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Abstract

In this note we show the following strengthening of a multipartite version of the Hajnal—
Szemerédi theorem. For an integer » > 3 and v > 0, there exists a constant C' such that
if p > Cn=%/"(log n)l/(g) and G is a balanced r-partite graph with each vertex class of size
n and 0*(G) > (1 — 1/r + v)n, then with high probability the random subgraph G(p) of G
contains a K,-factor. We also use it to derive corresponding transversal versions.

1 Introduction

Determining the minimum degree condition for the existence of spanning structures is a central
theme in extremal graph theory, which is called the Dirac-type problem because of the corner-
stone result of Dirac [I1] on the existence of Hamilton cycles. One of the most frequently studied
spanning structures is the factor. Given graphs H and G, an H-tiling of G is a collection of
vertex-disjoint copies of H in G. An H-factor of G is an H-tiling which covers all vertices of
G. The classic theorem of Corradi and Hajnal [10] states the minimum degree condition for
the existence of a triangle factor. More generally, Hajnal and Szemerédi [14] determined the
minimum degree for the existence of a K,-factor.

Theorem 1.1 ([I0] for the r = 3 case, [14]). Let G be an n-vertex graph with n € rN. If
0(G) > (1 —1/r)n, then G contains a K,-factor.

Let G be an r-partite graph with vertex classes Vi,...,V,. We say that G is balanced if
|Vil = |Vj| for any 1 <i < j <r. Write G[V;,V}] for the induced bipartite subgraph on vertex
classes V; and Vj. Define 0*(G) to be mini<;<j<, 6(G[V;, V;]). The following multipartite version
of the Hajnal-Szemerédi theorem was proved independently and simultaneously by Keevash and
Myecroft [19], and by Lo and Markstrom [24].

Theorem 1.2 ([19, 24]). For every v > 0 and integer r, there exists an integer ng = ng(r,~y)
such that if G is a balanced r-partite graph with each vertex class of size n > ny and 0*(G) >
(1 =1/r +~)n, then G contains a K,-factor.

1.1 Robustness.

The study of the robustness of graph properties has received considerable attention recently,
aiming to enhance classic results in extremal graph theory and probabilistic combinatorics. We
refer the reader to a comprehensive survey of Sudakov [35] which collect numerous results in
this direction. There are several different measures of robustness mentioned in [35], such as
random subgraphs, Maker-Breaker games, incompatibility systems and so on. In this paper the
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measure of robustness we are interested in is random subgraphs. Let 0 < p < 1 and G(n,p)
be the binomial random graph. Given an n-vertex graph G, we call G(p) := G N G(n,p) the
random subgraph (or random sparsification) of G. We say that G(p) has a graph property P
with high probability, or whp for brevity, if the probability that G(p) has P tends to 1 as n goes
to infinity. In particular, G(p) = G(n,p) when G is the complete graph K.

The first result on robustness of graph properties with respect to random subgraphs is a
robust version of Dirac’s theorem, obtained by Krivelevich, Lee and Sudakov [22]. More precisely,
they proved that there exists a constant C' such that for p > C(logn)/n and an n-vertex graph
G with 6(G) > n/2, whp G(p) contains a Hamilton cycle. Recently, Allen, Béttcher, Corsten,
Davies, Jenssen, Morris and Roberts [3] proved a robust version of the » = 3 case of Theorem
[CI Later, Pham, Sah, Sawhney and Simkin [33] derived a robust version of Theorem [[LT] with
spread techniques.

Theorem 1.3 ([3] for the r = 3 case, [33]). For any integer r > 3, there exists a constant
C = C(r) such that for any n € N and p > Cn~2/"(log n)l/(g) the following holds. If G is an
n-vertex graph with §(G) > (1 — 1/r)n, then whp G(p) contains a K,-factor.

For more results on robustness of Dirac-type theorems, we refer the reader to [18| 20, B3].
In this paper we prove a robust version of Theorem

Theorem 1.4. Let r > 3 be an integer and let v > 0. There exists a constant C = C(r,)
such that for any sufficiently large n and p > C’n*2/r(log n)l/(;) the following holds. If G is a
balanced r-partite graph with each vertex class of size n and 6*(G) > (1 — 1/r + ~)n, then whp
G(p) contains a K,-factor.

1.2 Transversal (robust) versions.

Recently, there has been much research on the study of transversal versions of Dirac-type results
[T, 2, 5 [0 7, 8L Ol [12], 17, 251 26, 27) 28], 31]. Given a family of graphs G = {G1,...,G,, } defined
on the same vertex set V, an m-edge graph H defined on V' is transversal if |E(H)NE(G;)| =1
for each ¢ € [m]. In particular, Cheng, Han, Wang and Wang [7] proved transversal versions
of an asymptotic analogue of the Hajnal-Szemerédi theorem and Theorem It is worth to
mention that for general F-factor, Montgomery, Miiyesser and Pehova [31] derived a transversal
version of an asymptotic analogue of the Kithn—Osthus theorem [23].

Theorem 1.5 ([7]). For every v > 0 and integer r, there exists ng such that the following holds
for any n > ng and n € rN. If G; is an n-vertex graph on the vertex set V with 6(G;) >
(1 =1/r+7)n for any i € [2(3)], then {G1,... ,Gﬂ( )} contains a transversal K,-factor.

™ \2
Theorem 1.6 ([7]). For every~y > 0 and integer r, there exists ng such that the following holds
for any n > ng. Let Gy be a balanced r-partite graph with vertex classes Vi,...,V, and |V;| =n
forany i € [n(y)] and j € [r]. If 6*(G;) > (1=1/r+~)n for anyi € [n(})], then {G1,... ,Gn(;)}
contains a transversal K,.-factor.

In this paper, we further consider transversal robust versions of Dirac-type theorems, aiming
to simultaneously generalize the above results. Recently, Ferber, Han and Mao [12] studied a
transversal robust version of Dirac’s theorem and derived Theorem [[7] (in fact, they proved
a transversal version of resilience result on Hamiltonicity which implies Theorem [[7)). Very
recently, Anastos and Chakraborti [4] improved this result by removing the error term in the
minimum degree condition with spread techniques.

Theorem 1.7 ([12]). Let v > 0. There exists a constant C' = C(v) such that for any sufficiently
large n and p > Clogn/n the following holds. If G; is an n-vertex graph on the vertex set V.
with §(G;) > (1/2 4+ y)n and H; ~ G;i(p) for any i € [n], then whp {H1,...,Hy,} contains a
transversal Hamilton cycle.



The proof of Theorem [[.7] is based on the local resilience result on Hamiltonicity in random
directed graphs by Montgomery [30]. However, there is no resilience result on K,-factors for
r > 3. Instead of applying the resilience result, we make use of Theorem [[.4] and obtain
transversal robust versions of the (multipartite) Hajnal-Szemerédi theorem.

Theorem 1.8. Let r > 3 be an integer and let v > 0. There exists a constant C = C(r,~)
such that for any sufficiently large n € rN and p > C’n_Q/r(log n)l/(;) the following holds. If G;
is an n-vertexr graph on the vertex set V with 6(G;) > (1 — 1/r + v)n and H; ~ G;(p) for any
i€ [2(5)], then whp {Hq,... ,H% (;)} contains a transversal K,-factor.

Theorem 1.9. Let r > 3 be an integer and let v > 0. There exists a constant C = C(r,7)
such that for any sufficiently large n and p > Cn*Q/”(log n)l/(;) the following holds. Let G;

be a balanced r-partite graph with vertex classes Vi,...,V, and |V;| = n for any i € [n(3)] and
J €[] If6°(Gi) = (1= 1/r+)n and Hi ~ Gi(p) for any i € [n(3)], then whp {Hy,.... H,(}

contains a transversal K, -factor.

2 Notation and preliminaries

For positive integers a,b with a < b, let [a] = {1,2,...,a} and [a,b] = {a,a + 1,...,b}. For
constants z,y, z, ¢ = y + z means that y — z <z < y + 2, and * < y means that for any y > 0
there exists x¢p > 0 such that for any x < zg the subsequent statement holds. 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 Ny(v) = Ng(v) N A and dg(v) = |[Ng(v) N A|. Define K,.(G) (resp. K, (G,v)) to be the
family of all copies of K, (resp. copies of K, containing v) in G. The size of a K,-tiling in G is
the number of vertex-disjoint copies of K, it contains. The r-cligue complex of a graph G is an
r-uniform hypergraph whose edges are the r-sets of vertices {v1,...,v,} each inducing a copy
of K, in G. For a vertex subset A C V(G), let G[A](p) be the random subgraph of the induced
subgraph G[A]. Given a set S of size m, let Sym(S) be the set of all m! permutations of S.

2.1 Concentration inequalities

Lemma 2.1 (Chernoft’s inequality, [16]). Let X be a sum of independent Bernoulli random
variables and A = E(X). Then for any 0 < a < 3/2, we have

PX > (1+a)) < e~ M3 and PX <(1-a)\ < e~ @*N2,

Lemma 2.2 (Janson’s inequality, [16]). Let G be a graph and F C 2F(&) be a collection of
subgraphs of G and p € [0,1]. For any F € F, let Ir be the indicator variable which is 1 if F is
present in G(p) and 0 otherwise. Let X =) prIr, A = E(X) and

A= > E(Iplp).

(F,F"\eF2:FNF'#)

Then for any 0 < a < 1, we have

a2)\2

PIX <(1-a)A] < - .
X< (-an <ew (55 )
Lemma 2.3 (Talagrand-type inequality, [29]). Let {Bi,..., Bk} be a family of finite non-empty
sets and Q@ = [, Sym(B;). Let m = {m,..., 7} be a family of independent permutations, such
that for each i € [k], m; € Sym(DB;) is chosen uniformly at random. Let ¢ and r be constants and
let h be a nonnegative real-valued function on ). Suppose that h satisfies the following conditions
for each m € Q.



o [f we swap any two elements in any m;, the value of h can change by at most 2c.

o If h(m) = {, then there exists a set Tproof C T of size at most v/, such that h(n') > £ for
any © € Q where ™ D Tproof-

Let M be the median of h(w). Then for each a > 0, we have

a?

2.2 Regularity

Given a graph G and disjoint vertex subsets X,Y C V/(G), the density of the pair (X,Y) is

defined as
e(X,Y)

d(X,Y) = ,
(XY
where e(X,Y) := e(G[X,Y]). For € > 0, the pair (X,Y) is e-regular if for any A C X,B CY
with |A] > ¢|X]|,|B| > ¢|Y|, we have

d(A, B) — d(X,Y)| < .

In addition, (X,Y") is (g,d)-regular if d(X,Y) > d for some d > 0. An r-tuple (Xq,...,X,) of
pairwise disjoint subsets of V(G) is (e, d)-regular if each pair (X;, X;) with 1 <7 < j < ris
(e,d)-regular.

We say that (X,Y) is (e,d,d)-super-reqular if (X,Y) is (e,d)-regular and dx(v) > §|X]|
for any v € Y and dy(u) > d|Y| for any v € X; (X,Y) is (e,d)-super-reqular if (X,Y) is
(e,d,d — €)-super-regular. The corresponding definitions for regular tuples are analogous. By
the above definitions, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.4. Let 0 < e <1 and (X,Y) be a pair of vertex sets such that d(z,Y) > (1 —¢)|Y|
and d(y, X) > (1 — )| X| for everyx € X andy € Y. Then (X,Y) is (\/e,1 — &)-super-regular.

Fact 2.5. Let (X,Y) be an (e, d)-regular pair, and B C Y with |B| > ¢|Y|. Then all but | X|
vertices v € X have dg(v) > (d —¢)|B].

Lemma 2.6 (Slicing Lemma, [21]). Let (X,Y) be an (e,d)-regular pair, and for some n > ¢,
let X' C XY CY with | X'| > n|X|,|Y'| > n|Y|. Then (X',Y') is an &'-regular pair with
e = max{ 7,2}, and for its density d" we have d > d —e.

By Fact and Lemma 2.6] the following lemma holds.

Lemma 2.7. Letr € N and 0 < e <d < 1 withe < 5. If (Vi,...,V;) is an (e, d)-regular tuple
with |V;| = n for every i € [r], then there are subsets V] C V; with |V/| = (1 — (r — 1)e)n for
every i € [r] such that the r-tuple (V{,...,V.!) is (2¢,d — &,d — re)-super-regular.

Lemma 2.8 (Counting Lemma, [2I]). Given d > ¢ >0, r,m € N and an r-vertex graph H, let
G be a graph obtained by replacing every vertex v; of H with an independent set V; of size m
d?"

and every edge v;v; of H with an (e, d)-regular pair (V;,V;). If e < T = dy, then there are

at least (dom)" copies of H in G so that each v; is embedded into the set V;.

Lemma 2.9 (Degree form of the Regularity Lemma, [21]). Let G be a graph with vertex set V.
For every e > 0, there is an M = M (e) such that if d € [0, 1] is any real number, then there is a
partition V =Vo UV U... UV, and a spanning subgraph G' C G with the following properties:

1. 1/e <k < M,

2. |Vo| <elV| and |Vi| =m for all 1 <i <k with m < |V,



3. der(v) > dg(v) — (d+¢€)|V| for allv eV,

4. e(G'V;]) =0 foralli>1,

5. all pairs (V;,V;) (1 <i < j <k) are e-reqular in G' with density 0 or at least d.
Moreover, Vg, V1, ...,V are often referred to as clusters.

Definition 2.10 (Reduced graph). Given a graph G with vertex set V, a partition V = V; U
... UV, and two parameters €,d > 0, the reduced graph R = R(e,d) of G is defined as follows:

e V(R)={V1,...,Vi},
e V;V; € E(R) if and only if (V;,V}) is (e, d)-regular in G.

When applying Lemma [Z0] we usually begin with a graph G = (V, E) and parameters
g,d > 0, and then obtain a partition V = Vo U Vy U... UV, and a spanning subgraph G’
with above-mentioned properties. Then we drop the cluster V and study the properties of the
reduced graph R = R(e,d) of G'[V3 U ... UV]. By Lemma [Z3]

0(G) — (d+ )|V~ Vo]  (G) — (d+2) V]

m m

(R) >

In particular, if 6(G) > ¢|V| for some constant ¢, then 6(R) > (¢ — d — 2¢)k.

2.3 Random sparsification

The following result will be used to prove Lemma[2T2] which is stated in [32] and a more general
form of Riordan and Heckel’s result [I5] [34].

Lemma 2.11 ([32]). Let r > 3. There exists ¢ = () > 0 such that for any p < n=2/7+¢
the following holds. Let G be an n-vertex graph and H be the r-clique complex of G. For some
Py ~ p(;), there is a joint distribution \ of a graph G' and an r-uniform hypergraph H' defined on
the same vertex set [n] such that the following holds. The marginal of G' is the same as a random
subgraph G(p) of G and the marginal of H' is the same as a random r-uniform subhypergraph
H(po) of H. Furthermore, whp for every hyperedge of H', there is a copy of K, in G' with the
same vertex set.

The following lemma generalizes Lemma 8.3 in [3].

Lemma 2.12 (Rooted embedding lemma). For any 0 < p < ﬁ, there exists a constant C

such that the following holds for any sufficiently large n and p > Cn_z/r(log n)l/(g). Let G
be an n-vertex graph and vy, ..., v be distinct vertices in G with ¢ < p?n. Let Xq,...,X; C
V(G)\ {v1,..., v} be disjoint sets for some t € N. If |K,.(G,v;)| > un"~! for each 1 <i < ¢,
then whp there is a K,-tiling {K",... K} in G(p) such that K' € K,(G,v;) for each i € [{]
and | X5 N Ule V(KY)| < drp|Xg| + 17— 2 for each s € [t].

Proof of Lemma[213. Set Cy = 100u~'. Let H be the r-clique complex of G and py =
Con'~"logn. For each i € [¢], define E(H,v;) to be the set of hyperedges in H contain-
ing v;. Then |E(H,v;)| = |K.(G,v;)| > un""!. By Lemma BII] it suffices to prove that
whp there is a matching {K",... , K’} in H(py) such that K* € E(H,v;) for each i € [¢] and
X, NULZ, V(KD < 4rp|Xo| + 7 — 2 for each s € [t].

We will reveal hyperedges of H step by step and choose hyperedges K, ..., K¢ one at a time.
A hyperedge e € E(H) is active if it has not been revealed yet. Given s € [t] and i € [¢], X is
saturated at time i if \Xsﬂu;jl V(K7)| > 4ru| X,|. Let Y; be the union of the saturated sets X at

XU 2y VED Ui VD e _ e
s€lt] drp = drp T drp T Aps

time 7. Since X’s are disjoint, we have |Y;| < >



For each i, we choose an arbitrary set E'(H,v;) C E(H,v;) of size exactly un"~'. In step i,
we reveal all candidate hyperedges in E'(H,v;), which are active but not containing any vertex
in U;;ll V(K9 U{viy1,...,v,} UY;. We claim that in the beginning of step ¢ whp the number of
candidate hyperedges in F'(H,v;) is at least %n”*l. Indeed, the number of hyperedges that have
been revealed before step i is at most 2un” !pg(i—1) < 2un""pel < 2u3Conlogn < %nr_l with
probability at least 1—(i— 1)n_2“00/ 3 by the Chernoff’s inequality and a union bound. Moreover,

the number of edges both containing v; and some vertex in U;_:ll V(K7 U{vit1,..., 0y UY; is
at most <r€—i— ﬁ) T2 < (r,uzn + “4—") nr2< %‘nr_l.

Now we reveal all candidate hyperedges in E'(H,v;). Since these candidates are pairwise
independent, by the Chernoff’s inequality, there exist at least ’A—fnr_lpo = i,uC’o logn (> 1)
hyperedges in E(H (pg)) N E'(H,v;) with probability at least 1 — n~#C0/16 We arbitrarily take
one of them as K*. Then move on to the next step i + 1. Finally, by a union bound, whp there
is a desired matching {K',..., K} in H(pg) with K* € E(H,v;). O

Proposition 2.13. Let r > 3. For any o > 0, there exists a constant C' such that the following
holds for any n € N and p > C’n_Q/r(log n)l/(;). Let G be an n-vertex graph and F be a family
of copies of K, in G. We denote by F(p) the family of copies of K, in F that are present in

G(p). If | F| = an”, then with probability at least 1 — n*ac(2)"/16, |F(p)| > %aC(;)nlog n.

Proof of Proposition [Z13. Assume that p = Cn=2/"(log n)l/(;). For each F' € F, let Ir be the
indicator random variable for the event I' € F(p) and X = > . Ip. So |F(p)| = X. We have

E(X) = |F]| -p(g) = aC(;)nlog n. To calculate A = 2o (rrner2rar 29 B(Iplpr), first note that
for 2 < s <r—1, we have

S

ns_lp(2) > nsilfF(2) — pG=D0=3) > p1-2/r,

Thus, we have
S (o206
A-E(X) < : r=sp2(2)= (5
X< T (s
r—1
< pr1 Zan%’fsp?(;)f(;)
s=2

r—1
— 1y Z n2r—1p2(g) . (ns—lp(;))—1
5=2

<raC" T (logn)?n?/"
= o(E(X)).

By Janson’s inequality, with probability at least 1 — n*aC(Q)”/IG, X > E(X)/2, that is, |F(p)| >
%aC(;)nlogn. O

The next lemma generalizes Lemma 8.1 (ii) in [3].

Lemma 2.14. For any p > 0, there exists a constant C such that the following holds for any
n,ni,ne € N with ny > ng and p > C’n_Q/r(logn)l/(;). Let G = G(V4,..., V., E) be an n-vertex
r-partite graph with |V;| > ny for each i € [r]. If for any X; C V; with | X;| > ne, G[X1,...,X,]
contains at least pn” copies of K., then whp G(p) contains at least nq — ng vertez-disjoint copies

of K.



Proof of Lemma [2.14) 1t suffices to prove that whp there exists a copy of K, even after deleting
any set U of size r(ny —ng — 1) with |U N V;| = n; —ng — 1 for each i € [r]. Fix one such U.
Let X; = V;\ U for each i € [r]. Then |X;| > ny + 1 for all i and so G[X}, ..., X,] contains at
least un” copies of K,.. We arbitrarily choose a family of un” copies of K, from G[X1,...,X,],
denoted by F. We apply Proposition on F with a = p and conclude that with probability

at least 1 — n_“C(Q)"/w, |F(p)| > %MC(;)nlogn > 0.
By a union bound, the probability that there exists a set U of size r(ny — no — 1) and
|UNV;| =ny —ng — 1 for each i € [r] such that |F(p)| = 0 is at most

N . n*,uC(g)n/16 _ 0(1)

Hence whp there exists a copy of K, in G(p), even after deleting any set U of size r(ny —ng— 1)
with (U NV;| = ny —ng — 1 for each i € [r]. Therefore, whp G(p) contains at least n; — no
vertex-disjoint copies of K. O

The following lemma can be obtained by Theorem 1.9 in [33], Theorem 1.6 in [13] and
Lemma [ZTT] following the proof strategy of Theorem 1.6 in [33], and its proof will be included
in Appendix [Al for completeness.

Lemma 2.15. Let r > 3 and d > 0. There exist constants €,C > 0 such that the following
holds for any sufficiently large n and p > Cn*Q/”(log n)l/(;). Let G = (W, Va,..., Vi, E) be a
balanced r-partite graph with each vertex class of size n. If (V;,V;) is (€, d;j)-super reqular with
dij > d for all i # j, then whp G(p) contains a K,-factor.

The next lemma gives a relation between weight functions on the vertex set of a graph G
and the family of all copies of K, in G, and the proof idea follows Corollary 7.3 in [3].

Lemma 2.16. Let r > 2 be an integer and let v > 0. There exists an integer ng = ng(r,y) such
that the following holds for any n > ng. Let G = (V1,Va,..., V., E) be a balanced r-partite graph

with each vertex class of size n and 6*(G) > (1 — 1/r +~)n. Let A : V(G) — Ny be a weight
A(u
function such that ), oy A(v) = Zuevj AMu) foranyl <i<j<randA(v) = (1+73) Luey; )

n

for any v € V; and i € [r]. Then there exists a weight function w : K.(G) — Ny such that
Yo kek, (G W) = A) for any v € V(G).
Proof of Lemma[216. Given an integer r > 2 and v > 0, we choose

1 1

n ST
We first define an auxiliary graph H by replacing every vertex v € V(G) with an independent
set I, of size A(v) and every edge uv € E(G) is replaced by a complete bipartite graph with
two parts I, [,. Since ) i A(v) = Zuevj AMu) for any 1 < i < j < r, H is a balanced

r-partite graph with each vertex class of size ), cy. A(v). Let N =3 -y A(v). Then 6*(H) >

(A= 1fr - (1—3) 2= (1 1/ 4 4) (1= 2)N > (1 - 1/r +~/2)N. By Theorem

[L2 there exists a weight function wy : K;(H) — {0,1} such that } e ) w(K) =1 for
any v € V(H). Now we define w : K;(G) = No by w(K) = > grcr, (i) wi (K'), where H[K]
is the subgraph of H induced by U,cy (k) ly. Hence for every v € V(G),

Y. wE) = )] >, wn(K)

KeK-(Gv) KeK,(Gw) K'eK,(H[K])

-y Y )

v'el, K'eKr(Hp')

= > 1=|L] = A(v),

v' el



3 Proof of Theorem [1.4]

We follow the proof of Theorem 1.2 in [3] for the case no large sparse set. Given an integer r > 2
and v > 0, we choose

1 1 1
KL <K eLd,a KLy, —.
n C r

Recall that G is a balanced r-partite graph with each vertex class of size n. Let Vi,...,V, be
the r vertex classes of G. By applying Lemma on G with constants ¢ and d, we obtain
a partition Vp U Uie[r]g‘e[ki} Vi;j such that V;; C V; and % < Y ki < M, which refines the
partition V; U ... U V.. We may assume that k; = --- = k. =: k by placing clusters into V}
and updating Vj if necessary. Then |Vp| < r - |G| = er’n and |Vj;| > n—]LVo| > ”7‘?2" for all
i € [r],7 € [k]. Let R := R(e,d) be the reduced graph for this partition. Then R is a balanced
r-partite graph with each vertex class of size k. By the choice ¢ < d < = and the fact that
0*(G) > (1-1/r+v)n, we have 6*(R) > (1—1/r+7/2)k. By Theorem[L.2] R contains a K,-factor
{K', K?,...,K¥}. Without loss of generality, let V/(K7) = {Vj; : 1 <i < r} for each j € [k].
Then the r-tuple (Vi;,Vaj,...,V;;) is (€,d)-regular for each j € [k]. By Lemma 2.7 there are
subsets V;; C Vj; with [V];| = (1—(r—1)¢)|Vi;| for all i € [r] so that the r-tuple (V{;, Vs, ..., V];)
is (2¢,d — €,d — re)-super-regular for each j € [k]. Let B = Vo UU,cpjep(Vij \ Vij). Then
Bl < 7-elG| + Xiepjem (r — DelVig| < 2er?n.

Recall that p > Cn~=2/"(log n)l/(g)_ Let p’ be such that 1 —p = (1 — p)3. We will sprinkle
edges of G(p) in three rounds. We first find a K,-tiling covering vertices in B by Lemma
Then we remove some vertex-disjoint copies of K, to balance the super-regular r-tuples by
Lemma Finally we apply Lemma on the balanced super-regular r-tuples.

Cover vertices in B.
Note that V(G) \ B = Ui} jerVi;- By the choice o < v and choosing each vertex of
V(G) \ B independently with probability 1/2, we can find a set W C V(G) \ B such that

(
(1) WV = (2 £ a) % for any i € [r],j € [k];
(2) For any i € [r], dg(v,WNV;) > (1 =2+ 2)|W NV for each v € V(G) \ Vi;

(3) da(v, VinW) = (3 +7)da(v, Vi;) for each v € V(G) with dg(v, Vj;) > e[V}

When covering vertices in B, we only use vertices in W to preserve the super-regularity of the

r-tuples (Vi;, Vo;,..., V).

Claim 3.1. Whp there is a K,-tiling X1 C G[B U W] in G(p') such that B C V(K;) and
V(K1) N V)| < 8r2\/EV]| for all i € [r], j € [K].

Proof of Claim[31l Since |B| < 2er?n and |W| > rn/4, we have |B| < 8r|B U W/|. For each
v € B, we denote by F(v) the family of copies of K, containing v and at most one vertex of
W NV for each i € [r]. By (@) above, given i € [r], any r — 1 vertices of V(G) \ V; have at least

r-1)(1-1+HWnNV|—(r-2)WnV| > (% + @) 7 common neighbours in W N V;.

Hence |F(v)| > (%)Pl for each v € B. By applying Lemma 212l on B with u = 2v/2er and
Xs =V}, the claim follows. O
Balance super-regular r-tuples.

Let Vi = Vi, \ V(K1) for all i € [r],j € [k]. Now for each j € [k], the super-regular r-tuple

(V15 Va5, -, V) may not be balanced. We will balance them by the following claim.

Claim 3.2. Whp there is a K,-tiling Ko C G[W\V(K1)] in G(p') such that [VI\V (K2)| = | ]
for all i € [r],j € [k].



Proof of Claim[Z2 We define a weight function A : V/(R) — Ny by A(Vi;) = [Vj|— g |. Then
by Claim Bl (£ — 10r2y2) % < A(Vij) < [1%] and ZJ L A(Vij) = n— |Ky| — k| 35| for each
€ [r]. Recall that 6*(R) > (1—1/r+~/2)k. By applying Lemma[ZT6lon R and A, there exists
a weight function w : K, (R) — Ny such that ZKEKT(R,‘/»L’J’) w(K) = A(V;;) for any Vi; € V(R).
For every K € K,.(R), we shall find a family Fx of w(K) vertex-disjoint copies of K, in
GIW N Uy, evx) ViZ(p') such that all Fi’s are pairwise vertex-disjoint, and then let Ko =
Urer,(r)FrK- We shall iteratively build Fx by going through every K € K, (R) in order.
Observe that at the end of each step, the set L;; of uncovered vertices in V’ "N W has order at
least [VINW|=A(V;) = |[V;nW[— |V (K1)N V| = A(Vij) > 30 for all i € [r ] J € [k]. We claim
that we can find such famlhes Fi for every K € K, (R). In fact, for each fixed K, without loss of
generality, let V(K) = {V11, Va1, ..., Ve }. By Lemma 26 for any X; CViNW, X, C V]/i Nnw
with | X;|, [X;] > d- %, we have (X;, X;) is (5,d — )—regular for all i # j € [r]. Then by Lemma

28 | K (G[X1,...,X,])| > < (2d+_f))2r d—”) Since |L;;| > £ for any i € [r], by applying Lemma

RIdwith ny = 10k and ng = G, whp G[U;ep Lir](p) contains at least ( d) >4 =21
vertex-disjoint copies of K,. Recall that w( ) < A(Vi1) < [qgz | for any 4 € [r]. Hence we can
find the desired family Fg for K. Recall that Ko = Ugcg, (r)Fr- Then \V” \V(Ky)| = ho_kj
for all i € [r],j € [K]. O

Apply Lemma on the balanced super-regular r-tuples.

Let Uj; = Vi \ V(Kyp) for all i € [r],j € [k]. Then |U;| = | ] for all i € [r],j €
[k]. Recall that (V{j,VQ'j,...,W]) is (2¢,d — e,d — re)-super-regular for every j € [k]. By
@) above, for all i1,i € [r], j € [k] and v € U, we have dg(v,Us,;) > dg(v,VZ’Qj \W) >
%dG(U7‘/Z/2.]) > i 7’6’ 22_7‘ > d’v’é]‘ > ‘Ul2j’ By Lemmam (U1j7U2j7---7U7’j) is (2867 %la Cgl)'
super-regular for each j € [k]|, which is also (%, %)—super—regular. By applying Lemma 215,
whp G[Uyj,Usj, ..., Uyj|(p") contains a K,-factor for every j € [k], and they form a K,-factor of
G[Uie[rLje[k]Uij]a denoted by Ks.

In summary, K1 UKo U K3 is a K,-factor in G(p) as desired.

4 Proofs of Theorems [1.8 and

Proof of Theorem from Theorem [1-9. We first claim that there is a balanced partition V =
ViU...UV, such that dg,(v,V;) > (1 =L +2) 2 for any v € V, i € [2(})] and j € [r]. Indeed,
choose a balanced partition V' = V4 U... UV, uniformly at random. For fixed v € V, i € [2(3)]
and j € [r], Eldg,(v,Vj)] = dG'r(v). By Chernoff’s inequality, Pldg, (v, V) < (1 -3) da; ( )] <

exp (—%QdGiT(”)> < exp (—f’ n) By a union bound, whp dg,(v,V;) > (1 — ; + 5) - for any

veV,ie[%(y)]and j € [r].

Recall that H; ~ G;(p) for any i € [2(})]. Let G; = G;[V4,...,V;] for any i € [%(3)]. Then
§*(G5) > (1= 14+ 3)2 for any i € [2(})]. By Theorem [T, if H] ~ Gj(p) for any i € [2(})],
then whp {H{, ..., H’, (T)} contains a transversal K,-factor. So does {H, ... ’H%(;)} as H! C H;

2
for every i. O

Before the proof of Theorem [[L9] starts, we first define an auxiliary r-partite graph and the
idea comes from [I2]. Recall that G; is a balanced r-partite graph with vertex classes Vi,...,V,
and |VJ| =n for any i € [n(})] and j € [r]. Let L := {(,5) : 4,5 € [r] and i < j}. We divide

{Gi i € [n(5)]} into (3) subfamilies {F;;}ijer with Fij = {Ge, ;41,...,Ge, ;4n}, Where
Cij = Z( 5,8)<(irj) |]:s ¢| and < is the lexicographic ordering on L. Without loss of generality, let
Vi = [(i — 1)n + 1,in] for each i € [r]. Let m; be a uniformly random permutation of V; for

each i € [r]. Now we define auxiliary bipartite graphs By, [V;, V;] for any 1 < i < j < r: For



any s € V; and t € V}, we connect s and ¢ if and only if st € E(Gci’ﬁm(s)_(i_l)n). Note that

Ge, j4mi(s)—(i—1)n € Fij- Let m:={m,...,m} and B := 1§iL<Jj§r B, [Vi, Vj].

Proof of Theorem [[.9. Let B, be the r-partite graph defined as above. Note that a K,-factor in

B (resp. Bx(p)) corresponds to a transversal K,-factor in {GY, ... ,Gn(r)} (resp. {Hq,... ,Hn(r)})
2 2

Hence, if 6*(B;) > (1— % + ) n, then by Theorem [[4], whp B, (p) contains a K,-factor and

Theorem follows. The rest of the proof is to show that whp 6*(B;) > (1 — 2 + 1) n.

Claim 4.1 ([12], Lemma 2.14). Let 0 < o < 3. Let 7 be a uniformly random permutation on
Vi and Ay = Eldp, (v3,15)(t)] for every ¢ € Vo. If 6(G;[V1, V2]) > 200/a? for all i € [n], then we
have

My = M(dp, [vi,v5)(t) = (1 £ ).

Claim 4.2. For any 1 < i < j < r and a uniformly random permutation m; of V;, whp
§(Br,[Vi, Vj]) > (1 = 2 + 2) n. Furthermore, whp 6*(Bx) > (1 -1+ 1) n.

Proof of Claim[{.2 By symmetry, we only show that for a uniformly random permutation m
of Vi, whp §(By, [V1,Va]) > (1 — % + %) n, and then apply a union bound on all (g) bipartite
subgraphs. Since §(Gr, (5)[V1,V2]) > (1- % + ) n, we have dB, (vi,va)(8) = (1- % + ) n for
any s € V1. For a fixed vertex t € V5, let Ay = E[dp_ 13 ,v5](t)]. Then A\, > (1-2+9)n. We
will show that whp dBﬂl[Vl,Vg](t) > (1 - % + %) n by applying Lemma 23 with £k =1, B = V;
and h(m1) = dp, [v3,15)(t). Note that if we swap any two elements in 1, the value of h(r) can
change by at most 2. Additionally, if h(m) = dBﬂl[Vl,Vg](t) =/, then we choose Tpro0f as the ¢
indices reflected in Np_ (v 15)(t). Hence, h(m) satisfies the conditions of Lemma 2.3 with ¢ = 1
and r = 1.

Now let a = v/100. Then by Claim [LT] the medium M; of dp,_(v;,v,) () is at least (1 —a)A;.
Hence (1 - % + %) n < (1 — %) A < (1 — %) f\f—ta < (1 - %) M;. Thus by Lemma [2.3], we have

P [h(m) < (1—%+%> n]

<o fumr < (1- 7))

20 {- Wféﬁ/f}

7\ 2
<2 — (—) .
< exp{ 39 n}
Then by a union bound over all vertices in V5 and all choices {3, j} with 1 <i < j <r, we have
§*(By) > (1= 1+ ) n with probability at least 1 — 2n(}) exp{—(v/32)?n}. O

O
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Appendix A Proof of Lemma

Definition A.1. For a finite set X and its subset S, let (S) = {Y : S CY C X} and F C 2.
We say that a probability measure p on F is g-spread if

p(FN(S)) < ¢l for any S C X.

Theorem A.2 ([33], Theorem 1.9). Let r > 2 and d > 0. There ezists a constant € > 0 such
that the following holds for any sufficiently large n. Let G = (V1,Va,..., V., E) be a balanced
r-partite graph with each vertex class of size n. Suppose that (V;,V;) is (e, di;)-super reqular with
dij > d for all i # j. Let H be the r-clique complex of G and K C 2H be the set of K,-factors
in G. Then there is a O(1/n"~')-spread probability measure on K.

The following theorem can be deduced from Theorem 1.6 of [13].

Theorem A.3 ([I3]). There exists a constant C > 0 such that the following holds. Let
X be a finite set and F C 2X. If there is a q-spread probability measure on F, then whp
X (min{Cqlog |X|,1}) has a subset which is an element of F.

12



Proof of Lemma 213 Given an integer r > 3 and d > 0, we choose

1 1 1
Sk o<e<d, -
n C r

Recall that G = (V1,Va,...,V,, E) is a balanced r-partite graph with each vertex class of size n
and (V;,V}) is (e,d;j)-super regular with d;; > d for all i # j. Let H be the r-clique complex
of G and K C 2/ be the set of K,-factors in G. By Theorem [A2] there is a O(1/n"~!)-spread
probability measure on K. Let pg = Q(logn/n"~!). Then by applying Theorem with
X =H,F =K and ¢=0(1/n""!), we obtain that whp H(pg) has a subset which is an element
of IC, that is, a K,-factor in G. Let p > Cn~%/"(log n)l/(g), By Lemma 21T} whp G(p) contains
a K,-factor. O
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