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Abstract

For a family of graphs F , the Turán number ex(n,F) is the maximum number of edges

in an n-vertex graph containing no member of F as a subgraph. The maximum number of

edges in an n-vertex connected graph containing no member of F as a subgraph is denoted

by exconn(n,F). Let Pk be the path on k vertices and H be a graph with chromatic

number more than 2. Katona and Xiao [Extremal graphs without long paths and large

cliques, European J. Combin., 2023 103807] posed the following conjecture: Suppose that the

chromatic number ofH is more than 2. Then ex
(

n, {H,Pk}
)

= nmax
{⌊

k
2

⌋

−1, ex(k−1,H)
k−1

}

+

Ok(1). In this paper, we determine the exact value of exconn

(

n, {Pk, H}
)

for sufficiently large

n. Moreover, we obtain asymptotical result for ex
(

n, {Pk, H}
)

, which solves the conjecture

proposed by Katona and Xiao.

Keywords: Turán number, extremal graph, chromatic number, path
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1 Introduction

Let G = (V,E) be a simple graph with vertex set V = V (G) and edge set E = E(G).

The number of edges in G is denoted by e(G). For S ⊆ V (G), we denote by N co
G (S) the

common neighborhood of vertices of S in V (G). Denote by G[S] the graph induced by S, and

denote by G \ S the graph obtained from G by deleting all vertices of S and all edges incident

with S. For V1, V2 ⊆ V (G), E(V1, V2) denotes the set of edges between V1 and V2 in G, and

e(V1, V2) = |E(V1, V2)|. The chromatic number of G is denoted by χ(G).

∗Research was partially supported by the National Nature Science Foundation of China (grant number

12331012
†Corresponding author. Email address: lykang@shu.edu.cn (L. Kang), lyc328az@163.com (Y. Liu)
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Let F be a family of graphs. A graph G is called F-free if G does not contain any member

of the graphs in F as a subgraph. The Turán number, denoted by ex(n,F), is the maximum

number of edges in an n-vertex graph containing no member of F as a subgraph. We call an

n-vertex F-free graph attaining ex(n,F) edges an extremal graph for F . The family of extremal

graphs for F is denoted by EX(n,F). The maximum number of edges in an n-vertex connected

graph containing no member of F as a subgraph is denoted by exconn(n,F), and the family of

n-vertex F-free connected graphs attaining exconn(n,F) edges is denoted by EXconn(n,F).

Let Kn denote the complete graph on n vertices. Let Pk and Ck denote the path and the

cycle on k vertices respectively. The n-vertex independent set is denoted by In. The complete

k-partite graph Kn1,n2,··· ,nk
is a graph formed by partitioning the set of n vertices into k subsets

with ni(1 ≤ i ≤ k) vertices in each subset, and connecting two vertices by an edge if and only

if they belong to different subsets. The Turán graph T (n, k) is a complete multipartite graph

formed by partitioning the set of n vertices into k subsets with size as equal as possible. For

two graphs G and H, the disjoint union of G and H is denoted by G ∪H. The join of G and

H, denoted by G ∨H, is the graph obtained from G ∪H by adding all possible edges between

G and H.

In 1959, Erdős and Gallai [4] determined the Turán number for Pk.

Theorem 1.1 ([4]). Let G be an n-vertex graph. If e(G) > k−2
2 n where k ≥ 2, then G contains

a copy of Pk.

The extremal problem for Pk under the condition that G is connected was considered by

Kopylov [6]. He determined the Turán number for Pk. After 30 years, Balister, Győri, Lehel

and Schelp [2] found all the extremal graphs for Pk.

Theorem 1.2 ([2]). Let G be a connected graph on n vertices containing no path on k vertices

where n > k ≥ 4. Then

e(G) ≤ max

{(

k − 2

2

)

+ (n− k + 2),

(
⌈

k
2

⌉

2

)

+

⌊

k − 2

2

⌋(

n−
⌈k

2

⌉

)}

.

The equality holds when G is either (Kk−3 ∪ In−k+2) ∨K1 or
(

Kk−2⌊k
2
⌋+1 ∪ In−⌈k

2
⌉

)

∨K⌊k
2
⌋−1.

Recently, Katona and Xiao [5] determined the exact value of ex(n, {Pk,Km}) if k > 2m− 1

and exconn(n, {Pk,Km}) if k > m for sufficiently large n.

Theorem 1.3 ([5]). Let G be a connected n-vertex {Km, Pk}-free graph where m < k. For

sufficiently large n (> N(k)),

exconn(n, {Km, Pk}) =

(

⌊k

2

⌋

− 1

)(

n−
⌊k

2

⌋

+ 1

)

+ e

(

T

(

⌊k

2

⌋

− 1,m− 2

))

.
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T
(

⌊k2⌋ − 1,m− 2
)

∨ In−⌊k
2
⌋+1 is an extremal graph.

Theorem 1.4 ([5]). Let G be an n-vertex {Km, Pk}-free graph where 2m − 1 < k. For suffi-

ciently large n (> N ′(k)),

ex(n, {Km, Pk}) =

(

⌊k

2

⌋

− 1

)(

n−
⌊k

2

⌋

+ 1

)

+ e

(

T

(

⌊k

2

⌋

− 1,m− 2

))

.

T
(

⌊k2⌋ − 1,m− 2
)

∨ In−⌊k
2
⌋+1 is an extremal graph.

Katona and Xiao [5] proposed to study ex(n, {Pk,H}) for an H with χ(H) > 2 and posed

the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1.5 ([5]). Suppose χ(H) > 2. Then

ex(n, {H,Pk}) = nmax

{

⌊k

2

⌋

− 1,
ex(k − 1,H)

k − 1

}

+Ok(1).

In this paper, we determine the exact value of exconn(n, {Pk,H}) for sufficiently large n and

obtain asymptotical result of ex(n, {Pk,H}) which confirms Conjecture 1.5.

Let H be the family of graphs obtained from H by deleting a color class of H. Our main

results are the following.

Theorem 1.6. If H is a graph with χ(H) > 2 and k is even, then

exconn(n, {Pk,H}) = ex
(k

2
− 1,H

)

+
(k

2
− 1

)(

n−
k

2
+ 1

)

for sufficiently large n. The extremal graph is T ∨ In−k/2+1, where T ∈ EX(k2 − 1,H).

Theorem 1.7. If H is a graph with χ(H) > 2 and k is odd, then

exconn(n, {Pk,H}) = ex
(k − 3

2
,H

)

+
k − 3

2

(

n−
k − 3

2

)

+ c

for sufficiently large n, where c = 0 or 1.

The following theorem gives a sufficient condition for c = 0 in Theorem 1.7. Let H′ be the

family of graphs obtained from H by deleting two adjacent vertices in V (H).

Theorem 1.8. If H is a graph with χ(H) > 2, k is odd, and every graph in EX(k−3
2 ,H)

contains at least a member in H′ , then

exconn(n, {Pk,H}) = ex
(k − 3

2
,H

)

+
k − 3

2

(

n−
k − 3

2

)

for sufficiently large n. The extremal graph is T∨In−(k−3)/2, where T is a graph in EX(k−3
2 ,H).
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We will show that Theorem 1.3 can be deduced from Theorem 1.8 in Section 3.

Theorem 1.9. Suppose n is sufficiently large and χ(H) > 2. Then

ex(n, {H,Pk}) = nmax

{

⌊k

2

⌋

− 1,
ex(k − 1,H)

k − 1

}

+Ok(1).

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present some preliminaries and

lemmas. The proofs of main results will be given in Sections 3 and 4. We give some discussion

in the last section.

2 Preliminaries

The following results can be found in [5].

Lemma 2.1 ([5]). Let G be a connected graph on n vertices with a path P on k − 1 vertices

but no path on k vertices. Let u ∈ V (G) \ V (P ) be a vertex adjacent to s ≥ 1 vertices of P and

assume a longest path Q in G \ V (P ) starting at u has j (j ≥ 0) vertices. Then, s+ j ≤ ⌊k2⌋.

Lemma 2.2 ([5]). Let G be a connected graph on k vertices with no Hamiltonian path but with

a path P = (v1, v2, · · · , vk−1) on k−1 vertices. Suppose the vertex u ∈ V (G)\V (P ) is adjacent

to s vertices of P , that is NP (u) = {vi1 , vi2 , · · · , vis}, i1 < i2 < · · · < is. Then

(1) s ≤ ⌊k2⌋ − 1;

(2) there are no edges of the form vij+1vir+1, vij−1vir−1, v1vit+1 or vit−1vk−1, 1 ≤ j < r ≤ s, 1 ≤

t ≤ s.

By Lemma 2.2, ifG is an n-vertex Pk-free connected graph with a path Pk−1, then e(u, V (Pk−1))

≤ ⌊k2⌋ − 1 for each u ∈ V (G) \ V (Pk−1). We partition the vertices of V (G) \ V (Pk−1) into mu-

tually disjoint sets in two different ways.

(1) Let u ∈ Ai, if e(u, V (Pk−1)) = i, 0 ≤ i ≤ ⌊k2⌋ − 1.

(2) Let u ∈ Bi, if u ∈ Ai1 and u is connected to vertices in Ai2 , Ai3 , · · · , Air by a path, then

i = max{i1, i2, · · · , ir}.

One can easily verify that Ai ∩Aj = ∅, Bi ∩Bj = ∅ for 0 ≤ i 6= j ≤ ⌊k2⌋ − 1 and

⌊k/2⌋−1
∑

i=0

Ai =

⌊k/2⌋−1
∑

i=0

Bi = V (G) \ V (Pk−1).

Moreover, B0 is empty since G is connected, and there are no edges between Bi and Bj for

1 ≤ i 6= j ≤ ⌊k2⌋ − 1.
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Lemma 2.3 ([5]). Let G be an n-vertex Pk-free connected graph with a path on k − 1 vertices.

Let Ai and Bi are the sets of vertices defined above. Then

e(G)− e(G[V (Pk−1)]) ≤
(⌊k

2

⌋

− 1
)
∣

∣

∣
A⌊k/2⌋−1

∣

∣

∣
+

⌊k/2⌋−2
∑

l=0

(⌊k

2

⌋

−
3

2

)

|Al|.

Now suppose G is an n-vertex {Pk,H}-free connected graph, and G contains a path on k− 1

vertices. The following lemma estimates the number of edges in G[V (Pk−1)].

Lemma 2.4. For a graph H with χ(H) > 2 and sufficiently large n, let G be an n-vertex

{Pk,H}-free connected graph containing a Pk−1. Let H be the family of graphs obtained from

H by deleting a color class of H. If
∣

∣A⌊k/2⌋−1

∣

∣ = Θ(n), then

e(G[V (Pk−1)]) ≤ ex
(⌊k

2

⌋

− 1,H
)

+
(⌊k

2

⌋

− 1
)⌈k

2

⌉

+ c,

where c = 0 if k is even and c = 1 otherwise.

Proof. Let Pk−1 := (v1, v2, . . . , vk−1). We distinguish two different cases depending on the

parity of k.

Case 1: k is even. Since for any vertex u in Ak/2−1, u cannot be adjacent to v1, vk−1,

or consecutive vertices on Pk−1, NPk−1
(u) = {v2, v4, · · · , vk−2}. Then Ak/2−1 is the com-

mon neighborhood of vertices in {v2, v4, · · · , vk−2}. The assumption
∣

∣Ak/2−1

∣

∣ = Θ(n) im-

plies that G[{v2, v4, · · · , vk−2}] is H-free. Otherwise, G[{v2, v4, · · · , vk−2}] contains a graph in

H, we can always find the missing color class in Ak/2−1 which forms an H, a contradiction.

Thus G[{v2, v4, · · · , vk−2}] must be H-free. Moreover, by Lemma 2.2, there are no edges in

G[{v1, v3, · · · , vk−1}]. Then e(G[V (Pk−1)]) ≤ ex
(

k
2 − 1,H

)

+
(

k
2 − 1

)

k
2 .

Case 2: k is odd. Since for any vertex u in A(k−3)/2, u cannot be adjacent to v1, vk−1, or con-

secutive vertices on Pk−1, NPk−1
(u) = {v2, v4, · · · , vk−3} or NPk−1

(u) = {v2, v4, · · · , v2l, v2l+3,

v2l+5, · · · , vk−2} where 1 ≤ l ≤ k−5
2 . Let G1 = G \ V (Pk−1). Then

A(k−3)/2 = ∪
(k−5)/2
l=1 N co

G1

({

v2, v4, · · · , v2l, v2l+3, v2l+5, · · · , vk−2

})

∪N co
G1

(

{v2, v4, · · · , vk−3}
)

.

Since
∣

∣A(k−3)/2

∣

∣ = Θ(n), we must have |N co
G1

({v2, v4, · · · , vk−3})| = Θ(n) or |N co
G1

({v2, v4, · · · ,

v2l, v2l+3, v2l+5, · · · , vk−2})| = Θ(n) for some l.

For the former case, G[{v2, v4, · · · , vk−3}] is H-free. Moreover, by Lemma 2.2, there are no
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edges in G[{v1, v3, · · · , vk−2}] and v1vk−1, v3vk−1, · · · , vk−4vk−1 are not edges of G. Then

e(G[V (Pk−1)]) ≤ ex

(

k − 3

2
,H

)

+

(

k − 1

2

)2

−
k − 3

2
+

k − 3

2

= ex

(

k − 3

2
,H

)

+

(

k − 1

2

)2

= ex

(

k − 3

2
,H

)

+
k − 3

2

k + 1

2
+ 1.

For the latter case, G[{v2, v4, · · · , v2l, v2l+3, v2l+5, · · · , vk−2}] is H-free. Moreover, by Lemma

2.2, there are no edges in G[{v1, v3, · · · , v2l+1, v2l+4, v2l+6, · · · , vk−1}] and v1v2l+2, v3v2l+2, · · · ,

v2l−1v2l+2, v2l+2v2l+4, v2l+2v2l+6, · · · , v2l+2vk−1 are not edges of G. Then

e(G[V (Pk−1)]) ≤ ex

(

k − 3

2
,H

)

+

(

k − 1

2

)2

−
k − 3

2
+

k − 3

2

= ex

(

k − 3

2
,H

)

+

(

k − 1

2

)2

= ex

(

k − 3

2
,H

)

+
k − 3

2

k + 1

2
+ 1.

Lemma 2.5. Suppose V (G) = M ∪ {u, v}, where |M | = l, H′ is the family of graphs obtained

from H by deleting two adjacent vertices in V (H). If G[M ] is H-free, G is H-free and every

graph in EX(l,H) contains at least a member in H′. Then e(G) ≤ ex(l,H) + 2l.

Proof. Since G[M ] is H-free, e(G[M ]) ≤ ex(l,H). If e(G) = ex(l,H)+2l+1, then G ∼= T
∨

K2

where T is a graph in EX(l,H). However, since every graph in EX(l,H) contains at least a

member in H′, G must contains H as a subgraph, a contradiction.

Lemma 2.6. For odd k, let G be the graph in Lemma 2.4 and
∣

∣A(k−3)/2

∣

∣ = Θ(n), H′ be the

family of graphs obtained from H by deleting two adjacent vertices in V (H). If every graph in

EX(k−3
2 ,H) contains at least a member in H′, then

e(G[V (Pk−1)]) ≤ ex

(

k − 3

2
,H

)

+
k − 3

2

k + 1

2

for sufficiently large n.

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 2.4, we have

A(k−3)/2 = ∪
(k−5)/2
l=1 N co

G1

(

{v2, v4, · · · , v2l, v2l+3, v2l+5, · · · , vk−2}
)

∪N co
G1

(

{v2, v4, · · · , vk−3}
)

.

6



The assumption |A(k−3)/2| = Θ(n) implies that |N co
G1

({v2, v4, · · · , vk−3})| = Θ(n) or there exists

an l with 1 ≤ l ≤ k−5
2 such that |N co

G1
({v2, v4, · · · , v2l, v2l+3, v2l+5, · · · , vk−2})| = Θ(n).

If |N co
G1

({v2, v4, · · · , vk−3})| = Θ(n), then G[{v2, v4, · · · , vk−3}] is H-free, and G[{v2, v4,

· · · , vk−3, vk−2, vk−1}] is H-free. By Lemma 2.5,

e
(

G[{v2, v4, · · · , vk−3, vk−2, vk−1}]
)

≤ ex
(k − 3

2
,H

)

+ k − 3.

Moreover, by Lemma 2.2, there are no edges in G[{v1, v3, · · · , vk−2}] and v1vk−1, v3vk−1, · · · ,

vk−4vk−1 are not edges of G. Then

e(G[V (Pk−1)]) ≤ ex

(

k − 3

2
,H

)

+

(

k − 3

2

)2

+ k − 3

= ex

(

k − 3

2
,H

)

+
k − 3

2

k + 1

2
.

If |N co
G1

(

{v2, v4, · · · , v2l, v2l+3, v2l+5, · · · , vk−2}
)

| = Θ(n) for some l, then G[{v2, v4, · · · , v2l,

v2l+3, v2l+5, · · · , vk−2}] is H-free, and G[{v2, v4, · · · , v2l, v2l+3, v2l+5, · · · , vk−2, v2l+1, v2l+2}] is

H-free. By Lemma 2.5,

e
(

G[{v2, v4, · · · , v2l, v2l+3, v2l+5, · · · , vk−2, v2l+1, v2l+2}]
)

≤ ex

(

k − 3

2
,H

)

+ k − 3.

Moreover, by Lemma 2.2, there are no edges in G[{v1, v3, · · · , v2l+1, v2l+4, v2l+6, · · · , vk−1}] and

v1v2l+2, v3v2l+2, · · · , v2l−1v2l+2, v2l+2v2l+4, v2l+2v2l+6, · · · , v2l+2vk−1 are not edges of G. Then

e(G[V (Pk−1)]) ≤ ex

(

k − 3

2
,H

)

+

(

k − 3

2

)2

+ k − 3

= ex

(

k − 3

2
,H

)

+
k − 3

2

k + 1

2
.

Let Mt be a matching on t edges and St be a star on t+1 vertices. In 1972, Abbott, Hanson

and Sauer[1] determined ex
(

n, {Mt, St}
)

.

Theorem 2.1 ([1]). We omit isolated vertices in extremal graphs. If k is odd and n ≥ 2t,

ex(n, {Mt, St}) = t2 − t and the extremal graph is Kt ∪ Kt. When k is even and n ≥ 2t − 1,

ex(n, {Mt, St}) = t2− 3
2 t and the extremal graphs are all the graphs with 2t− 1 vertices, t2− 3

2t

edges and maximum degree t− 1.

We also need the stronger version proved by Chvátal and Hanson [3].

7



Theorem 2.2 ([3]). For every k ≥ 1 and t ≥ 1,

ex(n, {Mk+1, St+1}) = kt+
⌊ t

2

⌋

·
⌊ k

⌈t/2⌉

⌋

≤ kt+ k.

3 Proofs of Theorems 1.6, 1.7 and 1.8

Proof of Theorems 1.6. For any graph T in EX(k2 − 1,H), obviously T ∨ In−k/2+1 is a

{Pk,H}-free connected graph. Then

exconn(n, {Pk,H}) ≥ ex
(k

2
− 1,H

)

+
(k

2
− 1

)(

n−
k

2
+ 1

)

. (3.1)

Next we show that exconn(n, {Pk,H}) ≤ ex(k2 − 1,H) + (k2 − 1)(n − k
2 + 1). Let G ∈

EXconn(n, {Pk,H}).

If Pk−1 * G, by Theorem 1.1,

e(G) ≤
k − 3

2
n < ex

(k

2
− 1,H

)

+
(k

2
− 1

)(

n−
k

2
+ 1

)

for sufficiently large n.

If Pk−1 ⊆ G, we claim that |Ak/2−1| = Θ(n). Otherwise, |Ak/2−1| = o(n). By Lemma 2.3,

e(G) − e(G[V (Pk−1)]) ≤
(k

2
− 1

)∣

∣

∣
Ak/2−1

∣

∣

∣
+

k/2−2
∑

l=0

(k

2
−

3

2

)

|Al|

=
(k

2
− 1

)
∣

∣

∣
Ak/2−1

∣

∣

∣
+

(k

2
−

3

2

)(

n− k + 1−
∣

∣

∣
Ak/2−1

∣

∣

∣

)

=
(k

2
−

3

2

)

n+ o(n).

Combining with e(G[V (Pk−1)]) ≤ ex(k − 1,H), we have

e(G) ≤ ex(k − 1,H) +
(k

2
−

3

2

)

n+ o(n)

< ex
(k

2
− 1,H

)

+
(k

2
− 1

)(

n−
k

2
+ 1

)

for sufficiently large n, which is a contradiction to (3.1). So |Ak/2−1| = Θ(n). By Lemma 2.4,

e(G[V (Pk−1)]) ≤ ex
(k

2
− 1,H

)

+
(k

2
− 1

)k

2
.

8



According to Lemma 2.3,

e(G) − e(G[V (Pk−1)]) ≤
(k

2
− 1

)∣

∣

∣
Ak/2−1

∣

∣

∣
+

k/2−2
∑

l=0

(k

2
−

3

2

)

|Al|

≤
(k

2
− 1

)

(n− k + 1).

Then

e(G) ≤ ex
(k

2
− 1,H

)

+
(k

2
− 1

)k

2
+

(k

2
− 1

)

(n− k + 1)

= ex
(k

2
− 1,H

)

+
(k

2
− 1

)(

n−
k

2
+ 1

)

.

So exconn
(

n, {Pk,H}
)

= ex
(

k
2 −1,H

)

+
(

k
2 −1

)(

n− k
2 +1

)

. The extremal graph is T ∨In−k/2+1,

where T ∈ EX(k2 − 1,H).

Proof of Theorem 1.7. For any graph T in EX(k−3
2 ,H), obviously T ∨ In−(k−3)/2 is a

{Pk,H}-free connected graph. Then

exconn(n, {Pk,H}) ≥ ex
(k − 3

2
,H

)

+
k − 3

2

(

n−
k − 3

2

)

. (3.2)

Next we will show that exconn
(

n, {Pk,H}
)

≤ ex
(

k−3
2 ,H

)

+ k−3
2 (n − k−3

2 ) + 1. Let G ∈

EXconn

(

n, {Pk,H}
)

. If Pk−2 * G, by Theorem 1.1, e(G) ≤ k−4
2 n < ex

(

k−3
2 ,H

)

+ k−3
2

(

n− k−3
2

)

for sufficiently large n.

If Pk−1 * G, Pk−2 ⊆ G, we claim that
∣

∣A(k−3)/2

∣

∣ = Θ(n). Otherwise,
∣

∣A(k−3)/2

∣

∣ = o(n). By

Lemma 2.3,

e(G)− e(G[V (Pk−2)]) ≤
k − 3

2

∣

∣A(k−3)/2

∣

∣+

(k−5)/2
∑

l=0

k − 4

2
|Al|

=
k − 3

2

∣

∣A(k−3)/2

∣

∣+
k − 4

2

(

n− k + 2−
∣

∣A(k−3)/2

∣

∣

)

=
k − 4

2
n+ o(n).

Combining with e(G[V (Pk−2)]) ≤ ex(k − 2,H), we have

e(G) ≤ ex(k − 2,H) +
k − 4

2
n+ o(n)

< ex
(k − 3

2
,H

)

+
k − 3

2

(

n−
k − 3

2

)

for sufficiently large n, which is a contradiction to (3.2). So
∣

∣A(k−3)/2

∣

∣ = Θ(n).
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By Lemmas 2.4 and 2.3, we have

e(G[V (Pk−2)]) ≤ ex
(k − 3

2
,H

)

+
k − 3

2

k − 1

2
,

and

e(G) − e(G[V (Pk−2)]) ≤
k − 3

2

∣

∣A(k−3)/2

∣

∣+

(k−5)/2
∑

l=0

k − 4

2
|Al|

≤
k − 3

2
(n − k + 2).

Then

e(G) ≤ ex
(k − 3

2
,H

)

+
k − 3

2

k − 1

2
+

k − 3

2
(n − k + 2)

= ex
(k − 3

2
,H

)

+
k − 3

2

(

n−
k − 3

2

)

.

If Pk−1 ⊆ G, we claim that |A(k−3)/2| = Θ(n). Otherwise, |A(k−3)/2| = o(n). By Lemma 2.3,

e(G)− e(G[V (Pk−1)]) ≤
k − 3

2

∣

∣A(k−3)/2

∣

∣+

(k−5)/2
∑

l=0

k − 4

2
|Al|

=
k − 3

2

∣

∣A(k−3)/2

∣

∣+
k − 4

2

(

n− k + 1−
∣

∣A(k−3)/2

∣

∣

)

=
k − 4

2
n+ o(n).

Combining with e(G[V (Pk−1)]) ≤ ex(k − 1,H), we have

e(G) ≤ ex(k − 1,H) +
k − 4

2
n+ o(n)

< ex
(k − 3

2
,H

)

+
k − 3

2

(

n−
k − 3

2

)

,

for sufficiently large n, which is a contradiction to (3.2). So
∣

∣A(k−3)/2

∣

∣ = Θ(n). By Lemmas 2.4

and 2.3, we have

e
(

G[V (Pk−1)]
)

≤ ex
(k − 3

2
,H

)

+
k − 3

2

k + 1

2
+ 1,

and

e(G) − e(G[V (Pk−1)]) ≤
k − 3

2

∣

∣A(k−3)/2

∣

∣+

(k−5)/2
∑

l=0

k − 4

2
|Al|

≤
k − 3

2
(n − k + 1).
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Then

e(G) ≤ ex
(k − 3

2
,H

)

+
k − 3

2

k + 1

2
+ 1 +

k − 3

2
(n− k + 1)

= ex
(k − 3

2
,H

)

+
k − 3

2

(

n−
k − 3

2

)

+ 1.

Consequently, exconn
(

n, {Pk,H}
)

= ex
(

k−3
2 ,H

)

+ k−3
2

(

n− k−3
2

)

+ c, where c = 0 or 1.

Proof of Theorem 1.8. Let G ∈ EXconn(n, {Pk,H}). According to the proof of Theorem

1.7, we only need to consider the case Pk−1 ⊆ G. As in the proof of Theorem 1.7, we can show

that
∣

∣A(k−3)/2

∣

∣ = Θ(n). By Lemma 2.6,

e(G[V (Pk−1)]) ≤ ex
(k − 3

2
,H

)

+
k − 3

2

k + 1

2
.

Then

e(G) ≤ ex
(k − 3

2
,H

)

+
k − 3

2

k + 1

2
+

k − 3

2
(n − k + 1)

= ex
(k − 3

2
,H

)

+
k − 3

2

(

n−
k − 3

2

)

.

So

exconn(n, {Pk,H}) ≤ ex
(k − 3

2
,H

)

+
k − 3

2

(

n−
k − 3

2

)

.

Combining with the lower bound

exconn(n, {Pk,H}) ≥ ex
(k − 3

2
,H

)

+
k − 3

2

(

n−
k − 3

2

)

,

we have

exconn(n, {Pk,H}) = ex
(k − 3

2
,H

)

+
k − 3

2

(

n−
k − 3

2

)

.

Moreover, T ∨ In−(k−3)/2 is an extremal graph, where T is a graph in EX
(

k−3
2 ,H

)

.

We show that the above results imply Theorem 1.3. When k is even, Theorem 1.6 yields that

exconn(n, {Pk,Km}) = ex
(k

2
− 1,Km−1

)

+
(k

2
− 1

)(

n−
k

2
+ 1

)

= e
(

T
(k

2
− 1,m− 2

))

+
(k

2
− 1

)(

n−
k

2
+ 1

)

,

and the extremal graph is T
(

k
2 − 1,m − 2

)

∨ In−k/2+1. When k is odd, we have the following

corollary.
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Corollary 1. For k is odd, if k ≥ 2m − 1, then exconn(n, {Km, Pk}) = e
(

T (k−3
2 ,m − 2)

)

+
k−3
2

(

n− k−3
2

)

for sufficiently large n, and the extremal graph is T (k−3
2 ,m− 2) ∨ In−(k−3)/2. If

m < k < 2m− 1, exconn(n, {Km, Pk}) =
(k−3)(k−5)

8 + k−3
2

(

n− k−3
2

)

+1 and the extremal graph

is K(k−3)/2 ∨
(

In−(k−1)/2 ∪K2

)

.

Proof. Take H = Km, then H = {Km−1}, EX
(

k−3
2 ,Km−1

)

=
{

T
(

k−3
2 ,m − 2

)}

and H′ =

{Km−2}. If k ≥ 2m−1, since T (k−3
2 ,m−2) contains aKm−2, by Theorem 1.8, exconn(n, {Pk,Km}) =

e
(

T (k−3
2 ,m− 2)

)

+ k−3
2

(

n− k−3
2

)

and the extremal graph is T (k−3
2 ,m− 2) ∨ In−(k−3)/2.

If m < k < 2m − 1, it is easily seen that K(k−3)/2 ∨ (In−(k−1)/2 ∪ K2) is {Pk,Km}-free, by

Theorem 1.7, we have

exconn(n, {Km, Pk}) = e
(

T
(k − 3

2
,m− 2

))

+
k − 3

2

(

n−
k − 3

2

)

+ 1

=
(k − 3)(k − 5)

8
+

k − 3

2

(

n−
k − 3

2

)

+ 1.

Take H = Ft, where Ft is the graph formed by t triangles intersecting at a vertex. Then

H = {Mt, St} and H′ = {Ft−1,Mt−1 ∪ K1}. By Theorem 2.1, when k is odd, the extremal

graph for {Mt, St} is Kt ∪ Kt. When k is even, the extremal graphs for {Mt, St} are all the

graphs with 2t− 1 vertices, t2 − 3
2t edges and maximum degree t− 1.

Corollary 2. For sufficiently large n, exconn(n, {Ft, Pk}) = ex
(

⌊k2⌋ − 1, {Mt, St}
)

+
(

⌊k2⌋ −

1
)(

n− ⌊k2⌋+ 1
)

and the extremal graph is T ∨ In−⌊k/2⌋+1, where T ∈ EX
(

⌊k2⌋ − 1, {Mt, St}
)

.

Proof. Take H = Ft. When k is even, Theorem 1.6 yields

exconn(n, {Pk, Ft}) = ex
(k

2
− 1, {Mt, St}

)

+
(k

2
− 1

)(

n−
k

2
+ 1

)

,

and the extremal graph is T ∨ In−k/2+1, where T ∈ EX(k2 − 1, {Mt, St}).

If k is odd, then H = {Mt, St} and H′ = {Ft−1,Mt−1 ∪K1}. We first show that every graph

in EX(k−3
2 , {Mt, St}) contains a copy of Mt−1∪K1. By Theorem 2.6, ex

(

k−3
2 , {Mt, St}

)

= t2−t

if t is odd and ex
(

k−3
2 , {Mt, St}

)

= t2 − 3
2t otherwise. By Theorem 2.1, ex

(

k−3
2 , {Mt−1, St}

)

≤

(t− 1)2. Then ex
(

k−3
2 , {Mt, St}

)

> ex
(

k−3
2 , {Mt−1, St}

)

. So every graph in EX(k−3
2 , {Mt, St})

must contain a copy of Mt−1 ∪K1. Hence, by Theorem 1.8,

exconn(n, {Pk, Ft}) = ex
(k − 3

2
, {Mt, St}

)

+
k − 3

2

(

n−
k − 3

2

)

,

and the extremal graph is T ∨ In−(k−3)/2, where T ∈ EX
(

k−3
2 , {Mt, St}

)

.
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Remark. We give an example for c = 1 in Theorem 1.7. Take H = K2,2,2. We will show

that exconn(n, {Pk,H}) = ex
(

k−3
2 ,H

)

+ k−3
2

(

n− k−3
2

)

+ 1.

For H = K2,2,2, then H = C4. It is sufficient to prove that for every T ∈ EX(k−3
2 , C4),

G = T ∨
(

In−(k−1)/2 ∪ {uv}
)

is {Pk,K2,2,2}-free. Obviously G is Pk-free. If G contains a copy

of K2,2,2, say W , then W must contain uv. Note that every edge of K2,2,2 belongs to a C4

in K2,2,2, then uv belongs to a C4 in W . Let the C4 containing uv in W be {x, y, u, v}, then

x, y ∈ V (T ). Suppose {a, b} = V (W ) \ {x, y, u, v}, then vertices a, b must be in T . However,

W [{a, b, x, y}] is a C4 in T , which contradicts to that T is C4-free. Then by Theorem 1.7, we

have

exconn(n, {Pk,K2,2,2}) = ex
(k − 3

2
, C4

)

+
k − 3

2

(

n−
k − 3

2

)

+ 1.

4 Proof of Theorem 1.9

For the lower bound, it is easily seen that ex(n, {Pk,H}) ≥ exconn(n, {Pk,H}) = (⌊k2⌋−1)n+

Ok(1) by Theorems 1.6 and 1.7. Moreover, suppose n = m(k − 1) + r, where 0 ≤ r ≤ k − 2.

Then the disjoint union of m copies from a graph in EX(k − 1,H) and a copy from a graph in

EX(r,H) is also {Pk,H}-free. Hence

ex
(

n, {Pk,H}
)

≥ m · ex(k − 1,H) + ex(r,H)

=
ex(k − 1,H)

k − 1
n+Ok(1).

So ex(n, {H,Pk}) ≥ nmax
{

⌊k2⌋ − 1, ex(k−1,H)
k−1

}

+Ok(1).

Suppose G is an n-vertex {Pk,H}-free graph. Let Gi (1 ≤ i ≤ t) be the components of G

and li = |V (Gi)|.

Case 1. k is even. For the upper bound, we distinguish two cases for li.

Case 1.1. li < k. Then e(Gi) ≤ ex(li,H) ≤ li(li−1)
2 ≤ k−2

2 li.

Case 1.2. li ≥ k. Let the longest path in Gi be Pm, where m ≤ k − 1. Then

e(Gi) ≤ ex(m,H) +
(k

2
− 1

)

(li −m)

≤
m(m− 1)

2
+
(k

2
− 1

)

li −
m(k − 2)

2

=
(k

2
− 1

)

li −
m

2
(m− k + 1)

≤
(k

2
− 1

)

li.
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The first inequality holds by e(Gi[V (Pm)]) ≤ ex(m,H) and Lemma 2.3. Therefore,

e(G) =
t

∑

i=1

e(Gi) ≤
t

∑

i=1

(k

2
− 1

)

li =
(k

2
− 1

)

n.

Then ex(n, {H,Pk}) ≤ n ·max
{⌊

k
2

⌋

− 1, ex(k−1,H)
k−1

}

. Combining with the lower bound, we have

ex(n, {H,Pk}) = n ·max
{⌊k

2

⌋

− 1,
ex(k − 1,H)

k − 1

}

+Ok(1).

Case 2. k is odd. For the upper bound, we distinguish three different cases for li.

Case 2.1. li < k − 1. Then e(Gi) ≤ ex(li,H) ≤ li(li−1)
2 ≤ k−3

2 li.

Case 2.2. li = k − 1. Then e(Gi) ≤ ex(k − 1,H).

Case 2.3. li ≥ k. Let the longest path in Gi be Pm where m ≤ k − 1.

If Pk−1 * Gi, then m ≤ k − 2 and

e(Gi) ≤ ex(m,H) +
k − 3

2
(li −m)

≤
m(m− 1)

2
+

k − 3

2
li −

m(k − 3)

2

=
k − 3

2
li −

m

2
(m− k + 2)

≤
k − 3

2
li.

The first inequality holds by e(Gi[V (Pm)]) ≤ ex(m,H) and Lemma 2.3.

If Pk−1 ⊆ Gi, then

e(Gi) ≤ ex(k − 1,H) +
k − 3

2
(li − k + 1)

=
k − 3

2
li + ex(k − 1,H)−

(k − 1)(k − 3)

2
.

The first inequality holds by e(Gi[V (Pk−1)]) ≤ ex(k − 1,H) and Lemma 2.3.

Let n1 :=
∑

lj<k−1 lj , n2 :=
∑

lj=k−1 lj , n3 :=
∑

lj≥k,Pk−1*Gj
lj and n4 :=

∑

lj≥k,Pk−1⊆Gj
lj .
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Then we have

e(G) =
k − 3

2
n1 +

n2

k − 1
ex(k − 1,H) +

∑

li≥k,Pk−1*Gi

e(Gi) +
∑

lj≥k,Pk−1⊆Gj

e(Gj)

≤
k − 3

2
n1 +

n2

k − 1
ex(k − 1,H) +

k − 3

2
n3 +

k − 3

2
n4 +

n4

k

(

ex(k − 1,H) −
(k − 1)(k − 3)

2

)

≤
k − 3

2
n1 +

n2

k − 1
ex(k − 1,H) +

k − 3

2
n3 +

k − 3

2
n4 +

n4

k − 1

(

ex(k − 1,H)−
(k − 1)(k − 3)

2

)

=
k − 3

2
(n1 + n3 + n4) +

n2 + n4

k − 1
ex(k − 1,H) −

k − 3

2
n4

=
k − 3

2
(n1 + n3) +

ex(k − 1,H)

k − 1
(n2 + n4).

Let x = n1 + n3 and y = n2 + n4. Then x+ y = n and e(G) ≤ k−3
2 x+ ex(k−1,H)

k−1 y. Hence

e(G) ≤ n ·max
{k − 3

2
,
ex(k − 1,H)

k − 1

}

.

Then ex(n, {H,Pk}) ≤ n ·max
{⌊

k
2

⌋

− 1, ex(k−1,H)
k−1

}

. Combining with the lower bound, we have

ex(n, {H,Pk}) = n ·max
{⌊k

2

⌋

− 1,
ex(k − 1,H)

k − 1

}

+Ok(1).

The proof is finished.

5 Concluding Remarks

Theorem 1.8 gives a sufficient condition for c = 0 in Theorem 1.7 and we also give an example

to show c can be 1 in Theorem 1.7. It is natural to ask whether we can determine when c is 0

or 1 exactly in Theorem 1.7.

We obtain asymptotical result of ex(n, {Pk,H}) with the constant term Ok(1) left, it is an

interesting question to give the exact value of ex(n, {Pk,H}).
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