, uv ∈ E(Hs)

if and only if v is common neighbor of vertices in Ku
r−s. Hence dHs(u) ≥ |A′

s| − (r − s)µ1/5n and

dHs(v) ≥
|B′|
r−s − µ1/5n, as every vertex in Ku

r−s has at most µ1/5n non-neighbors in A′
s and v has

at most µ1/5n non-neighbors in B′. Thus we can find a matching of size |A′
s| in time O(n4) in Hs

by the Edmonds algorithm, which corresponds to a Kr−s+1-factor of size |A′
s| in G[A′

s ∪B′]. (Note

that if r − s = 1, then Hs is G[A′
s ∪B′].)

Iterate this procedure s times we obtain a Kr-factor of size |A′
1| in G[A′

1 ∪ · · · ∪A′
s ∪B′]. �

For the rest of the proof, our goal is to remove a small Kr-tiling from G so that we can apply

Lemma 6.3, and on the other hand, when G has no Kr-factor, we need to show that such a (small)

Kr-tiling does not exist.

6.3. Adjusting the partition and more definitions. Note that the current partition A1, . . . , As,

B only captures the rough structure of G. Motivated by the ideal case, we need to further classify

the vertices of G. There are two steps in this section. First we move a small number of vertices and

obtain a new partition A1
1, A

1
2, . . . , A

1
s, B

1 such that vertices in each A1
i have small degrees inside

A1
i and have large degrees outside of A1

i . However, A1
1, A

1
2, . . . , A

1
s, B

1 may be unbalanced. Then

by removing a Kr-tiling of small size from G, they will become balanced again (Lemma 6.12).

The following definitions are motivated by Lemma 6.3.

Definition 6.4. For any i ∈ [s], a vertex v ∈ V (G) is called an Ai-good vertex if dAi(v) < 2µ1/3n.

Fact 6.5. For each i ∈ [s], we have the following properties:

(1) the number of not Ai-good vertices in Ai is less than µ2/3n;

(2) the number of Ai-good vertices in V (G) \ Ai is less than 4µrn+ 2c;

(3) any vertex v ∈ V (G) cannot be both Ai-good and Aj-good for i 6= j.

Proof of Fact 6.5. (1) Suppose that the number of not Ai-good vertices in Ai is at least µ2/3n.

Since dAi(v) ≥ 2µ1/3n for any such vertex v, we have e(G[Ai]) ≥ µn2, a contradiction.

(2) Since e(G[Ai, V (G) \Ai]) ≥ (n− n/r− c) · |Ai| − 2e(G[Ai]) > |V (G) \Ai||Ai| − 2µn2 − |Ai|c,

there are at most 2µn2 + |Ai|c non-edges between Ai and V (G) \Ai. Moreover, an Ai-good vertex

in V (G) \Ai contributes at least |Ai|− 2µ1/3n non-edges between Ai and V (G) \Ai, so the number

of Ai-good vertices in V (G) \ Ai is at most 2µn2+|Ai|c

|Ai|−2µ1/3n
= 2µrn+c

1−2µ1/3r
< 4µrn+ 2c.

(3) Since δ(G) ≥ (1− 1/r)n − c, any vertex v ∈ V (G) cannot be both Ai-good and Aj-good for

i 6= j. �
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Now we define the vertex partition A1
i := {v : v is an Ai-good vertex} for each i ∈ [s] and

B1 := V (G)\∪s
i=1A

1
i . Then A1

1, A
1
2, . . . , A

1
s, B

1 may be unbalanced. We assume that |A1
i | = n/r+ti

for each i ∈ [s] and |B1| = (r − s)n/r + ts+1. Note that
∑s+1

i=1 ti = 0. By Definition 6.4 and Fact

6.5, we have the following result.

Lemma 6.6. The sets A1
i for each i ∈ [s] and B1 have the following properties:

(1) δ(G[A1
i ]) ≥ ti − c and δ(G[B1]) ≥ (r − s− 1)n/r + ts+1 − c;

(2) −µ2/3n < ti < 4µrn+ 2c for each i ∈ [s] and −4sµrn− 2sc < ts+1 < sµ2/3n;

(3) ∆(G[A1
i ]) ≤ 2µ1/3n+ 4µrn+ 2c;

(4) every vertex v ∈ B1 satisfies dAi(v) ≥ 2µ1/3n for each i ∈ [s];

(5) B1 has no λ
2 -sparse

n
r -set of G.

By Lemma 6.6 (4), every vertex v ∈ B1 satisfies dAi(v) ≥ 2µ1/3n for each i ∈ [s]. However, some

vertices in B1 may have many non-neighbors in some Ai, that is, they violate the property required

in Lemma 6.3. Hence we mark such vertices as bad and try to cover them by a Kr-tiling so that

the remaining part of G can be in the ideal case. To achieve it, we show that there are only a small

number of such bad vertices (Fact 6.8).

Definition 6.7. A vertex v ∈ B1 is called bad if dAi(v) < |Ai| − 2µ2/5n for some i ∈ [s].

Fact 6.8. There are at most s(2µ3/5 + µ2/3)n bad vertices in B1.

Proof of Fact 6.8. First we consider the bad vertices in B ∩ B1. For each i ∈ [s], note that

e(G[Ai, B]) ≥ |Ai|(δ(G) − (s − 1)n/r) − 2e(G[Ai]) ≥ |Ai|((r − 1)n/r − c − (s − 1)n/r) − 2µn2

and |B| = (r− s)n/r. So we have e(G[Ai, B]) ≥ |Ai||B| − 2µn2 − |Ai|c, and thus there are at most

2µn2 + |Ai|c non-edges between Ai and B. For a bad vertex v in B, since dAi(v) < |Ai| − 2µ2/5n,

it contributes at least 2µ2/5n non-edges between Ai and B. So the number of bad vertices in

B is at most s · 2µn2+|Ai|c

2µ2/5n
< sµ3/5n + sµ3/5n

2r as c ≪ µn. Moreover, as |B1 \ B| < sµ2/3n by

Fact 6.5 (1), there are at most sµ2/3n bad vertices in B1 \ B. Therefore, there are at most

sµ3/5n+ sµ3/5n
2r + sµ2/3n ≤ s(2µ3/5 + µ2/3)n bad vertices in B1. �

Let B1
b be the set of bad vertices in B1 and B1

g := B1 \ B1
b . Then |B1

b | ≤ 3sµ3/5n and |B1
g | ≥

(r − s)nr + ts+1 − 3sµ3/5n ≥ (r − s)nr − 4sµ3/5n.

Lemma 6.9. If s < r, then there are at least µ7/12nr−s+1 copies of Kr−s+1 in G[B1
g ].

Proof. The minimum degree condition ofG says that every vertex has at most n/r+c non-neighbors,

which is also true for G[B1
g ]. By |B1

g | ≥ (r − s)nr − 4sµ3/5n, we get

n
r + c

|B1
g |

≤
n
r + µn

(r − s)nr − 4sµ3/5n
=

1 + rµ

r − s− 4rsµ3/5
<

1

r − s
+ 5rsµ3/5

Thus, we have δ(G[B1
g ]) ≥ (1 − 1

r−s − 5rsµ3/5)|B1
g |. Moreover, B1

g has no γs+1

4 -sparse
|B1

g |

r−s -set, as

µ ≪ γs+1. Then we apply Fact 4.13 on G[B1
g ] with k = r− s+1, ε = 5rsµ3/5 and γH = γs+1

4 . Since

µ ≪ γs+1 and c = o(n1/rr+3
), there are at least µ7/12nr−s+1 copies of Kr−s+1 in G[B1

g ]. �
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6.4. Admissibility and the characterization lemma. The following definition is key to our

proofs.

Definition 6.10. Consider the partition (A1
1, . . . , A

1
s, B

1) and a set I ⊆ [s+ 1].

(1) A Kr-tiling F is called I-admissible if s(F )|i = ti for each i ∈ I and |F | ≤ (3tI)
r.

(2) A Kr-tiling F is called strong admissible if s(F )|i = ti for each i ∈ [s+1], |F | ≤ (3t[s+1])
r+2

and F contains a copy of Kr which contains an odd number of vertices of B1.

The last thing we need to introduce is a set I of indices for small slacks. To distinguish “large” and

“small”, we use Algorithm 3. It divides r′ real numbers into two groups, those with large absolute

values and those with small absolute values, in a recursive manner. Assume that the algorithm

outputs I = [i′1, i
′
2]. Then for each i ∈ I, we have |ti| ≤ (3rc/0.99)r

r+1
= (rc/0.33)r

r+1
. For each

j ∈ [r′] \ I, |tj | ≥ max{(3rti′1)
r, |3rti′2 |

r} and so |tj | ≥ max{(3tI)
r, c/0.99}, where tI =

∑

i∈I |ti|.

Moreover, the running time of Algorithm 3 is O(r′).

Algorithm 3: Find small |ti|’s

Data: r′ real numbers, where 2 ≤ r′ ≤ r,

t1 ≥ · · · ≥ ti1 > c
0.99 ≥ ti1+1 ≥ · · · ≥ ti2 ≥ − c

0.99 > ti2+1 ≥ · · · ≥ tr′

Result: an index set I ⊆ [r′]

1 Let j := i1, ℓ := i2 + 1 and I := [i1 + 1, i2].

2 while I 6= [r′] do

3 if tj ≤ max{(3rtj+1)
r, |3rtℓ−1|

r}, or |tℓ| ≤ max{(3rtj+1)
r, |3rtℓ−1|

r} then

4 Case 1: if tj ≤ max{(3rtj+1)
r, |3rtℓ−1|

r} and |tℓ| ≤ max{(3rtj+1)
r, |3rtℓ−1|

r},

5 then I := I ∪ {j, ℓ}, j := j − 1 and ℓ := ℓ+ 1;

6 Case 2: if tj ≤ max{(3rtj+1)
r, |3rtℓ−1|

r} but |tℓ| > max{(3rtj+1)
r, |3rtℓ−1|

r},

7 then I := I ∪ {j} and j := j − 1;

8 Case 3: if |tℓ| ≤ max{(3rtj+1)
r, |3rtℓ−1|

r} but tj > max{(3rtj+1)
r, |3rtℓ−1|

r},

9 then I := I ∪ {ℓ} and ℓ := ℓ+ 1;

10 else

11 Output I and halt.

12 end

13 end

Now we first sort t1, t2, . . . , ts+1,
c

0.99 ,−
c

0.99 by size and obtain that tτ(1) ≥ · · · ≥ tτ(i1) >
c

0.99 ≥

tτ(i1+1) ≥ · · · ≥ tτ(i2) ≥ − c
0.99 > tτ(i2+1) ≥ · · · ≥ tτ(s+1) in time O(r2). Then we apply Algorithm

3 with r′ = s + 1 on tτ(1), . . . , tτ(s+1) and output I = [i′1, i
′
2] in time O(s), with the following

properties. Let tI :=
∑

i∈I |tτ(i)| and I∗ := {τ(i) : i ∈ I}. We have

(I1) for i ∈ I, we have |tτ(i)| ≤ (rc/0.33)r
r+1

,

(I2) for j ∈ [r′] \ I, |tτ(j)| ≥ max{(3rtτ(i′1))
r, |3rtτ(i′2)|

r} and so |tτ(j)| ≥ max{(3tI)
r, c/0.99},
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(I3) tI ≤ |I| · (rc/0.33)r
r+1

≤ r(rc/0.33)r
r+1

, and

(I4) if |I| ≥ s, then I = [s + 1].

The last property can be seen easily: since all ti sum to 0, if at the execution of the algorithm we

have I = [s] or I = [2, s+ 1], then I will also swallow the last index because |tτ(1)| ≤ s|tτ(s+1)| and

|tτ(s+1)| ≤ s|tτ(1)|.

Now we are ready to state our characterization result.

Lemma 6.11 (Characterization for s < r). Suppose µ > 0 and 1/n ≪ µ. Given an n-vertex graph

G with δ(G) ≥ (1− 1/r)n− c, let (A1
1, . . . , A

1
s, B

1) be the partition defined above in this section and

suppose s < r. Let I, I∗ ⊆ [s + 1] and B1
b ⊆ B1 be defined as above. Then the following holds.

(1) If r − s 6= 2, I 6= [s+ 1], B1
b 6= ∅, or B1 is not disconnected with two odd components, then

G has a Kr-factor if and only if G contains an I∗-admissible Kr-tiling.

(2) Otherwise, G has a Kr-factor if and only if G contains a strong admissible Kr-tiling.

Moreover, the existence of such Kr-tiling in G can be checked by an algorithm that runs in time

nO(1)2O(cr
r+2

), and if G has a Kr-factor, it also outputs a Kr-factor.

Lemma 6.11 details the hidden information of Lemma 1.6 for the case 0 < s < r (see more

discussions in the conclusion section).

The next two subsections are devoted to the proof of Lemma 6.11.

6.5. Auxiliary lemmas. We first present and prove three auxiliary results, Lemmas 6.12–6.14.

The first two are used to make the partition A1
1, A

1
2, . . . , A

1
s, B

1 balanced and the last one is for

putting bad vertices into a small Kr-tiling. We remark that parts with small slacks (whose indices

are in I∗) and large slacks are quite different, so we separate them into two lemmas.

Lemma 6.12. There is an algorithm with running time nO(1)2O(cr
r+2

) which either outputs an

I∗-admissible Kr-tiling K1 or returns (A1
1, A

1
2, . . . , A

1
s, B

1) as a certificate showing that G has no

I∗-admissible Kr-tiling (and thus also no Kr-factor).

Lemma 6.13. Suppose that I 6= [s + 1] and Lemma 6.12 outputs an admissible K1. Then we can

always find an [s+1]-admissible Kr-tiling K of size at most r2µ2/3n in time O(nr) such that K1 ⊆ K

and V (G) \ V (K) has a partition A2
1, . . . , A

2
s, B

2 with |A2
1| = · · · = |A2

s| =
|B2|
r−s ≥ n/r − r2µ2/3n,

A2
i ⊆ A1

i for each i ∈ [s] and B2 ⊆ B1. In particular, if |B1 \ V (K)| − (r − s)(n/r − |K1|) > 0,

then K contains a copy of Kr that has exactly r − s+ 1 vertices of B1.

Lemma 6.14. Given any bad vertex v ∈ B1 and any subset W ⊆ V (G) with |W | ≤ r3µ3/5n, we

can find a balanced copy H of Kr containing v such that V (H) ⊆ V (G) \W in time O(n).

We first prove Lemma 6.12. The key property is (I3), which allows us to use the color-coding

method (Lemma 5.2) to decide whether there is an I∗-admissible Kr-tiling in the desired running

time. This is to say, such a search may not be possible for [s+1]-admissible Kr-tilings when there

are very large slacks (could be linear in n), however, we shall see later that for large slacks a direct
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and easy argument exists. On the other hand, by Lemma 1.7, if such a Kr-tiling does not exist,

then G has no Kr-factor.

Proof of Lemma 6.12. We search Kr-tilings F of size at most

(3tI)
r ≤ (3r(rc/0.33)r

r+1
)r ≤ ((r2c/0.11)r

r+1
)r = (r2c/0.11)r

r+2

(by (I3)) in G such that s(F )|i = ti for each i ∈ I∗. By Lemma 1.7, if there is no such Kr-tiling,

then there is no Kr-factor in G. To find such a Kr-tiling or a certificate showing that none exists,

we do the following two steps:

• Step 1. Search Kr-tilings of size at most (3tI)
r ≤ (r2c/0.11)r

r+2
in G.

• Step 2. If Step 1 returns some Kr-tilings, then we check their slacks.

Step 1. Recall from Definition 5.1 that if we consider the partition (A1
1, . . . , A

1
s, B

1), then there

are y :=
(r+s

s

)

types of copies of Kr in G. We fix an arbitrary ordering of these y types. Let xi be

the number of copies of ith-type Kr in a Kr-tiling of size at most (3tI)
r. Thus if we only concern

about the types of Kr’s (that is, identify copies of Kr of same type), then the number of distinct

Kr-tilings of size at most (3tI)
r is equal to the number of solutions of

∑y
i=1 xi ≤ (3tI)

r, i.e. the

number of solutions of
∑y

i=1 xi + xy+1 = (3tI)
r with x1, . . . , xy+1 ∈ {0} ∪ N, which is

((3tI )
r+y
y

)

.

For each solution (x1, x2, . . . , xy) of
∑y

i=1 xi ≤ (3tI)
r, we can decide whether G has a Kr-tiling

of size C :=
∑y

i=1 xi in time O(nr+12O(rC)) = O(nr+12O(cr
r+2

)) by Lemma 5.2. Since there are
((3tI )

r+y
y

)

= O(c2r
2r+1

) solutions, the running time of this step is O(c2r
2r+1

) · O(nr+12O(cr
r+2

)) =

nO(1)2O(cr
r+2

) as c = o(n1/rr+3
).

Step 2. Note that checking the slack of a Kr-tiling takes O(n) time. Since Step 1 returns at most
(

(3tI )
r+y
y

)

Kr-tilings, the running time of this step is O(c2r
2r+1

) ·O(n) = nO(1). If there is a Kr-tiling

F obtained in Step 1 satisfying s(F )|i = ti for each i ∈ I∗, then we take it as K1. Otherwise, by

Lemma 1.7, there is no Kr-factor in G, then we halt and output the partition (A1
1, . . . , A

1
s, B

1) of

G as a certificate.

Note that the total running time of the above two steps is nO(1)2O(cr
r+2

). �

Before proving Lemma 6.13, we first present the following useful result.

Lemma 6.15. If ti > c/0.99 for a fixed i ∈ [s], then G[A1
i ] has a matching of size at least xti,

where x < 1/(2400rµ1/3).

Proof of Lemma 6.15. It suffices to prove that there is an edge even after deleting any set U ⊆ A1
i

of size 2(xti − 1). Since |A1
i | =

n
r + ti, we have δ(G[A1

i ]) ≥ ti − c. On the one hand, e(G[A1
i ]) ≥

1
2 |Ai|δ(G[A1

i ]) ≥
1
2(

n
r + ti)(ti − c) ≥ n

2r (ti − c). On the other hand, 2(xti − 1)∆(G[A1
i ]) ≤ 2(xti −

1)(3µ1/3n + 2c) ≤ 2xti · 6µ
1/3n, as c = o(n1/rr+3

). Hence there is an edge in G[A1
i \ U ] as long as

n
2r (ti − c) > 2xti · 6µ

1/3n, that is, x < 1/(2400rµ1/3). �

Now we prove Lemma 6.13.
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Proof of Lemma 6.13. Let A1
i
′
= A1

i \ V (K1) and B1′ = B1 \ V (K1). Let (t′1, t
′
2, . . . , t

′
s+1) be the

slack of partition (A1
1
′
, . . . , A1

s
′
, B1′). Then we have t′i = 0 for each i ∈ I∗ and

∑

i∈[s+1]\I∗ t
′
i = 0.

Note that |K1| ≤ (3tI)
r.

For each i ∈ [s] \ I∗, we have t′i ≤ ti + |K1| ≤ ti + (3tI)
r (a copy of Kr in K1 can only make

the slack of A1
i increase by at most 1). Recall that |ti| ≥ max{(3tI)

r, c/0.99} by (I2). Hence, if

ti ≥ max{(3tI)
r, c/0.99}, then t′i ≤ 2ti; if ti ≤ min{−(3tI)

r,−c/0.99}, then t′i ≤ 0. By Lemma

6.15, if ti ≥ max{(3tI)
r, c/0.99}, then A1

i has a matching of size at least (r + 2)ti and so A1′
i has

a matching of size at least 2ti. Hence if t′i > 0, then we can find a matching Mi of size t′i in time

O(n4) by the Edmonds algorithm.

If s + 1 /∈ I∗, then we have t′s+1 ≤ ts+1 + (r − s)|K1|. Hence, if ts+1 ≥ (3tI)
r, then t′s+1 ≤

(r − s + 1)ts+1 < s(r − s + 1)µ2/3n, as ts+1 < sµ2/3n; if ts+1 ≤ −(3tI)
r, then t′s+1 ≤ (r −

s − 1)(3tI )
r ≤ (r − s − 1)(r2c/0.11)r

r+1
, as (3tI)

r ≤ (r2c/0.11)r
r+1

. By Lemma 6.9, there are

at least µ7/12nr−s+1 copies of Kr−s+1 in G[B1
g ], and so G[B1′

g ] = G[B1
g \ V (K1)] contains at least

µ7/12nr−s+1−r|K1|nr−s ≥ (1/2)µ7/12nr−s+1 copies of Kr−s+1. Hence if t
′
s+1 > 0, then we can use a

greedy algorithm to find a Kr−s+1-tiling T of size t′s+1 in G[B1′
g ] in time O(nr−s+2), as µ2/3 < µ7/12.

Within this proof, we may relabel the A1
i ’s so that t′i > 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ a, t′i = 0 for a+ 1 ≤ i ≤ b,

t′i < 0 for b + 1 ≤ i ≤ s. Then we shall find
∑a

i=1 t
′
i + max{t′s+1, 0} vertex-disjoint unbalanced

copies of Kr by extending Mi’s and T , which together with K1 give the desired Kr-tiling K.

Algorithm 4: Define t′i,k

Data: t′1, t
′
2, . . . , t

′
s+1

Result: t′i,k’s for each i ∈ [1, a] and k ∈ [b+ 1, s + 1]

1 for i = 1 to a do

2 for k = b+ 1 to s+ 1 do

3 if
∑i−1

i′=1 t
′
i′,k < |t′k| then

4 set t′i,k = min{|t′k| −
∑i−1

i′=1 t
′
i′,k, t

′
i −

∑k−1
k′=b+1 t

′
i,k′};

5 else

6 set t′i,k = 0;

7 end

8 end

9 end

First, we need to decide the types of the copies of Kr we need, which is done by Algorithm 4.

Given a sequence of input t′1, t
′
2, . . . , t

′
s+1 with t′1, . . . , t

′
a > 0 and t′b+1, . . . , t

′
s+1 < 0, Algorithm 4

defines a set of numbers t′i,k for each i ∈ [1, a] and k ∈ [b + 1, s + 1]. If t′s+1 ≤ 0, then we have

t′i =
∑s+1

k=b+1 t
′
i,k for any i ∈ [a] and |t′k| =

∑a
i=1 t

′
i,k for any k ∈ [b+1, s+1]. This is exactly what we

want: if we extend Mi’s and T to a Kr-tiling K2 among which exactly t′i,k of them are (i, k)-copies

(defined in Definition 5.1) for each i ∈ [a] and k ∈ [b + 1, s + 1], then K2 has the same slack as

G−K1, that is, G− (K1 ∪K2) is balanced. The case t′s+1 > 0 can be treated similarly.
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Formally, if t′s+1 ≤ 0, then define t′i,k by Algorithm 4. Note that t′i =
∑s+1

k=b+1 t
′
i,k for any i ∈ [a]

and |t′k| =
∑a

i=1 t
′
i,k for any k ∈ [b + 1, s + 1]. If t′s+1 > 0, then we instead run Algorithm 4 with

the for-loops for i ∈ [a]∪ {s+1} and k ∈ [b+1, s]. In particular, when i = s+1, we need to check

if
∑a

i′=1 t
′
i′,k < |t′k| for each k ∈ [b + 1, s]. Note that in this case we have t′i =

∑s
k=b+1 t

′
i,k for any

i ∈ [a] ∪ {s+1} and |t′k| =
∑

i∈[a]∪{s+1} t
′
i,k for any k ∈ [b+ 1, s]. The running time of Algorithm 4

is O(1).

It remains to show that there are indeed t′i,k vertex-disjoint (i, k)-copies of Kr in G−K1 for each

t′i,k. Note that for each i ∈ [s], every vertex in A1
i has at most 2µ1/3n + c + µ2/3n non-neighbors

in V (G) \ A1
i by Fact 6.5 (1); moreover, every vertex in B1

g has at most 2µ2/5n + 4µrn + 2c non-

neighbors in A1
i for each i ∈ [s] by Definition 6.7 and Fact 6.5 (2), and δ(G[B1

g ]) ≥ (r − s − 1)nr +

ts+1 − 3sµ3/5n− c. Hence we can extend Mi greedily to a Kr-tiling of size t′i =
∑s+1

k=b+1 t
′
i,k for any

i ∈ [a], and extend T greedily to a Kr-tiling of size t′s+1 =
∑s

k=b+1 t
′
s+1,k (if t′s+1 > 0). The running

time of this process is O(nr). Let K2 be the union of these Kr-tilings.

Let K = K1 ∪ K2 and (A2
1, . . . , A

2
s, B

2) = (A1
1, . . . , A

1
s, B

1) − K. Then A2
1, . . . , A

2
s, B

2 is a

balanced partition with |A2
1| = · · · = |A2

s| =
|B2|
r−s = n/r − |K| ≥ n/r − r2µ2/3n, as t′i < 8µrn + 4c

for each i ∈ [s], t′s+1 < s(r − s+ 1)µ2/3n and c = o(n1/rr+3
) < µn.

The “in particular” part of the lemma can be easily seen from the proof. Indeed, |B1 \ V (K)| −

(r − s)(n/r − |K1|) = t′s+1 > 0, and so K contains a copy of Kr that has exactly r− s+ 1 vertices

of B1. �

We finish this subsection by proving Lemma 6.14.

Proof of Lemma 6.14. Recall that dAi(v) > 2µ1/3n for any i ∈ [s] and dAi(v) < |Ai| − 2µ2/5n for

some i ∈ [s]. Note that since dG(v) ≥ (1 − 1/r)n − c, there is at most one of A1, A2, . . . , As such

that v has at most 0.4n/r neighbors in it. Without loss of generality, assume that dA1(v) is the

smallest among all dAi(v). Then dA1(v) > 2µ1/3n and dAi(v) ≥ 0.4n/r for any i ∈ [2, s].

We claim that there are many balanced copies of Kr containing v in G. To show this claim, we

first give some basic properties:

(P1) Since δ(G[B1]) ≥ (r − s − 1)n/r + ts+1 − c ≥ (r − s − 1)n/r − µ1/3n and |B1
b | ≤ 3sµ3/5n

(Fact 6.8), any r − s− 1 vertices of B1 have at least n
2r common neighbors in B1

g .

(P2) Since dA1(v) > 2µ1/3n, we have dA1
1
(v) > 2µ1/3n− µ2/3n > µ1/3n.

(P3) For any i ∈ [2, s], since dAi(v) > 0.4n/r, we have dA1
i
(v) > 0.4n/r − µ2/3n.

(P4) Let u ∈ B1
g . By Definition 6.7, dAi(u) > |Ai| − 2µ2/5n for any i ∈ [s]. Then by Fact 6.5 (2),

dA1
i
(u) > |A1

i | − 2µ2/5n− 4µrn− 2c > |A1
i | − 3µ2/5n for any i ∈ [s].

(P5) Given i ∈ [s], let w ∈ A1
i . Recall that w is an Ai-good vertex. By Definition 6.4, dAi(w) <

2µ1/3n. Then for any j ∈ [s] \ {i}, we have dAj (w) > |Aj | − 2µ1/3n − c, dA1
j
(w) > |A1

j | −

2µ1/3n− c− (4µrn+ 2c) > |A1
j | − 3µ1/3n.

Hence, we can greedily build a balanced copy of Kr containing v, by first choosing vertices in B1
g ,

then a vertex of A1
1 and then vertices in each of A1

i , i ∈ [2, s], while each time we avoid any vertex



AN ALGORITHMIC VERSION OF THE HAJNAL–SZEMERÉDI THEOREM 25

of W . Since at each time the number of common neighbors is at least µ1/3n− (r− s− 1) · 3µ2/5n ≥

µ1/3n/2 (indeed, achieved by the number of choices for a vertex in A1
1), and |W | ≤ r3µ3/5n, we can

always choose a desired vertex and at the end of a desired copy of Kr in time O(n). �

6.6. Proof of Lemma 6.11. We start with applying Lemma 6.12 to Gwith the partition A1
1, . . . , A

1
s, B

1

and the set I∗ ⊆ [s + 1]. If the lemma outputs the partition A1
1, . . . , A

1
s, B

1 certifying that no I∗-

admissible Kr-tilings exist, by Lemma 1.7, G has no Kr-factor. So it remains to consider the case

Lemma 6.12 outputs an I∗-admissible Kr-tiling K1.

We first apply Lemma 6.13 to find a Kr-tiling K ⊇ K1 of size at most r2µ2/3n in time O(nr) such

that K1 ⊆ K and V (G)\V (K) has a partition A2
1, . . . , A

2
s, B

2 with |A2
1| = · · · = |A2

s| =
|B2|
r−s ≥ n/r−

r2µ2/3n, A2
i ⊆ A1

i for each i ∈ [s] and B2 ⊆ B1. In particular, if |B1\V (K)|−(r−s)(n/r−|K1|) > 0,

then K contains a copy of Kr that has exactly r − s+ 1 vertices of B1. Then we use Lemma 6.14

repeatedly to find a Kr-tiling Kb whose members are all balanced copies of Kr and contain all bad

vertices of B1 not covered by K.

Let A3
1, . . . , A

3
s, B

3 be the balanced partition of G − (K ∪Kb) with |A3
1| = · · · = |A3

s| =
|B3|
r−s ≥

n/r − r2µ2/3n− s(2µ3/5 + µ2/3)n ≥ n/r − 3sµ3/5n. Note that we have

(i) for every vertex v ∈ B3 ⊆ B1
g and i ∈ [s], we have dA3

i
(v) > |A3

i | − 3µ2/5n;

(ii) for any i ∈ [s] and u ∈ A3
i , we have dA3

j
(u) > |A3

j | − 3µ1/3n for any j ∈ [s] \ {i} and

dB3(u) > |B3| − 3µ1/3n.

Indeed, since every vertex v ∈ B1
g is not bad, we have dAi(v) > |Ai| − 2µ2/5n and so dA3

i
(v) >

|A3
i | − 2µ2/5n− (4µrn+ 2c) > |A3

i | − 3µ2/5n for any i ∈ [s]. Moreover, for any i ∈ [s] and u ∈ A3
i ,

we have dA3
j
(u) > |A3

j | − 2µ1/3n − c − (4µrn + 2c) > |A3
j | − 3µ1/3n for any j ∈ [s] \ {i} and

dB3(u) > |B3| − 2µ1/3n− c− sµ2/3n ≥ |B3| − 3µ1/3n.

Properties (i) and (ii) are needed for us to apply Lemma 6.3 to G[A3
1 ∪ · · · ∪A3

s ∪B3] or a slight

modification of it.

The rest of the proofs split into several cases depending on whether r−s = 2, I = [s+1], B1
b = ∅

and whether B1 is disconnected with two odd components. These simple properties can be checked

easily though we need a simple Breath-First Search for the last.

Claim 6.16. If r − s 6= 2, then we can find a Kr-factor of G in time O(n4r2).

Proof. Since (r − s)n/r − 3r2µ3/5n ≤ |B3| ≤ (r − s)n/r, we have δ(G[B3]) ≥ (r − s − 1)n/r −

3r2µ3/5n − c ≥
(

1− 1
r−s − 6r3µ3/5 − 2rc

n

)

|B3|. Moreover, since B1 has no λ
2 -sparse

n
r -set of G, it

follows that B3 has no λ
4 -sparse

|B3|
r−s -set. Since r − s 6= 2, µ ≪ λ and c = o(n1/rr+3

), we can apply

Theorem 2.2 to G[B3] and obtain a Kr−s-factor of G[B3] in time O(n4r2). Recall properties (i) and

(ii). By applying Lemma 6.3 with A′
i = A3

i for any i ∈ [s] and B′ = B3, we can find a Kr-factor of

G[A3
1 ∪ · · · ∪A3

s ∪B3] in time O(sn4). Together with K and Kb, this gives a Kr-factor of G. �

Now suppose r − s = 2. We use the Edmonds algorithm to check if B3 has a perfect matching

in time O(n4). First suppose it does, and the Edmonds algorithm outputs it. Hence, by applying
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Lemma 6.3 with A′
i = A3

i for any i ∈ [s] and B′ = B3, we find a Kr-factor of G[A3
1 ∪ · · · ∪A3

s ∪B3]

in time O(sn4). Together with K and Kb, we obtain a Kr-factor of G.

So we may assume that B3 has no perfect matching. Then by Lemma 6.2, we conclude that B3

has two odd components both of which are almost complete, denoted by B∗ and B∗∗. We first give

a simple and useful result.

Proposition 6.17. Let H be a copy of Kr in K. We can extend V (H) \B1 to a copy H ′ of Kr in

time O(nr) such that |V (H ′) ∩B∗| = |V (H) ∩B1| or |V (H ′) ∩B∗∗| = |V (H) ∩B1|.

Proof. The result holds because vertices in V (H) \ B1 are adjacent to almost all vertices in B∗

(resp. B∗∗) and G[B∗] (resp. G[B∗∗]) is almost complete. �

Claim 6.18. If r − s = 2 and I 6= [s+ 1], then we can find a Kr-factor of G in time O(nr+1).

Proof. Since I 6= [s+ 1], we have |Ai \ V (K)| − (n/r − |K1|) > 0 for some i ∈ [s] or |B1 \ V (K)| −

(r− s)(n/r−|K1|) > 0. Suppose the former one holds. Then there is a large ti for some i ∈ [s]\ I∗,

namely, ti > c/0.99. Without loss of generality, i = 1, and t1 > c/0.99. By Lemma 6.15 there is

an edge in A3
1, which can be found in O(n2). Then extend it to a copy H1 of Kr with index vector

(2, 1, . . . , 1, 1) by using one vertex from B∗. We next find a copy of K3 in B∗∗. Then extend it to

a copy H2 of Kr with index vector (0, 1, . . . , 1, 3) and vertex-disjoint from H1. The running time

of the above process is O(nr−2).

Note that both B∗ \V (H1) and B∗∗ \V (H2) are even and so B3 \ (V (H1)∪V (H2)) has a perfect

matching. Moreover, the sizes of A3
1 \ (V (H1) ∪ V (H2)), . . . , A

3
s \ (V (H1) ∪ V (H2)), B

3 \ (V (H1) ∪

V (H2)) satisfy the ratio 1 : · · · : 1 : 2. By applying Lemma 6.3 with A′
i = A3

i \ (V (H1) ∪ V (H2))

for any i ∈ [s] and B′ = B3 \ (V (H1) ∪ V (H2)), we can find a Kr-factor of G[A′
1 ∪ · · · ∪A′

s ∪B′] in

time O(sn4). Together with {H1,H2}, K and Kb, we obtain a Kr-factor of G.

Next, assume |B1 \V (K)|− (r−s)(n/r−|K1|) > 0. In this case, recall that K contains a copy of

Kr, denoted by H, such that |V (H)∩B1| = r−s+1 = 3. Now if G[B3∪(V (H)∩B1)] is connected,

then by Proposition 6.17, let H1 be a copy of Kr that consists of V (H)\B1 and a triangle from B∗.

Then either G[(B3∪V (H))\V (H1)] is connected or it has two even components, and in either case,

it has a perfect matching. Then we can find a Kr-factor of G[A3
1 ∪ · · · ∪A3

s ∪ (B3 ∪V (H)) \V (H1)]

by Lemma 6.3 similarly as above, which together with ((K ∪Kb) \ {H})∪ {H1} yields a Kr-factor

of G. The remaining case is that G[B3 ∪ (V (H) ∩B1)] is disconnected. Without loss of generality,

assume that V (H) ∩ B1 has neighbors only in B∗. Then by Proposition 6.17, let H2 be a copy of

Kr that consists of V (H) \B1 and a triangle from B∗∗. Note that G[(B3 ∪V (H)) \V (H2)] has two

even components and we can find a Kr-factor of G by taking the union of the Kr-factor returned

by Lemma 6.3 and ((K ∪Kb) \ {H}) ∪ {H2}. �

Claim 6.19. If r − s = 2 and B1
b 6= ∅, then we can find a Kr-factor of G in time O(nr).

Proof. Let v ∈ B1
b . Then v ∈ V (K ∪ Kb). Recall that |B3| ≥ 2n/r − 6sµ3/5n and δ(G[B3]) ≥

n/r−6sµ3/5n−c. Since v is a bad vertex, there exists some i ∈ [s] such that dAi(v) < |Ai|−2µ2/5n.
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Moreover, by Fact 6.5(1), |B3 ∩Ai| ≤ µ2/3n. Then v has at most n/r + c− (2µ2/5n− µ2/3n) non-

neighbors in B3. Therefore, for any set Y ⊆ B3 of size at least n/r − 6sµ3/5n− c− 2r, we have

dY (v) > |Y | − n/r − c+ (2µ2/5n− µ2/3n) > 0. (6.1)

Suppose H is the copy of Kr in K ∪Kb containing x ∈ [r] bad vertices of B1, including v. We

extend V (H) \ B1 to a copy H ′ of Kr in time O(nr) such that |V (H ′) ∩ B∗| = |V (H) ∩ B1| by

Proposition 6.17.

Next we cover the x− 1 bad vertices except v by a small Kr-tiling. Indeed, we use Lemma 6.14

repeatedly to find a Kr-tiling F whose members are all balanced copies of Kr and contain all

these bad vertices. Let B̃ be the remaining of vertices of B1, excluding v. Clearly, |B̃| is odd and

B̃ ⊆ B1
g . Note that dB̃(v) ≥ 0.9n/r. If B̃ is connected, then there exists a vertex y ∈ B̃ ∩ N(v)

such that B̃ \ {y} is still connected. Indeed, if such y does not exist, then all neighbors of v are

cut-vertices. In particular, B̃ has two cut-vertices, which leaves a 2-connected component Z of

size at most 2n/(3r). Then any vertex in Z has degree at most 2n/(3r) + 2 < 0.99n/r in B̃, a

contradiction. Then we can find a balanced copy T of Kr containing the edge vy, which is possible

by (P2)–(P5). On the other hand, if B̃ is disconnected, then note that it has an even component

X and an odd component Y . Recalling that δ(G[B3]) ≥ n/r − 6sµ3/5n − c and |F | ≤ r, we infer

that |Y | ≥ n/r− 6sµ3/5n− c− 2r. By (6.1), we have dY (v) > 0. Then similarly we pick a balanced

copy T of Kr containing the edge vy, where y ∈ Y by (P2)–(P5). Therefore, in both cases, we have

that B̃ \ V (T ) = B̃ \ {y} has a perfect matching.

By applying Lemma 6.3 with A′
i = A3

i \ (V (F ) ∪ V (T )) for any i ∈ [s] and B′ = B̃ \ V (T ), we

can find a Kr-factor of G[A′
1 ∪ · · · ∪ A′

s ∪ B′] in time O(sn4). Combining with K ∪ {H ′} \ {H},

F ∪ {T} and Kb, we obtain a Kr-factor of G. �

It remains to consider the case r − s = 2, I = [s + 1] and B1
b = ∅. Since I = I∗ = [s+ 1], K1 is

indeed [s+ 1]-admissible and K = K1. Moreover, since B1
b = ∅, we have Kb = ∅.

Claim 6.20. If r−s = 2, I = [s+1], B1
b = ∅ and B1 is not disconnected with two odd components,

then we can find a Kr-factor of G in time O(nr).

Proof. Recall that B3 is disconnected with two odd components both of which are almost complete,

denoted by B∗ and B∗∗.

Let B∗
1 := {v ∈ B1 : dB∗(v) ≥ 0.1|B1|} and B∗∗

1 := {v ∈ B1 : dB∗∗(v) ≥ 0.1|B1|}. Note

that we can find B∗
1 and B∗∗ in time O(n2). By the minimum degree condition of B1, we know

B1 = B∗
1 ∪B∗∗

1 . Moreover, B∗ ⊆ B∗
1 and B∗∗ ⊆ B∗∗

1 .

Suppose B◦ := B∗
1 ∩ B∗∗

1 6= ∅. Since B∗ ∩ B∗∗ = ∅, we have B◦ ⊆ B1 \ B3 and so B◦ ⊆ V (K).

Let v be an arbitrary vertex in B◦ and H be the copy of Kr in K containing v. We extend

V (H) \ B1 to a copy H ′ of Kr such that |V (H ′) ∩ B∗| = |V (H) ∩ B1| by Proposition 6.17. Note

that (B3 ∪ V (H)) \ V (H ′) is connected via v and has a perfect matching which can be found in

time O(n4). By applying Lemma 6.3 with A′
i = A3

i for any i ∈ [s] and B′ = (B3 ∪ V (H)) \ V (H ′),
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we can find a Kr-factor of G[A′
1 ∪ · · · ∪ A′

s ∪ B′] in time O(sn4). Together with K ∪ {H ′} \ {H},

we obtain a Kr-factor of G.

Next suppose B∗
1 ∩ B∗∗

1 = ∅ and E(G[B∗
1 , B

∗∗
1 ]) 6= ∅. Let uv ∈ E(G[B∗

1 , B
∗∗
1 ]) with u ∈ B∗

1 and

v ∈ B∗∗
1 . Since there is no edge between B∗ and B∗∗, either u or v is in V (K). By Proposition

6.17, we swap uv out. Indeed, let Hu (resp. Hv) (if exists) be the copy of Kr in K containing u

(resp. v). Note that at least one of Hu and Hv exists. Assume that both Hu and Hv exist and

Hu 6= Hv (other cases are similar). Then we apply Proposition 6.17 twice and obtain H ′
u,H

′
v. Note

that (B3 ∪ V (Hu) ∪ V (Hv)) \ (V (H ′
u) ∪ V (H ′

v)) is connected via uv and has a perfect matching

which can be found in time O(n4). By applying Lemma 6.3 with A′
i = A3

i for any i ∈ [s] and

B′ = (B3 ∪ V (Hu) ∪ V (Hv)) \ (V (H ′
u) ∪ V (H ′

v)), we can find a Kr-factor of G[A′
1 ∪ · · · ∪A′

s ∪ B′]

in time O(sn4). Combining with K ∪ {H ′
u,H

′
v} \ {Hu,Hv}, we obtain a Kr-factor of G.

Finally, suppose B1 is disconnected with two components B∗
1 and B∗∗

1 . By the assumption of the

claim, at least one of |B∗
1 | and |B∗∗

1 | is even. Without loss of generality, assume that |B∗
1 | is even.

Since |B∗| is odd, there is a copy H of Kr in K such that |V (H)∩B∗
1 | is odd. By Proposition 6.17,

we can extend V (H) \ B∗
1 to a copy H ′ of Kr such that |V (H ′) ∩ B∗∗| = |V (H) ∩ B∗

1 |. Now note

that both |(B∗ ∪ V (H)) \ V (H ′)| and |B∗∗ \ V (H ′)| are even, and so (B3 ∪ V (H)) \ V (H ′) induces

a perfect matching which can be found in time O(n4). By applying Lemma 6.3 with A′
i = A3

i for

any i ∈ [s] and B′ = (B3 ∪ V (H)) \ V (H ′), we find a Kr-factor of G[A′
1 ∪ · · · ∪ A′

s ∪ B′] in time

O(sn4). Together with (K ∪ {H ′}) \ {H}, we obtain a Kr-factor of G. �

Therefore, the proof of (1) in the lemma is completed, and it remains to consider the case that

B1 is disconnected with two odd components. We need to show that G has a Kr-factor if and

only if G has a strong admissible Kr-tiling. Moreover, the existence of such Kr-tiling in G can be

checked by an algorithm that runs in time nO(1)2O(cr
r+2

), and if G has a Kr-factor, it also outputs

a Kr-factor.

Let X,Y be the two odd components of B1. By the minimum degree condition of G[B1], we

know that X,Y are almost complete and have order roughly n/r. Note that if we remove a strong

admissible F from G, then |X \ V (F )| − |Y \ V (F )| is even because |B1 \ V (F )| would be even.

To check whether G has a strong admissible Kr-tiling, we fix a copy H of Kr with an odd number

of vertices of B1 and use Lemma 5.2 to search for a Kr-tiling F in G \ V (H) such that F ∪ {H} is

[s+1]-admissible and |F ∪ {H}| ≤ (3t[s+1])
r +2 ≤ (r2c/0.11)r

r+2
+2. By similar arguments in the

proof of Lemma 6.12, the color-coding search takes time nO(1)2O(cr
r+2

). Since there are at most nr

such H, the running time of this process is O(nr) · nO(1)2O(cr
r+2

) = nO(1)2O(cr
r+2

).

Suppose we find a strong admissible Kr-tiling F . Let H be the copy of Kr in F with an odd

number of vertices of B1. Without loss of generality, we assume that V (H) ∩B1 ⊆ X. We extend

V (H) \B1 to a copy H ′ of Kr such that V (H ′) ∩B1 ⊆ Y . Let F ′ = (F ∪ {H ′}) \ {H}. Note that

exactly one of B1 \ V (F ) and B1 \ V (F ′) has two even components. Without loss of generality,

we assume that B1 \ V (F ′) has two even components and so it can induce a perfect matching. By
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applying Lemma 6.3 with A′
i = A1

i \ V (F ′) for any i ∈ [s] and B′ = B1 \ V (F ′), we can find a

Kr-factor of G[A′
1 ∪ · · · ∪A′

s ∪B′] in time O(sn4). Together with F ′, we obtain a Kr-factor of G.

Now suppose G has no strong admissible Kr-tiling and we need to show that G has no Kr-factor.

We may assume that G has an [s+1]-admissible Kr-tiling F of size at most (3t[s+1])
r – otherwise,

by Lemma 1.7, G has no Kr-factor. Since F is not a strong admissible Kr-tiling, every copy of Kr

in F has an even number of vertices of B1. Moreover, we claim that there is no edge in A1
i \ V (F )

for each i ∈ [s]. Suppose not and without loss of generality, A1
1 \ V (F ) has an edge. Then we

can find two disjoint copies of Kr with index vector (2, 1, . . . , 1, 1) and (0, 1, . . . , 1, 3), respectively.

The union of F and these two copies of Kr is a strong admissible Kr-tiling, a contradiction. This

implies that G−F contains s independent sets A1
i \V (F ) for i ∈ [s] and B1 \V (F ), which consists

of two odd components. Then note that G − F does not induce a Kr-factor. Indeed, no copy of

Kr in G − F contains more than r − 2 vertices from
⋃

i∈[r−2]A
1
i \ V (F ), and since it is balanced,

a Kr-factor of G − F (if it exists) must only contain balanced copies of Kr. This would induce a

perfect matching in B1 \ V (F ), which does not exist. Since this holds for any such F of size at

most (3t[s+1])
r, by Lemma 1.7, G has no Kr-factor.

This completes the proof of part (2) and also the proof of Lemma 6.11.

6.7. When s = r. At last, we study the case s = r. In this case, B is an empty set. We define

the partition (A1
1, . . . , A

1
r , B

1) in the same way as in other cases and note that by Fact 6.5(1)

|B1| ≤ rµ2/3n. Then we assign vertices in B1 to those A1
j ’s with negative slacks such that the sizes

of these new A1
j ’s are all at most n/r. Let (A2

1, . . . , A
2
r) be the resulting partition and note that

the vertices of B1 may be distributed among all parts. Let ti := |A2
i | − n/r for i ∈ [r]. As in the

previous case, we first sort t1, t2, . . . , tr,
c

0.99 ,−
c

0.99 by value and obtain that tτ(1) ≥ · · · ≥ tτ(i1) >
c

0.99 ≥ tτ(i1+1) ≥ · · · ≥ tτ(i2) ≥ − c
0.99 > tτ(i2+1) ≥ · · · ≥ tτ(r) in time O(r2). Then we use Algorithm

3 with r′ = r on tτ(1), . . . , tτ(r) and output I = [i′1, i
′
2] in time O(r), with properties (I1)–(I4). Let

I∗ := {τ(i) : i ∈ I}.

The characterization result in this case is the following.

Lemma 6.21 (Characterization for s = r). Given an n-vertex graph G with δ(G) ≥ (1−1/r)n− c,

let (A1
1, . . . , A

1
s, B

1) be the partition defined above in this section and suppose s = r. Let (A2
1, . . . , A

2
r)

and I∗ ⊆ [r] be defined as above. Then G has a Kr-factor if and only if G contains an I∗-admissible

Kr-tiling. Moreover, the existence of such Kr-tiling in G can be checked by an algorithm that runs

in time nO(1)2O(cr
r+2

), and if G has a Kr-factor, it also outputs a Kr-factor.

Proof. We start with applying Lemma 6.12 to search for an I∗-admissible Kr-tiling K1 in time

nO(1)2O(cr
r+2

). If it does not output an I∗-admissible Kr-tiling, then by Lemma 1.7, G has no

Kr-factor (and the partition (A2
1, . . . , A

2
r) is a certificate). So we may assume that it outputs an

I∗-admissible Kr-tiling K1. Then we apply Lemma 6.13 to find an [r]-admissible Kr-tiling K ⊇ K1

of size at most r2µ2/3n such that K1 ⊆ K and V (G) \ V (K) has a partition A3
1, . . . , A

3
r with

|A3
1| = · · · = |A3

r| ≥ n/r − r2µ2/3n, A3
i ⊆ A2

i for each i ∈ [r].
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Next we find a Kr-tiling Kb to cover all vertices of B1 not covered by K. Let v ∈ B1 ∩ A3
j

for some j ∈ [r] and note that dAi(v) ≥ 2µ1/3n for every i ∈ [r]. Without loss of generality,

assume that dA1(v) is the smallest among all dAi(v). By the minimum degree condition, we have

dA1(v) ≥ 2µ1/3n and dAi(v) ≥ 0.4n/r for i ∈ [2, r]. By (P3) and (P5), we can greedily find a copy

of Kr containing v and one vertex from each of A3
i , i ∈ [r] \ {j}. Moreover, as |B1| ≤ rµ2/3n and

|K| ≤ r2µ2/3n, one can greedily choose a Kr-tiling of size |B1 \ V (K)| that covers all vertices of

B1 \ V (K). Denote this Kr-tiling by Kb and the remaining vertex partition by (A4
1, . . . , A

4
r).

Finally, we apply Lemma 6.3 with A′
i = A4

i for any i ∈ [r] and B′ = ∅, and find a Kr-factor of

G[A4
1, . . . , A

4
r ] in time O(rn4). Together with K and Kb, we obtain a Kr-factor of G. �

7. Conclusion

Lemmas 6.11 and 6.21 together detail the hidden information of Lemma 1.6 when 0 < s ≤ r.

Indeed, one can set the family F in Lemma 1.6 to be either all I∗-admissible Kr-tilings or all strong

admissibleKr-tilings, according to the partition (A1
1, . . . , A

1
s, B

1) and the sets I, B1
b and B1. On the

other hand, by Theorem 2.2, in the non-extremal case (that is, when Algorithm 2 returns s = 0),

one can set F = {∅}. Therefore, Lemmas 6.11, 6.21 and Theorem 2.2 together imply Lemma 1.6

(and thus also Theorem 1.3).
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