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ERDOS-KO-RADO TYPE RESULTS FOR PARTITIONS VIA SPREAD
APPROXIMATIONS

ANDREY KUPAVSKII

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we address several Erdés—-Ko-Rado type questions for families
of partitions. Two partitions of [n] are t-intersecting if they share at least ¢ parts, and are
partially t-intersecting if some of their parts intersect in at least ¢ elements. The question
of what is the largest family of pairwise t-intersecting partitions was studied for several
classes of partitions: Peter Erdds and Székely studied partitions of [n] into ¢ parts of
unrestricted size; Ku and Renshaw studied unrestricted partitions of [n]; Meagher and
Moura, and then Godsil and Meagher studied partitions into ¢ parts of equal size. We
improve and generalize the results proved by these authors.

Meagher and Moura, following the work of Erdds and Székely, introduced the notion of
partially t-intersecting partitions, and conjectured, what should be the largest partially
t-intersecting family of partitions into ¢ parts of equal size k. The main result of this
paper is the proof of their conjecture for all ¢, k, provided £ is sufficiently large.

All our results are applications of the spread approximation technique, introduced by
Zakharov and the author. In order to use it, we need to refine some of the theorems
from the original paper. As a byproduct, this makes the present paper a self-contained
presentation of the spread approximation technique for t-intersecting problems.

1. INTRODUCTION

For a positive integer n, we use notation [n] = {1,...,n} and, more generally, [a,b] =
{a,a+1,...,b}. For aset X, the notation 2% and (‘)k( ) stand for the collection of all subsets
and all k-element subsets of the set X, respectively. A family is a collection of subsets of
X for some X.

This paper deals with intersection theorems, which constitute a large and important
class of results in extremal combinatorics. A family of sets is intersecting if any two sets
in the family have non-empty intersection, and is t-intersecting if any two sets intersect in
at least t elements. In their seminal paper, Erdds, Ko and Rado [6] determined the largest
size of an intersecting family in 2" and ([Z}) for all n, k. Later, after a series of papers by
Frankl [8], Wilson [18], and Frankl and Fiiredi [9], Ahlswede and Khachatrian [I] confirmed
Frankl’s conjecture on the size of the largest t-intersecting family in ([Z]) for any n, k, t.

Intersecting questions were investigated for many other structures. See a great survey
paper by Ellis [4] on the subject. The first result in this direction was due to Deza and
Frankl [3], who determined the largest size of an intersecting family of permutations. We
call two permutations o, 7 intersecting if for some element x we have o(z) = 7(z). Deza and
Frankl also found the largest family of 2- and 3-intersecting permutations when n and n—1 is
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a prime number, respectively. They also made a conjecture concerning the size of the largest
t-intersecting family of permutations. The progress on this problem was rather difficult.
After a series of papers, Ellis, Friedgut and Pilpel [5] managed to solve it for any constant
t, provided n > ng(t). Recently, the problem was resolved for any n and ¢ that satisfy
n > Ctlog? t by Zakharov and the author [12]. This was later improved to n > Ct by Keller,
Lifshitz, Minzer and Sheinfeld [I1] and then to n > (1+ €)t¢ for any ¢ > 0 by Kupavskii [?].
Early approaches to this question were algebraic, based on Hoffman-Delsarte type bounds
and representation theory. The approach of [5] combines junta approximations, coming
from Boolean Analysis, with representation theory. Zakharov and the author introduced a
combinatorial technique of spread approximations that is based on the breakthrough in the
Erdés—Rado sunflower problem due to Alweiss, Lovett, Wu and Zhang [2]. The approach
of [11] is based on hypercontractivity, an important tool from Analysis.

Another class of EKR-type problems with algebraic flavour deals with different classes of
partitions. Until now, it was approached either using the Delta-system method or algebraic
tools, based on the Delsarte-Hoffman bounds for suitable graphs. In this paper, we show
that the technique of spread approximations (an essentially combinatorial approach) allows
to gain significant progress in these questions.

Consider two partitions P = (Py,..., Py, ) and Q = (Q1,...,Qy,) of [n]. We say that P
and (@) t-intersect if they share at least ¢ parts, that is, P;, = Q;, for two sets of ¢ indices
{i1,...,3:} and {j1,...,7:}. We say that P and Q partially t-intersect if there are parts
P;,Q;, such that |P;NQ;| > t. A family of partitions is (partially) t-intersecting if any two
partitions from the family (partially) t-intersect.

1.1. General partitions. Let B, be the family of all partitions of [n]. Recall that |B,|
is the n-th Bell number B, (for general reference, see [19]). A natural example of t-
intersecting family in B,, is the family of all partitions that have {1},{2},...,{t} as parts.
The size of this family is B,_;. Ku and Renshaw [I3] proved the following result.

Theorem 1 (Ku and Renshaw [13]). Let n > ng(t) and assume that F C B, is t-
intersecting. Then |F| < By, with equality only possible if F is a family of all partitions
with t fized singletons.

In their proof, they require t < clogn. The theorem below gives a much better depen-
dence between the parameters.

Theorem 2. The conclusion of Theorem [ is valid for n > Ctlog?t with some absolute
constant C.

1.2. Partitions with k parts. Let P’ be the family of all partitions of [n] into ¢ parts.

Recall that |P%| = {Z
second kind (for general reference, see [20]). Peter Erdés and Lészlo Székely [7] proved the

following result.

}, where the expression on the right is the Stirling number of the
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Theorem 3 (Erdds and Székely [7]). Let n > ng(f) be large enough. Assume that F C P,

n—t
is t-intersecting. Then |F| < {E t}'

Here, we improve their result as follows.

Theorem 4. Let n,{,t be integers such thatt < € —2, n > 20logan and n > 48. Assume

—1
that F C P¢ is t-intersecting. Then |F| < {Z t}' Moreover, if F is not contained in a
n—t
family of all partitions with t fized singletons, then |F| < %{E t}'

Note that the question is trivial for ¢ = £ — 1, since if two k-partitions have £ —1 common
parts then the last part is also common, so they coincide.

1.3. Partitions with fixed profile. Let P = (ki,...,k;) be a non-decreasing sequence
of positive integers, called a profile, and put n = Zle k;. Consider the family of partitions
Up of n into ¢ parts, where the i-th part has size k; (partitions with profile P). A canonical
t-intersecting family of such partitions is a family .Afé ;» defined by a t-tuple X of disjoint

sets X1,..., X, where |X;| = k;. It consists of all partitions that contain each X; as one
of its parts.
A (k,¢)-partition is a particular type of profiled partitions, when k; = ... =k; =: k. In

other words, it is a partition of [k¢] into exactly ¢ blocks, each of size k. Let Uy, ¢ stand for
the family of all (k, £)-partitions, and put ug ¢ = |Uy¢|-
Meagher and Moura [14] proved the following theorems.

Theorem 5 ([I4]). Fiz positive integers k,{. Let F C Uy, be an intersecting family
of (k,0)-partitions. Then |F| < ugy—1, and the equality is only possible for canonical
intersecting families.

Theorem 6 ([14]). Fiz positive integers k,l,t. Suppose that either (k > ko(¢,t)) or (k >
t+2 and £ > ly(k,t)). Let F C Uiy be a t-intersecting family of (k,£)-partitions. Then
|F| < ugo—t, and the equality is only possible for canonical t-intersecting families.

In the theorem below, we extend their results to a large class of profiled partitions,
significantly improve the dependence between the parameters, and give a strong stability
result.

Theorem 7. Let t,{ be positive integers and P = (ki,..., k) be a profile. Assume that the
following holds: ¢ > 600; t < £/2; ki1 > 2. If F C Up is t-intersecting then |F| < ’Afét"
Moreover, if F is not contained in Aﬁt for some X then |A| < %|A‘§t|.

We did not try to optimize constant 600 in the statement. The point is that the bound
is reasonable.
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1.4. Partially t-intersecting partitions. In the notation of the previous subsection, let
P = (ki,...,k¢) be a profile that additionally satisfies k := k¢ > t. Put n =) k;. What
is the largest partially ¢-intersecting subfamily of Up? A natural candidate is a canonically
partially t-intersecting family Clj; C Up, where T is a set of size t, and Cg consists of
all partitions from Up that fully contain T in one of its parts. Similarly, for the case of
(k, £)-partitions, a canonically partially t-intersecting partition is a family Cg’g C Uy ¢ that
consists of all (k, ¢)-partitions with a part that contains a fixed set T, |T'| = t. Meagher
and Moura [I4] conjectured the following.

Conjecture 1 (Meagher and Moura, [14]). Let ¢, k,t be integers and F C Uy, ¢ be a partially
t-intersecting family. Then, for a t-element T C [k/],

1F| < ICLl-

Note that any two partitions are partially 1-intersecting, and thus U}, ¢ itself is a partially
l-intersecting family. The Meagher—Moura conjecture was proved by Godsil and Meagher
[10] for k = ¢ = 2 and all ¢. Meagher, Shirazi and Stevens [I5] proved it for ¢ = 2 and any
k, provided ¢ is sufficiently large. The approach in the first paper is algebraic, while the
second paper uses Delta-systems.

We prove the following theorem, which is the main result of this paper.

Theorem 8. The Meagher—Moura conjecture is true for any k,t, provided £ is sufficiently
large. Moreover, the only extremal examples have the form Cgé for some T.

This could be generalized to a much larger class of profiled partitions.

Theorem 9. For any k,t there exists £ such that for any P as above every largest partially
t-intersecting family of Up is of the form Cg for some T.

The proof that we present for Theorem [l goes almost verbatim for Theorem [d] except for
the more complicated notation and some slightly different estimates. Thus, we decided to
omit it. We also note that in both settings the proofs give a stability result that, informally
speaking, tells that any family that is within constant factor of the size of the extremal
family must be very close to one of the extremal families.

1.5. The structure of the remainder of the paper. In order to prove the theorems,
we use the spread approximation method. We need to make some improvements in the
main ingredients of the method, relaxing the conditions that we impose on the families, as
compared to [12]. For this reason, we present the proofs of the results from [12], taking
into account the requirements needed for this paper. The proof of the first theorem stays
essentially the same, while the second theorem is simplified and has an improved bound
as compared to [12]. This makes this paper a self-contained presentation of the version of
the spread approximation technique for t-intersecting problems. We also note that, while
working in the spread approximation framework gives us a huge lever, each of the problems
poses its own difficulties that we need to overcome.

In the next section we give an outline of the proofs of our theorems. In Section [3],
we present the parts of the spread approximation method that we use in this paper. In
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Section Ml we give the proofs of our main results. We note that in Section Ml we prove an
almost sharp lower bound on the ratio of consecutive Bell numbers, as well as the lower
bound for the number of partitions with parts of sizes at least 2, which may be of some
independent interest.

2. SKETCHES OF THE PROOFS

As we have already mentioned, the proofs of our Theorems are based on the spread
approximation method, introduced by Zakharov and the author [12]. The steps of the
proof are summarized below.

(1) Reformulate the problem in terms of families of sets. The problems we deal with
are for families of partitions, and the method of spread approximation is designed
for families of sets. Thus, we need to give an adequate set interpretation to the
problems. Theorems 2] [, and [7lare based on a more straightforward interpretation:
each possible part in a partition is treated as a singleton, and thus partitions become
sets of size at most n or exactly ¢, depending on the question. Theorems [8 and
require a more complicated interpretation. There, each pair of elements from the
original ground set becomes a singleton in the new ground set, and each partition
is turned into a set of all pairs of singletons that lie in the same part.

(2) Prove that the set family, corresponding to the ambient family of partitions, is
sufficiently spread (this is a certain quasirandomness notion that is crucial for the
spread approximations method and that we introduce in the next section). This is
again more or less complicated for different settings. For example, in the proof of
Theorem [2], in order to lower bound spreadness, we need to lower bound the ratio
B(n)/B(n —1).

(3) Take the extremal intersecting family F (depending on the setting) and apply the
spread approximation theorem. Get a lower-uniformity family &, which encodes
a family of “partial” partitions and that covers most of our family, as well as a
small remainder F/ C F that is not covered by S. The approximation is given by
Theorem [I31

(4) Show that this lower-uniformity family S is trivial for the extremal family: it
consists of a single t-element set T' (corresponding to different “partial” partitions
depending on the setting). This is done using Theorem [14]

(5) Show that, for an extremal family F, the remainder F' must be empty. This is
more of an ad-hoc argument, which requires a significant amount of effort in some
cases. In particular, for the case of B(n), we need to lower bound the number of
partitions with parts of sizes at least 2, and for the case of partially t¢-intersecting
families, we need to lower bound the probability that two random partitions of the
type as in Theorems[]],[9] have a not so small probability to not partially ¢-intersect.
Such bounds allow us to say that what we “lose” because of having some partitions
in ' cannot be compensated by what we “gain” by adding sets from F’ (keeping
in mind that we have upper bounds on the size of F7).
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For Theorems @ and [ steps 3 and 5 are omitted, since these families are sufficiently spread
so that we can apply Theorem [14] directly to F instead of S. Thanks to that, we get the
strongest stability results in these cases. We note that Theorem [I4] alone can be seen as a
strengthening of one of the important parts of the Delta-system method.

In the third and fourth step we need to do some refinement of the method, proposed by
Kupavskii and Zakharov. The fourth step is simplified and improved as compared to [12].

3. SPREAD APPROXIMATIONS

For a set X C [n] and a family G C 2" we use the following standard notation:
G(X)={A\X:GegG X CA}
G(X):={A:Ac G, ANX =0}.

We think of G(X),G(X) as of subfamilies of 2"\X. Let r > 1 be some real number. We
say that a family F is r-spread if, for any set X, |F(X)| < r~IXl|F|. We denote by ||F||
the average size of a set sampled from F: | F| = ﬁ > ser |S|. Note that || F]| is at most
the size of the largest set in F. We say that W is a p-random subset of [n] if each element
of [n] is included in W with probability p and independently of others.

The following statement is a variant due to Tao [16] of the breakthrough result that was
proved by Alweiss, Lowett, Wu and Zhang [2].

Theorem 10 ([2], a sharpening due to [I6]). If for some n,r > 1 a family F C 2 is
r-spread and W is an (md)-random subset of [n], then

5 m
Pr3FeF : FCW]|>1— (7> [kall
log,(79)
Recall that an ¢-sunflower is a collection of ¢ sets Fi, ..., Fy such that for any i # j we
have F;NF; = ﬂleFi. (In particular, ¢ pairwise disjoint sets form an ¢-sunflower.) The set
NF; is called the core. The theorem implies an important strengthening on the size of the

family that guarantees the existence of an f-sunflower. Namely, it implies that any family
F of k-sets with

(1) IF| > (Cllogy(ke))"

contains an f-sunflower, where C' is an absolute constant and can be taken to be
To construct spread approximations, we will need the following easy observation.

210,

Observation 11. Given r > 1 and a family F C 2", let X be an inclusion-mazimal set
that satisfies |F(X)| > v~ X F|. Then F(X) is r-spread as a family in 2"\X.

Proof. Indeed, by maximality, for any B 2 X of size b we have
IF(B)| < v *|F| < v HXF(X)).

To relate size and spreadness, we use the following observation.
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Observation 12. If for some a > 1 and F C ([Z]) we have |F| > oF then F contains an
a-spread subfamily of the form F(X) for some set X of size strictly smaller than k.

Proof. If F is a-spread then we are done. Otherwise, take the largest X that violates
the a-spreadness of F. Clearly, |X| < k and F(X) satisfies the requirements of the
observation. O

We note that this observation together with Theorem [I0l implies bound ().
The next theorem allows to construct low-uniformity approximations for sufficiently
spread families.

Theorem 13. Let n, k,t > 1 be some integers and A C 2" be a family. Consider a family
FCAN ([Snll) that is t-intersecting. Let q,7,m0 > 1 satisfy the following: r > 22 log,(2k),
r > 2q and rq > r. Assume that A is ro-spread.

Then there exists a t-intersecting family S of sets of size at most q (a spread approzi-
mation of F) and a ‘remainder’ F' C F such that

(i) We have F\ F' C A[S];
(ii) for any B € S there is a family Fg C F such that Fp(B) is r-spread;
(iif) || < (ro/r) 97 A

The crucial difference with [I12, Theorem 11] is that we only require r-spreadness from
A, instead of (r, t)—sreadnesﬂ. This is crucial in our application to Theorem [, because the
set interpretation of Uy, o is an r-spread, but not an (r,t)-spread, family. The proof of this
theorem is essentially the same as in [12]. We present it here for completeness.

Proof. The theorem is obtained using the following procedure. For i = 1,2,... with F! :=
F we do the following steps.
(1) Find an inclusion-maximal set S; such that |F?(S;)| > =~ 1%!|F;
(2) If |S;| > q or F? = ) then stop. Otherwise, put F*! := Fi\ Fi[S].
The family F?(S;) is r-spread by Observation [I1l
Let m be the step of the procedure for F at which we stop. Put S := {S1,...,Sn-1}.
Clearly, |S;| < g for each i € [m —1]. The family Fp promised in (ii) is defined to be F*[S;]
for B = S;. Next, note that if 7™ is non-empty, then
[F™ < rlSHF (S )| < el AS )| < (r/ro)om!| A
where in the last inequality we used the rg-spreadness of A. We put F' := F™. Since
either |S,,| > g or ' = (), we have |F'| < (ro/r) "7} Al.
The only thing left to verify is the t-intersection property. Take any (not necessarily
distinct) S;, S; € S and assume that |S;NS;| < ¢. Recall that G; := F'(S;) and G; := F/(S;)
are both r-spread.

9,501 = 16,1 = > Igl{ad = (1-

:EGSZ'\S]‘

|Si

T

1
2

)161 > 21,1

L(r, t)-sreadness means that any subfamily of the form A(T) with |T| < t must be r-spread)
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In the last inequality we used that |S;| < ¢ and that r > 2q. The same is valid for G;(S;).
Note that both Q;- = Qj(S'i) and G} := Qi(S’j) are subfamilies of 2[M\(5iUSi) Because of the
last displayed inequality and the trivial inclusion G;(Y') C G;(Y), valid for any Y, both g
and g;. are -spread, where 5 > 21 1og,(2k). Indeed, we have

21G5] = 1G;] = r1¥11g; ()] = rXi G (X)].

We are about to apply Theorem Let us put m = logy(2k), § = (2logy(2k))~, and
let /2 play the role of r. Note that md = % and 56 > 210 by our choice of . Theorem [I0]
implies that a 3-random subset W of [n]\ (S; U S;) contains a set from G’ with probability
strictly bigger than

1 - (L)l% o1 lemy L
log, 210 2

Consider a random partition of [n]\ (S; U S;) into 2 parts U;, Uj, including each element
with probability 1/2 in each of the parts. Then both Uy, ¢ € {i,j}, are distributed as W
above. Thus, the probability that there is F; € G, such that F; C Uy is strictly bigger
than % Using the union bound, we conclude that, with positive probability, it holds that
there are such Fy, F, C Uy, for each ¢ € {i,j}. Fix such choices of Uy and Fy, ¢ € {i,j}.
Then, on the one hand, both F; U S; and F; U S; belong to F and, on the other hand,
|(F; U S;) N (F;US;)| =1SiNSj| <t, acontradiction with F being ¢-intersecting. O

An important second step is to show that the approximation family S is trivial for an
extremal family. In [I2] Theorem 12], the authors worked with (r,¢)-spread families, which
we cannot afford in the proof of Theorem [ for the family U}, », and thus have to find ways
around it. Let us say that a family A C 2 is weakly (r,t)-spread if there exists a set
T C [n] of size t such that for any nonnegative integer s and a set U C [n] of size t + s
we have |A(U)| < r~*|A(T)|. Informally speaking, this akin to r-spreadness for the family
A(T), where T of size t is chosen so that |A(7")| is maximal.

Recall that a t-intersecting family S is non-trivial if | Npes F| < t.

Theorem 14. Let ¢ € (0,1], n,r,q,t > 1 be such that er > 24q. Let A C 2 e a weakly
(r,t)-spread family and let S C ([g]]) be a non-trivial t-intersecting family. Then there
exists a t-element set T' such that |A[S]| < e|A[T]].

The proof again follows closely the proof of [I12] Theorem 12], with a few changes. Again,
we present it here in full for completeness. In what follows, assume that T is a set of size
t that maximizes |A(T")|. For the proof, we will need the following simple observation.

Observation 15. For any positive integers n,p, a family A C 2" and a t-intersecting

family S C (Z‘I])) there exists a t-intersecting family T C (L"j)) such that A[S] C A[T] and

for any T € T and any proper subset X C T there exists T' € T such that | X NT'| < t.
One natural way to choose such 7 is to repeatedly replace sets in S by their proper

subsets while preserving the t-intersecting property.
In terms of Theorem [I4], let us iteratively define the following series of families.
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(1) Let 7o be a family given by Observation [I5] when applied to A and S with p = q.

(2) For i = 0,...,q —t we put W; = T; N (q[ﬁ]l) and let 7,11 be the family given by
Observation [I5] when applied to the families A (playing the role of A) and 7; \ W,
playing the role of S with p = ¢ —1i — 1.

Remark that 7; is t-intersecting for each i = 0,...,q — t by definition. We summarize the
properties of these series of families in the following lemma.

Lemma 16. The following properties hold for each i =0,...,q —t.

(i) All sets in T; have size at most q — i.
(ii) We have A[T;—1] C A[T;] U AW;_1].
(iii) The family T; does not have a subfamily Y and a set X such that Y(X) satisfies
IV(X)| > 1 and is > (¢ —i —t + 1)-spread.
(iv) We have [W;| < (6(q — 1))~
(v) If T; consists of a single t-element set X and this is not the case for T,_1 then
AT 1\ Wil < 2JA[T]]

The lemma is similar [12, Lemma 14], with two major differences. First, we replace the
use of sunflowers by the use of spread families, which improves the bound in (iv). Second,
in (v), where we replace a concrete X with a “universal” T  on the right-hand side.

Proof. (i) This easily follows by induction on i from the fact that all sets in S have size at
most ¢ and the definition of 7;.

(ii) We have A[T;_1] = A[Ti—1 \ Wi—1] U A[W;_1] and, by the definition of 7;, we have
A[Ti] D A[Tiz1 \ Wi-1].

(iii) Assume such ) and X exist. Assume that a set 7" € 7; intersects X in t — j
elements, j > 0. Then 7" intersects each set in Y(X) in at least j elements. For any set
Z disjoint with X we have |Y (X U Z)| < (¢ —i —t + 1)712l|Y|. There are, however, only
(Tl]\.X) < (q_i;tﬂ) subsets of 7"\ X of size j, and thus the part of Y(X) that intersects

T’ in at least j elements has size strictly smaller than

. . J .
("7 i eI < i [ <

a=1

This is a contradiction, ad thus 7 = 0. But then this contradicts the minimality of 7;: we
could have replaced 7;(X) with X.

(iv) This is trivial for ¢ = ¢ — t since 7, contains at most 1 set. In what follows,
we assume that ¢ < g —t. Take any set Y € W,. Since 7; is t-intersecting, there is a
t-element subset X C Y such that [W;| < (qt_l)\WZ(X)\ = (qg:t)\WZ(X)] Next, W;(X)
is (¢ — ¢ — t)-unform and does not contain a subfamily ) and a set X such that Y(X) is
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> (q—i—t+1)-spread. Using Observation[I2}, we conclude that |[W;(X)| < (g—i—t-+1)77""t.

wi<(, 270 Ja-i-ernr

q—1
<(H0) et
<6(g — iy~

(v) Let us assume that 7; = {X} for some t-element set X. Note that all sets in 7;_1
have size at least ¢t + 1. Otherwise, if there is X’ € T;_1 of size t then X’ is a proper
subset of all other sets from 7;_1, which contradicts the property of 7;_1 guaranteed by
Observation Thus, the sets in 77 := T;_1 \ W;_1, if any, have size at least t + 1 and
all contain X. Recall that, for a family F, the covering number 7(F) is the size of the
smallest cover: a set Y such that Y N F # () for each F' € F. Assume that 7(7'(X)) > q.
Each set in W;_; either contains X or intersects every set from 77(X). In the latter case,
it has size at least 7(77(X)), which is impossible because each set in W;_; has size at
most q. Thus, all sets from W;_1 contain X, implying that all sets from 7;_; contain X,
a contradiction. Therefore, 7(77(X)) < ¢. Recall that T,|T| = ¢, is such that |A(T)| is
maximal. If {x1,...,2,} is a covering of 7'(X) then we have

q
AT < JAX U] + -+ JAX U {zg ] < AT,
where in the last inequality we used the definition of 7" and the weak (r,¢)-spreadness. [J

Proof of Theorem [I4). Fix i as in Lemma [I6] (v). Note that by (i) such a choice always
exists. Let T be a t-element set such that |A[T]| is maximal. By the weak (r,t)-spreadness,
for any j < i and any W € W; we have |A[W]| < r~(@7=|A[T]|. By (iv) and the union
bound, we get |AW;]| < r~(@778)(64)@=7=8)| A[T]|. Using this and (v) we obtain
(i1) A @, g SN
ASI S AT+ Y AW < (24D r 60y )AL
j=1

j=0
€ = €,
< (= — <
< (5 26 VAT < elALT],
]:
where in the third inequality we used the condition on r and the bound on Cj. O

4. PROOFS

4.1. General partitions. Proof of Theorem 2L

Bni1 n
Lemma 17. For any n > 2 we have B > Tog, 7"

Proof. We use the following remarkable explicit formula for By, (see [17]):

o0 n

) Bn:éZ%.

s=0
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Let us compare the (s — 1)-th and s-th terms in the summation. We have

(s=1)"
(s—1 _ 1 " < g~/ -1
3) = 8(1 s) < se <e

s!

provided % > 1+ log, s, that is, n > s + slog, 5. Let us denote sg(n) the largest integer s

that satisfies this inequality, and note that so(n) > ﬁ for n > 16. (It is easy to verify
by direct substitution, using that e® < 16.)

Using (B]), we conclude that the terms in (2] grow faster than a geometric progression

with base e until at least sg, and so, using the formula for the sum of a geometric progres-

sion, we get Zso_l st< sg" We can thus bound B,, as follows:

s=0 sT = e—1 so!

n

o
e s
B"Se—lzg'

s=80

(We note that, of course, with a bit more care and for relatively large n, the fraction in
front should be essentially 1.) Let us now bound the ratio.

o0 n+1
Bn+1 > eZs:s?x()n) Sg—lsn > S()(e — 1) > n ‘
Bn TST Dsmso(n) 5T 2 2log, n

This completes the proof for n > 16. We have B,, > 2B,,_1 since, for each partition P of
[n — 1], element n can be either made a separate part or adjoined to one of the parts in P.
Similarly, B,, > 3B,,_1 for n > 5 because for each partition P but the single partition with
1 part it can be extended by n in at least 3 ways and, moreover, there are partitions that
can be extended in at least 4 ways. We are left to note that n/(2log,n) <2 for 2 <n <8
and n/(2log,n) <3 for 9 <n < 15. O

Given a partition P = (Py,...,FPy) € Pp, we denote by D,(P) C B, the family of
all partitions from B, that do not contain any of P; as a part. We call this family P-
derangements.

Lemma 18. For any partition P € B,, we have |D,(P)| > de~3loginp, .

Following our approach with more care, the constant in front of logz s can be improved

to % + ¢, provided n > ng(e) is large enough.

Proof. The first step, inspired by a compression operation from Ku and Renshaw [13], is
to show that |D,,(P)| is minimized for a partition that consists of n singletons. To do so,
for any given partition P that has a part P; with |P;| > 2, we introduce a new partition P’
that is the same as P except that it replaces part P; with two parts @Q;, @, where these are
non-empty disjoint sets such that Q; U Q} = P;. Take any partition U € D, (P’) \ D, (P).
Partitions P and P’ mostly coincide, and the only part that the former has and the latter
does not is P;. Thus, U must contain P; as a part. Define f(U) to be a partition that
coincides with U except it replaces P; with Q;, Q.. Then f(U) € D,,(P)\D,(P’). Moreover,
f is an injection. Thus, |D,(P’)| < |D,(P)]|.
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Repeatedly applying the splitting operation, we arrive at the all-singleton partition S,
for which the number of derangements is thus minimized. Following [13], we denote

Note that D, (S) is the family of all partitions with parts of size > 2. We have the following
recurrence relations:

n
n
By = Z <Z>Bz
i=0
n—1

=2

Let us prove by induction on s > 2 that we have

@ 5.2 I (- 25 (- 25%) o,

We have B;y1 > 2B; if ¢ > 1, and thus 1 = By = By and B; > 2i=1 for § > 2. Thus,

Yo ()Bi s+1 o 2+2

Yio()Bi o 3+ 3Xie2() T 3
Returning to (@), it is true for s = 2 because By =1 and By = 2. We have (using induction

in the first inequality below, the last displayed inequality in the third inequality below,
and Lemma [T in the fourth inequality)

s—1 s—1 i—1 )
BSHZZ(j)gizgz<j>rg(l_zloiefi1>>< 512y,

=2 =2

15+ 2log, (j + 1) 2]—1—2 gy

>_ (1—,67)( ()B

_2].1;[2 j+1 ZZ i
15 2log, (j + 1) 12\ 2 /s

=5 11 (1 - 25 ) [(1-57)% ()
7j=2 I 1=
15 2log, (j + 1)\ 1> 2j +2

5 -5 ) (-5 (B -
j:2 ‘7 J:Q

14 2log,(j +1) 2g+2

> TT (1 - 225 )(1 >B .

_21_[( j+1 s+1

<
[|
¥
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This proves (). Let us now obtain a bound on B,. First, we note that | (1 — 2’;{2> >

H1-T5,%2) 2 J0-F -2 )2 § Next,

s . )
H (1 _ QIOge Z) é ce= 323 310ige7, é Ce_% logzs
=3

7

for some positive constant c¢. In the first inequality we used the bound (1 — %) = (1+
ﬁ)_l 2 e_ﬁ_

Thus, we get
s Lo 312 /—3log?
B, > Ece 28" = e"2%" B,
for some positive constant ¢’. O

Proof of Theorem[2. We give the following set interpretation to 5,. Consider the ground
set 2[" and let P € B,, be mapped into a < n-element set A on 2", where each element of
A corresponds to a part from the partition P. In what follows, we think of B,, as a family
of sets. Note that, using Lemma [I7, for any set X € (2[:]), s < n, such that B,(X) is
non-empty, we get

n—1

n /s n—s\ /5 ' /s —1)! /(n—=1)
<|B|éj)|)1 = <BBn )1 = <Z,:1;[_S2lozgei)1 = <(210g(jn —1)1))”—1)1 1 =
nj/e n

>
2log.(n—1) ~ 6log.n’
where for the last inequality we need n to be somewhat large (e.g., n > 50 is sufficent).
From the above, we get that the family B, is rg = ﬁ— spread. Moreover, it is

weakly ( t)-spread for any t < n/2. Indeed, it is sufficient to consider the number

n
12log, n’
of all partitions that fix ¢ singletons (there are B, _; of them) and compare that with the
number of partitions that fix some ¢ + s parts, s > 1 (there are at most B,,_¢_ of those for
any choice of the parts to fix). To bound the ratio, we reuse the bounds displayed above.

We are now ready to prove the theorem. Take a t-intersecting family F C B,. First,
we apply Theorem I3 with » = ry/2 and ¢ = 2_10$. We get a t-intersecting family
S of sets of size at most ¢ (corresponding to collections of ¢ pairwise disjoint sets) and a

remainder family F’ such that
|]_—/| < 2—q—1Bn < n—q/ log, an < n—t—4loge an < n—4loge an—t-

Here we used a bound B,,/B,,—1 < n, which is valid since any partition of n — 1 elements
can be prolonged in at most n ways to a partition on n elements, as well as the bound
t+4log,n < @, valid for our choice of parameters.

Next, we apply Theorem [I4] to the family S with ¢ = 1/2. The family B,, is weakly
(ro/2,t)-spread, and we have rg/2 > 48¢, and thus the inequality on the parameters is
satisfied. We conclude that either |F| < 1B,_; + |F'| < 0.6B,_¢, or S consists of one



14 ANDREY KUPAVSKII

t-element set S. Moreover, in order for F to be maximal, this set in the partition language
must clearly correspond to a collection of ¢ singletons.

Finally, let us show that 7\ B,,[S] must be empty. Indeed, assume P € F'\B,[S]. Then,
by Lemma [I8], the number of partitions in B,,(S) that are derangements with respect to P
(induced on the complement of S in the partition language), is at least ¢/ ¢~ 3 logz(n—t) B4,
which is larger than |F'| by the last displayed formula. We get that if 7’ is non-empty,
then F cannot be extremal. This completes the proof of the theorem. O

4.2. Partitions with &k parts. Proof of Theorem [4l. We will need the following relation
between Stirling coefficients of the second kind.

-1
Lemma 19. For eachn > 1+ 2flogyn, ¢ > 2 we have {Z} > n2{z 1 }

Proof. Stirling numbers obey the following recurrence relation:
n| [n—1 ny n—1
ef -1 ¢

From here, we see that {Z} > ﬁ{n ; 1}. Next, let us compare {n z 1} and {Z _11}

Consider a bipartite graph between {-partitions and (¢ — 1)-partitions of [n — 1], where two
partitions are connected by an edge if one is a refinement of the other. Let us count the
degrees in this graph. The neighbors of an ¢-partition X are the (¢ — 1)-partitions obtained
by merging two parts of X. Thus, the degree of X is (g) The neighbors of an (¢ — 1)-
partition Y are those that can be obtained by subdividing one of the parts of Y into non-
empty parts. Assume that the parts Y7,..., Yy have sizes kq, ..., ky, Zle k; = n. There are
2t~1 _1 ways to subdivide Y;. Thus, the degree of Y is Zle(2ki_1 —1) > 27 =D/t _y
by convexity. The last expression is at least #n?/2 —¢ by our assumption on n. Concluding,
the degree of any element in the /-partitions part is > n?/¢ times smaller than the degree
of any element in the (¢ — 1)-partitions part. Double counting the number of edges, we

-1 -1
get that {n ’ } > n? /Z{Z 1} in our assumptions. Combining it with the displayed

-1
formula, we get that {Z} > nz{n } O

Proof of Theorem[4 We interpret PL as a subfamily of B,,. That is, the ground set is o],
and each X € Pfl is mapped into an f-element set on 2", where each element of the set
corresponds to a part from the partition X. In what follows, we think of P! as a family of
{-element sets.

Let us derive that P is weakly ("2—2, t)-spread for each t < ¢—2. We take a collection of ¢
distinct singletons as the set T" in the definition of a weakly spread partition. The number

t
of {-partitions extending it is { } The number of partitions with any ¢+ s fixed parts

n —
0—t
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is at most {Z:f:z} Using Lemma, [I9, we have
el ISl g s (n2)2)0
0—t (—t—s) — - ’

—t— 2
provided {—t—s > 1. If {—t—s = 0 then we combine it with the bound {n st }

2
n—t—s
L—t—s
n). Thus, the last displayed inequality is always true, and we conclude that P! is weakly
(%2, t)-spread for each t < ¢ — 2.

Apply Theorem [4 to F with ¢ = 1/2, ¢ playing the role of ¢ and r = n?/2. We need
to check if r > 48¢. The inequality clearly holds for n satisfying n > 2¢logsn and n > 48.
We conclude that either F is a family of partitions extending a fixed set of ¢ singletons, or

—1
|F| < %{Z B t}' This concludes the proof of the theorem. O

gn—t=s+l > on/2 >nt = n4{ } (the last inequality is valid due to our choice of

4.3. Profiled t-intersecting partitions. Proof of Theorem [7. For this proof, we
also interpret Up as a subfamily of the family corresponding to B,. This way, we have
Up C (2[;]). In this setup, we also can directly apply Theorem [I4] with ¢ = 1/2 and get
the desired conclusion, provided that we can show that U, ¢ is a weakly (r,t)-spread family
with r > 48¢. We will show this below. Let a; be the number of partitions that contain
fixed parts of sizes ki,...,k;, and let by be the number of partitions that contain fixed
parts of sizes k;,i € U. Note that, for any w and U with |U| = w we have a,, > by.
Let U be a subset of [¢] of size t + s. For shorthand, let us denote n; = Zf:j 41 ki and
note that for j > j' we have % > %. Also note that in our assumptions we have
ng > kip1 (0 —t) > max{/, 2s}.

ne!

-t nt -

G > at o Hf:t+1 k! o nt! > Hi:nt+s+l i

b = - s! - t+5 - —1 _ _ . :

by = arys ﬁ s [T 2540 kil 2571 ((ne — nugs — 2(s — 1))!
i=t4s+1 i

In the last inequality, to bound the product of factorials in the denominator we used that
for k > K we have klE'! < (k + 1)!I(k — 1), as well as that k; > 2 for i > t + 1. We
iteratively applied it to show that, in the conditions k; > 2 and zzif L1 ki = ne — nygs,

the denominator is maximized when the first s — 1 k;’s are equal to 2. Below, we use that

H?;nt_—25+3i = (nt)!/.(nt - 25 4 2)! > ((ng)) =2/ > (n;/e)?*~2 and that n; > £. The
last displayed expression is equal to
. —25+2 . _
[t 213 | K > (ne/e)?s2 ' <nt — 25+ 2) > (£/6)252 (nt —2s+ 2>
251 ((ng —mpgs —2(s = 1)) — 2571 Nits - Nits '

If s > (/4, then it is an easy calculation to check (£/6)%5=2 > (£/12)%. If s < (/4
then (”t_2s+2) > (%2). In any case, we can conclude that the RHS of the last displayed

Nt+s



16 ANDREY KUPAVSKII

inequality is at least (¢/12)%%. We get that the family Up is weakly (¢2/12,t)-spread. Since
¢%/12 > 48¢ for £ > 600, this is sufficient for our application of Theorem 4l

4.4. Partially t-intersecting partitions. Proof of Theorem [Bl In what follows, we
assume that & > 3. First, we interpret U, as a family of sets. Put N := (k;) and
correspond to each partition P in Uy, the set of all pairs of elements z1, x5 € [k/] such that
x1 and z9 belong to the same part in P. Note that, in graph terms, P is a collection of £

k-cliques. As a set, each P has size E(g) In what follows, we often work with partitions in
this set form and think of U}, ¢ as a family in ( ([kN)]Z)
2

We shall show that, as a set family, U}, ¢ is sufficiently spread, provided / is large enough.
For that, we need to analyze the numbers of different partitions. Consider a collection
X ={Xy,...,X,} of disjoint sets in [k¢], such that 2 < | X;| < k. We call X a subpartition.
Put m(X) = >7 (] X;| — 1). We say that a (k,¢)-partition P = (Py,...,P;) extends a
subpartition X if for each 4 there is j such that X; C P;. Assume first that m(X) < k¢/3.
We claim that the number uy, o(X) of partitions that extend X is at most (%)muk,g. Indeed,
we have the following bound:

(kt—m(X)—a)!

uk,(X) _ R T, (X!
o k0)! -
Uk L Zf(k!))‘
km(X)—l—aea km(X)—l—aea 3m(X)+a gm(X)

(kg _ m(X) _ a)m(X)—I—a < (kg/g)m(X)-l—a < gm(X) < (X))’
where we used twice that m(X) > a. Note that this holds for subpartitions X that fix at
most k¢/3 elements and fix at least 2 elements in each “active” block. If a partition fixes
more elements (but also has at least 2 elements in each block), then we can simply take
a subpartition of size k¢/3 and apply the bound to that subpartition. Thus, we get the
following bound for larger subpartitions.

ke/3 m(X)/3
(5) wtX) 9707 9
Uk ¢ 0ke/3 m(X)/3

Note that the last bound is valid for any partition that fixes at least 2 elements in each
block.

Let us now analyze, how is restricting to partitions that extend X is expressed in set
terms. The family of partitions that extend X can be expressed in different WaysE Actually,
it is necessary and sufficient for each 7 € [a] to fix a subgraph on X; that is connected,

and add no other edges. Thus, the largest number of edges we can fix is Y i, (‘)gi‘) =
O W <kse (1X]-1)= ka(X) Put differently, if we have fixed = edges, then

1=

the corresponding X satisfies m(X) > [%’1 We also note that, in the set interpretation,
the corresponding partition cannot fix exactly 1 element in a part, and thus the bound (&)

2In what follows, we refer to elements of [N] as edges in the graph sense. It is natural since they
correspond to pairs of elements of the original ground set.



ERDOS-KO-RADO TYPE RESULTS FOR PARTITIONS VIA SPREAD APPROXIMATIONS 17

is valid for all subpartitions that may arise this way. From here, we get that the family
Uy 0 is (é)z/%fspread.

If ¢ is sufficiently large (say, £ > k¢* with some large constant C), this spreadness is
sufficient to apply the spread approximation machinery. But before we do so, let us analyze,
what happens with the ¢-intersecting property when passing to the set interpretation. If two
(k, £)-partitions partially ¢-intersect, then they have (;) edges in common. In what follows,
we will be working with this (;)-intersection property for set families. However, there is a
complication that we have to overcome: there are obviously many other ways for two sets
to have intersection of size > (é), without the corresponding partitions necessary being
partially t-intersecting. Luckily, being partially ¢-intersecting is the most “economical”
way, which allows us to overcome this complication.

Consider a (;) -intersecting (in the set sense) family F C Uy ¢. Apply Theorem [I3] with
r = (5)1/3’“ rg = (5)2/3’“, q = k'%. The uniformity E(k) plays the role of k from the

theorem. We need (£/9) 3k S 910 and (5 £)2/k > 212 log2(2€( )). Both inequalities on r

are valid, provided, say, £ > k'9%_ This allows us to apply Theorem [[3 and get a family S
of sets of size at most ¢ that cover most partitions in F, and a remainder family 7' C F
satisfying

1/3k~ k10
(6) \F'| < (r/ro) Ty, < <<€) > U < €_k7uk,z-

The next step is to apply Theorem [I4] to our approximation S with ( ) playing the
role of t. Before we do so, we need to show that U}, o possess the weak (7, (;)) spreadness

property with a sufficiently large /. In order to do so, we need to return to the analysis
of the subpartitions. Let E be a collection of (;) edges and let X = (Xy,...,X,) be the

corresponding subpartition. Then (%) = 2%, (pgi'). Recall that m(X) = > 7 (| X;] — 1).
Observation 20. (i) We have m(X) =t — 1 if and only if a = 1, and the subpartition
consists of just 1 set Xy of size t.

(ii) If E is a collection of (;) + s edges, then the corresponding partition X (E) satisfies
m(X(E)) >t—1+7.

Proof. (i) We have Y 7, (pgi') < max |Xl|w < (;), where the last inequality turns into
equality iff max | X;| = t.

(i) We know that for a set E/ C E of (}) edges the corresponding partition X (E')
satisfies m(X(E’)) > t — 1. Next, assuming F is a collection of ( ) + s edges as in the
proposition and that extends E’, we have

=Bl 7= <'X§E)'> (5

i=1

<Z’X X <erX Xi(E')| = k(m(X(E)) - m(X(E"))).

combmlng with m(X(E/)) >t — 1, we get the result. O
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Choose a collection T of (;) edges that corresponds to a subpartition of 1 t-element set
(in other words, a t-clique). Once we are equipped with the property that for any collection
of edges F of size (;) + s the corresponding partition X satisfies m(X) > ¢ —1+ £, it is
easy to do similar calculations as for uy, and u(X) above, and obtain that U, 1 (T) is
r’-spread with r’ = (Z_Tl)l/ % We note that this weak (r,t')-spreadness property is subtle
in this application: the family U, ¢ only possesses it for ¢’ = (;) for integer ¢.

The next step is to apply Theorem [I4 to our approximation S. Let (;) play the role
of t, ¢ = 1/2, r' playing the role of r, and ¢ = k'°, as above. Again, we can see that
the inequality on 7’ is valid, provided ¢ is large enough (again ¢ > k¥ is sufficient). The
conclusion is that & must consist of a single set T of size (é), otherwise the size of Uj, ¢S]
is at least twice smaller than Uy, ¢[T] for the largest 7. Moreover, T' must correspond to a
subpartition consisting of one t-element set.

At this point, we have proved a rough version of the conjecture, along with stability: if

the size of a partially ¢t-intersecting family of (k, ¢)-partitions is at least 0.51|C,€Z|, then it
is contained in some C,Z:Z, with an exception of at most €_k7uk,g sets. These exceptional
sets form the family F’ from above, and we next aim to show that this family is empty.
(In what follows, we assume that F' N C;gé = (), since otherwise we could move these sets
to F\ F'.)

In order to show that 7' = () for an extremal F, we need to get some understanding on
how often do random (k, £)-partitions partially ¢-intersect.

Lemma 21. Lett > 2. For a given set T of size t and a (k,l)-partition Y = (Y1,...,Y;) ¢
Cg’z, the number of other (k,{)-partitions from Cg’z that do not partially t-intersect it is at

2
least 02k Uk 0-

Proof. Fix some partition X = (X1,...,Xy) € ng and consider a random permutation
o:[kO\T — [k€]\ T. We will prove that

Pr[o(X) partially ¢-intersects Y] <1 — e

Given that |C],| > E"ﬁuk’g and that a uniform random permutation o generates a uni-

formly random element of C]zg, the statement of the lemma follows from the displayed
formula.

We shall expose o block by block, where the i-th block describes where is X; mapped.
Let us denote by A; the event that |o(X;) NY;| > t for some j. We suppose that 7' C X.
Let us first deal with the first “exceptional” event A;. There are two possible ways for it to
occur. First, it is possible that for some j we have |Y; NT|=t—1and o(X;\T)NY; # 0.
Note, that there are at most 2 such j (at most 1 for ¢ > 3). To bound this probability, we
simply look at the probability that these sets intersect. The second possibility is covered
by the event that |o(X;\T)NYj| > 2 for some j. This is the event that the sets of edges of
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X1\ T and of the partition Y intersect. Thus, we can provide the following simple bound:

21X\ 7], (50"

Kl —t (*C1)

(7) Prio(X1) NY; >t for some j] < <

N —

Next, we are going to bound the probability that A; happens, given that none of the
Aj, ..., A;_1 happened. Each of these events is included in the event that |o(X;)NY;| > 2
for some j. This is the event that the sets of edges of X;\T and of the partition Y intersect.
At this point, we are working with the partition that Y induces on [k¢]\o(X;U.. .UX;_1).
The latter set has size k(¢ — i + 1). Restricted to it, Y is a partition into parts of size at
most k each. Thus, the number of edges in Y is at most (g) (¢ — i+ 1), and we have the
bound

_ _ (g) Zé.zl (‘Y}\(O’(XIL;---UXi—l))‘) (k)2(£ —it1) k2
(8) Pr[A;|A;,..., A1) < : ) <2 () <577

2

We will use this bound up to i = £ — k2. The remaining parts, that is, R := o(X,_2,; U
... U X)) form a set of size k3. The partition Y induced on R again consists of sets of size
at most k, and clearly there is at least 1 choice of o so that each X; does not intersect each
part of Y induced on R in more than 1 element. At the same time, the number of different
partitions of R into k2 parts of size k is at most k:?’kg, and thus

(9) PrA, 21 N...NA | Ay, . Ap_e] > k3
Combining the bounds (@), [®), ([@), we get

1—k2
!
PN, A = 5k I (1 +
i=1

0—k2 k2
- Zi:l

2 -1
: =) 2%’“_%36 O >

200 — i) —

O

This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Returning to the extremal family F, assume that F' is non-empty and thus contains
some partition Y. Lemma 2] implies that |C,€é \ F| > €_2k2uk,g. But (@) implies that

|F'| <%, We conclude that |F/| < ICT,\ F|, and thus F’ cannot be extremal unless F’
is empty. This concludes the proof of the theorem.
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