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Abstract

For a family of graphs F, the Turdn number ez(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 eZeonn(n, F). Let P, 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 of H is more than 2. Then ex (n, {H, Pk}) = nmax { L%J -1, W}—F
Oy (1). In this paper, we determine the exact value of ezconn (n, {Py, H }) for sufficiently large
n. Moreover, we obtain asymptotical result for ex (n, {Py,H }), which solves the conjecture

proposed by Katona and Xiao.
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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(QG).
The number of edges in G is denoted by e(G). For S C V(G), we denote by NE(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 V4,V, C V(G), E(V1,Va) denotes the set of edges between V; and V5 in G, and
e(Vi, V) = |E(V4, V2)|. The chromatic number of G is denoted by x(G).

*Research was partially supported by the National Nature Science Foundation of China (grant number
12331012
t Corresponding author. Email address: lykang@shu.edu.cn (L. Kang), lyc828az@163.com (Y. Liu)


http://arxiv.org/abs/2312.00620v1

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 Turdn 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 ezconn(n, F), and the family of

n-vertex F-free connected graphs attaining ezcony(n, F) edges is denoted by E X onn(n, F).

Let K, denote the complete graph on n vertices. Let P, and C} denote the path and the
cycle on k vertices respectively. The n-vertex independent set is denoted by I,,. The complete
k-partite graph Ky, n, ... n, is a graph formed by partitioning the set of n vertices into k& subsets
with n;(1 < i < k) vertices in each subset, and connecting two vertices by an edge if and only
if they belong to different subsets. The Turdn 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 U H. The join of G and
H, denoted by G V H, is the graph obtained from G U H by adding all possible edges between
G and H.

In 1959, Erdds and Gallai [4] determined the Turdn number for P.
Theorem 1.1 ([4]). Let G be an n-vertex graph. If e(G) > %n where k > 2, then G contains

a copy of Pi.

The extremal problem for P, under the condition that G is connected was considered by
Kopylov [6]. He determined the Turdn number for Py. After 30 years, Balister, Gy6ri, Lehel
and Schelp [2] found all the extremal graphs for Pj.

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) Smax{(kg2> +(n—k+2), (%B + {%J <n— {SD}

The equality holds when G is either (Ki_3U I,_p12)V K7 or (KI,C_QL%JJrl U In_(%]) Vv KL%J—I‘

Recently, Katona and Xiao [5] determined the exact value of ex(n,{Py, K, }) if & > 2m — 1
and eXconn(n,{ Py, Kin}) if k > m for sufficiently large n.

Theorem 1.3 ([5]). Let G be a connected n-vertex {K,,, Py}-free graph where m < k. For
sufficiently large n (> N(k)),

e oonn (11, { K, Py}) = (LSJ _ 1> (n - EJ + 1> + e(TQgJ 1m— 2>>
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T(L%J —1,m— 2) Y In_L 1 s an extremal graph.

o

Theorem 1.4 ([3]). Let G be an n-vertex {K,,, Py }-free graph where 2m — 1 < k. For suffi-
ciently large n (> N'(k)),

ea(n, {Kom, Py}) = QSJ - 1> <n— EJ +1> —i—e(T(EJ - 1,m—2>>.

T(4% -1,m-2)VvI

(541 is an extremal graph.

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

the following conjecture.

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

ex(k—1,H)

ex(n,{H, P;}) = nmax { LSJ -1, T} + Ok(1).

In this paper, we determine the exact value of exconn(n, { Py, H}) for sufficiently large n and
obtain asymptotical result of ex(n,{Py, H}) which confirms Conjecture

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 x(H) > 2 and k is even, then

€Teonn(n, { Py, H}) = em(g — 1,7—[) + (g — 1) (n — g + 1)

for sufficiently large n. The extremal graph is T'V I, _y /211, where T' € EX(% —1,H).

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

eZeonn(n, { Py, H}) = ex(%,?—l) + k;3(n— kg?)) +c

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

The following theorem gives a sufficient condition for ¢ = 0 in Theorem [Tl 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 x(H) > 2, k is odd, and every graph in EX(%,’H)

contains at least a member in H' , then

eiﬂcorm(n’{kaH}) :egj(kg?),%) + k;?)(n_%)

for sufficiently large n. The extremal graph is TV 1,,_(1,_3)/2, where T' is a graph in EX(%, H).
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We will show that Theorem [I.3] can be deduced from Theorem [I.§ in Section 3.

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

ex(n,{H, Py}) = nmax { LﬁJ -1, %} + Ok(1).

2
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 uw € 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 < L%J

Lemma 2.2 ([5]). Let G be a connected graph on k vertices with no Hamiltonian path but with
a path P = (v1,va,- -+ ,v_1) on k—1 vertices. Suppose the vertex w € V(G)\V (P) is adjacent
to s vertices of P, that is Np(u) = {vi,, viy, -+ ,vi, }, 01 <i2 < --- <is. Then

k
(1)s< |5 -1,
(2) there are no edges of the form Vi 410ip 41, Vij—1Vi,—1, V1Vip41 OT Vjp—10k—1, 1 <7 <r <s,1<
t <s.

By Lemmal2.2] if G is an n-vertex Pj-free connected graph with a path Py_1, then e(u, V(Pg_1))
< L%J — 1 for each u € V(G) \ V(Px—1). We partition the vertices of V(G) \ V(Pj_1) into mu-
tually disjoint sets in two different ways.

(1) Let u € A;, if e(u, V(Py_1)) = 4,0 <i < [5] — 1.
(2) Let uw € By, if u € A;, and u is connected to vertices in A;,, Ai,,--- , A;, by a path, then
1= max{z'l,ig, cee ,ir}.

One can easily verify that 4, N A; =0,B;,NBj =0 for 0 <i#j < {%J —1 and

|k/2]—1 |k/2]—1
Y A= ) Bi=V(G)\V(Pi).
=0 =0

Moreover, By is empty since G is connected, and there are no edges between B; and B; for
1<i#j<|& -1



Lemma 2.3 ([5]). Let G be an n-vertex Py-free connected graph with a path on k — 1 vertices.
Let A; and B; are the sets of vertices defined above. Then

|k/2]—2
@ et = (5] - D+ 3 (4]
=0

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

vertices. The following lemma estimates the number of edges in G[V (P;_1)].

Lemma 2.4. For a graph H with x(H) > 2 and sufficiently large n, let G be an n-vertex
{Px, H}-free connected graph containing a Py_1. Let H be the family of graphs obtained from
H by deleting a color class of H. If ‘ALk/2J—1| = 0O(n), then

oo <es([3] 12 + (4] ) [4] v

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

Proof. Let Pi_1 := (v1,v9,...,v5_1). We distinguish two different cases depending on the
parity of k.

Case 1: k is even. Since for any vertex u in Ay/p_1, u cannot be adjacent to v1, vg_1,
or consecutive vertices on P._1, Np_, (u) = {va,vs, - ,vp_2}. Then Ay is the com-
mon neighborhood of vertices in {v9,vy4,- ,vx_2}. The assumption |Ak/2_1| = O(n) im-
plies that G[{va,vy4, - ,vk_2}] is H-free. Otherwise, G[{va, v4, -+ ,vp_2}] contains a graph in
H, we can always find the missing color class in Ay 5_; which forms an H, a contradiction.
Thus G[{v2,v4,- -+ ,vx_2}] must be H-free. Moreover, by Lemma [22] there are no edges in
G[{v1,v3, -+ ,vp-1}]. Then e(G[V(Ps_1)]) < ex(& —1,H) + (5 - 1)4.

Case 2: k is odd. Since for any vertex u in A _3)/2, u cannot be adjacent to v1, vg—1, or con-
secutive vertices on Py_1, Np, ,(u) = {vo,v4, - ,v5_3} or Np_, (u) = {v2,v4, - , Vo, Voy+3,
Vol+5,+ ,Up—o} where 1 <[ < k—f Let G; = G\ V(Pg—1). Then

k—5)/2
Ag—zy2 = Ul(zl ) NE ({va,va, -+, v, Vorg, Vorgs, -+, Up—2}) U NG ({vo, va, -+, vp—3}).
Since |A(k_3)/2‘ = O(n), we must have |[N& ({va,vs, -+ ,vp-3})| = O(n) or |[N& ({vz,v4,-- -,
Vo1, V2143, V2145, ** , Uk—2})| = O(n) for some I.
For the former case, G[{va, vy, - ,vk_3}] is H-free. Moreover, by Lemma 2.2 there are no



edges in G[{v1,vs, -+ ,vk_2}] and vivg_1, V301, ,Vk_4Vk_1 are not edges of G. Then

GV (Po))) < e:p<k_3,7-[>+<k_1>2_k_3+k—3

2 2 2 2

k-3 E—1\?2
(5 ()

2 2 2
For the latter case, G[{ve, vy, , Vo, Uor43, Vors5, - ,Uk_2}| is H-free. Moreover, by Lemma
2.2 there are no edges in G[{v1,v3, - , V241, V2144, V2146, > Vk—1}] and v1vg 42, V3042, ¢,
V9] 1V2142, V214+2V21 44, U21+2V2146, " * * > V2142Vk—1 are not edges of G. Then
k—3 k—1\? k-3 k-3
e(GlV(Pr—1)]) < ex <T’H> + < 5 > - + 5

k—3 E—1\2
(52 (5

k— k—3k+1
= e$<—3,H>+T3%+1.

O

Lemma 2.5. Suppose V(G) = M U {u,v}, where |M| =1, 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(I,H) contains at least a member in H'. Then e(G) < ex(l,H) + 21.

Proof. Since G[M] is H-free, e(G[M]) < ex(l,H). If e(G) = ex(l,H)+ 20+ 1, then G =T/ K,
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. O

Lemma 2.6. For odd k, let G be the graph in Lemma [2.4] and ‘A(k_g)/2| = O(n), H' be the
family of graphs obtained from H by deleting two adjacent vertices in V(H). If every graph in

EX(%,’H) contains at least a member in H', then

k-3 k—3k+1
GV (Piy)]) < ex <—%> N -
2 2 2
for sufficiently large n.
Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 2.4] we have
(k_5)/2 Cco o
Age—syz = UZy NG ({2,045 van, Va3, vargs, -+ vk-2}) UNE] ({oa, 04, s vr3}).



The assumption |A;_3) /5| = ©(n) implies that |[Ng ({v2,v4, - ,vg-3})| = O(n) or there exists
an ! with 1 <[ < k—j’ such that [N& ({ve,va, -+ ,var, V2143, Vargs, -+ Vk—2})| = O(n).

If [NE ({v2, 04, ,vk—3})| = ©(n), then G[{va, vy, -+ ,vk_3}] is H-free, and G[{va, vy,

-, Uk—3,Vg—2,Vk_1}] is H-free. By Lemma [2.5]

-3
6(G[{'U27'U4,"’ 7Uk_3,?]k_2,?]k_1}]) §€$< 2 ,H) +k—3

Moreover, by Lemma [22] there are no edges in G[{v1,vs, -+ ,vk_2}] and vivg_1, V3081, - ,
Vp_4Vi_1 are not edges of G. Then

k—3 k—3\2

e(GlV(Pr—1)]) < ex <T,H> + <T> +k—3
k—3 k—3k+1
If ‘N(C;’Ol ({U27U47 s, 020, V2143, V2145, 7Uk—2})‘ = @(n) fOI' some la then G[{U27U47' s, Vg,

Vo143, V145, Vk—2}] 18 H-free, and G[{va,vs, -+ , Va1, V2143, Vo145, 5 Up—2, Vai41, Vaiy2}] 18

H-free. By Lemma [2.5]

k—3
6(G[{U2,U4, cr 5021, V2143, V2145, 7 0 7vk—27v2l+1av2l+2}]) <ex <T7H> +k—3.

Moreover, by Lemma[2.2] there are no edges in G[{v1,vs, - , V941, Vo414, Vo146, -+ »Vkp—1}] and

V12142, V3V2142, " * * 5 V2l—1V2142, V22V 4, V2142V21 46, ** > V2142Vk—1 are not edges of G. Then

k—3 kE—3)\2
ex <T’H> + <?> +k—3

k—3 k—3k+1

IN

e(GV (Pe-1)))

0

Let M; be a matching on t edges and S; be a star on ¢+ 1 vertices. In 1972, Abbott, Hanson
and Sauer|[I] determined ex (n, {M;, S¢}).

Theorem 2.1 ([1]). We omit isolated vertices in extremal graphs. If k is odd and n > 2t,
ex(n,{M;,S;}) = t2 — t and the extremal graph is K; U K;. When k is even and n > 2t — 1,
ex(n, {My, S;}) =t — %t and the extremal graphs are all the graphs with 2t — 1 vertices, t* — %t

edges and mazximum degree t — 1.

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



Theorem 2.2 ([3]). For every k> 1 andt > 1,

ex(n, {Mys1, Sis1)) = kt + gJ : L%J < kt+k

3 Proofs of Theorems [1.6], 1.7 and 1.8

Proof of Theorems For any graph T in EX(% — 1,H), obviously T'V I),_j/941 is a
{Py, H }-free connected graph. Then

k

eTeonn (1, { Py, H}) > GJE(g - 1,7’() + (5 — 1) (n — g

+ 1). (3.1)

Next we show that exconn(n,{Py, H}) < em(% - 1,H) + (% - 1(n — % +1). Let G €
EXconn(na {Pk,H})

If P,_1 ¢ G, by Theorem [L.T]

e(G) < k;3n<ex<§—1,7-[>+<§—1)<n—ﬁ+1>

for sufficiently large n.
If P, C G, we claim that |A/o_;| = ©(n). Otherwise, |4y /91| = o(n). By Lemma 23]
k/2-2
k E 3
(@) = GV (P < (5 = 1) Ak + 32 (5 -5)14

S P R O P

(Dot
Combining with e(G[V (Py-1)]) < ex(k — 1, H), we have

N
w

e(G) < ex(k—l,H)+<g—g>n+o(n)

k k k
< em<§—1,7-l) —|—<§—1><n—§+1)
for sufficiently large n, which is a contradiction to (B.I). So [A/s—1| = ©(n). By Lemma 2.4]

e(GIV(Pe_1)]) < e:c<§ —1LH) + (g -1) g



According to Lemma 2.3]

(@) —e@V(B-) < (5-1)|Apn|+ X (5-3)14

= ex(——l,?—l

S0 eZeonn (1, { Py, H}) = ex(% 1L, H)+ (% —1)(n— % +1). The extremal graph is TV I _gjo41,
where T € EX (5 — 1,H). O
Proof of Theorem 1.7l For any graph T in EX(%,H), obviously 7'V I,,_(x_3)/2 is a
{ Py, H}-free connected graph. Then

%H)+kg3@—kg3> (3.2)

2

exconn(na {Pk7 H}) > &T(

Next we will show that exconn(n, {Pk,H}) < ex(%?’ H) + %(n - %) + 1. Let G €
EXconn (n,{Px, H}). If Py_o ¢ G, by Theorem [T e(G) < %n
for sufficiently large n.

If P,y € G, P,_y C G, we claim that ‘A(k_g)/2| = O(n). Otherwise, |A(k_3)/2‘ =o(n). By
Lemma 23]

k-3 k22 )y
e(G) — e(G[V (Px-2)]) < T|A(k—3)/2\ + ) T|Az|
=0
k-3 k-4
= 5 [Ap-g2| + 5 (0 =k +2 = [Ap_3)52)
= %n + o(n).

Combining with e(G[V (Py—2)]) < ex(k — 2, H), we have
4
n+o(n)

() A5

e(G) < ex(k—2,H)+ i

for sufficiently large n, which is a contradiction to (B2]). So ‘A(k_3) /2| = 0O(n).
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By Lemmas 2.4l and 23] we have

e(GIV (Py-2)]) < ex(k - 3,H> k—3k-1

2 2 2
and
(k—5)/2
k—3 k—4
e(G) —e(GlV (Ps—2)]) < T|A(k—3)/2\+ > —5— |4l
1=0
< k_%n—k+m.
2
Then
k—3 k—3k—1 k-3
e(G) < ex(—,’l—l) 5 5 T3 (n—k+2)
k—3 k—3 k—3
- m( 2’%>+ 2 @_ 2 )

If P,_1 C G, we claim that |A_3)/2| = ©(n). Otherwise, [A(;_3)/2| = o(n). By Lemma 2.3

k-3 C22 gy
e(G) — e(GV(Pe-1)]) < T|A(k—3)/2\ + ) —5— |4l
=0
k-3 k-4
= ——|An-a2| +
k-4

Combining with e(G[V (Pi-1)]) < ex(k — 1, H), we have

(n—k+1—|Ap_3)])

4n + o(n)

< ()T,

e(G) < ex(k—1,H)+ i

for sufficiently large n, which is a contradiction to ([B.2]). So |A(k_3) /2| = ©(n). By Lemmas 2.4
and 23] we have

k—3 k—3k+1

B(G[V(Pk_l)]) S 61’( 5 ,H) + TT + 1,

and
(k—5)/2
k—3 k—4
e(G) — e(G[V (Px-1)]) < T|A(k—3)/2\ + ) TlAzl

=0

< Pkt
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k—3 k—3k+1 k—3
e(G) < ex( 5 ,H>+TT+1+T(n—k+l)
= ex(kgg,?{)—kk;g(n——k;g)—i-l.
Consequently, exconn (n, {Pk,H}) = ex(%,%) + %(n — %) + ¢, where ¢ =0 or 1. O

Proof of Theorem [I.8. Let G € EX onn(n,{Pr, H}). According to the proof of Theorem
[L7, we only need to consider the case P,_1 C G. As in the proof of Theorem [[.7] we can show
that ‘A(k_g)p! = O(n). By Lemma [2.0]

k—3 k—3k+1
,H)+ Wity

2 2 2
Then
e(G) < em(kggﬂ-{) k;?’k—;l k23(n—k‘+1)
- a(tH) e e
So

eZeonn(n, {Pi, H}) < e:n(?,?—l) + k;3<n— i ; 3).

Combining with the lower bound

) 2045

€T conn (1, { Pr, H}) = ex(%@ Lk . 3<n_ k - 3)‘

k
eTeonn(n, {Px, H}) > e:n(

we have

Moreover, T'V I,,_(j_3)/2 is an extremal graph, where 7" is a graph in EX(%, ’H) O
We show that the above results imply Theorem [[L3l When k is even, Theorem [L.0] yields that

eZeonn (M, { Piy, Kin}) = em(% - 1,Km_1> + <§ - 1) (n - g + 1)

- roto-g) - ()5 )

and the extremal graph is T(% —1,m— 2) V I, _jj241- 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(552,m - 2)) +

k23 (n — —) for sufficiently large n, and the extremal graph is T( ,m—2)V Ly (k—3)2- If

m <k <2m—1, exeonn(n, {Km, Pr}) = w + %(n— %) +1 and the extremal graph
is K(j—3)/2 V (In—(r—1)/2 U K2).

Proof. Take H = K, then H = {K,,_1}, EX (52 K, 1) = {T(52,m — 2)} and H' =
{Km—2}. If k > 2m—1, since T(k_?’ m—2) contains a K,,_2, by Theoremm e conn (M, { Piy Kim}) =
e(T(%,m -2)) + k23(n - k%) and the extremal graph is T( —2) VI _(k—3)/2-

If m <k <2m—1, it is easily seen that K_3) /o V (In_(k_l)/Q U Ks) is { Py, K, }-free, by
Theorem [I.7] we have

etz (s ) = e(T(F g om = 2) )57 (05 )
_ (k—3)8(k—5)+k;3<n_k;3>+1‘

O

Take H = F;, where F; is the graph formed by ¢ triangles intersecting at a vertex. Then
H = {M;, S} and H' = {F,_1,M;_1 U K1}. By Theorem [ZI] when k is odd, the extremal
graph for {M;,S;} is Ky U K;. When k is even, the extremal graphs for {M;, S;} are all the

graphs with 2t — 1 vertices, ¢ — %t edges and maximum degree ¢t — 1.

Corollary 2. For sufficiently large n, eTeonn(n, {F, Py}) = ex(|5] — 1,{M, S}) + (15] -
1) (n - L%J + 1) and the extremal graph is T'V I,,_|;/2)+1, where T' € EX(L%J —1,{ M, St}).

Proof. Take H = F;. When k is even, Theorem [, yields

eZeonn (N, { P, F;}) = ex(g -1, {Mt,St}) + (g - 1) (n - g + 1),

and the extremal graph is T'V I),_ /5,1, where T' € EX(% —1,{ My, S;}).

If k is odd, then H = {M;, S;} and H' = {F;_1, M;_1 U K1}. We first show that every graph
in EX(k 3 {M;, S;}) contains a copy of M;_1 UK. By Theorem 2.6, e:n(%, { M, St}) =t2—t
if t is odd and ez (&52, {M;, S;}) = t2 — 3t otherwise. By Theorem 2] ex (%52, {Mt 1,51}) <
(t —1)2. Then e:L"(T, {M;, 5.}) > em(%, {M;_1,5:}). So every graph in EX( 3 {My, S:})
must contain a copy of M;_1 U K;. Hence, by Theorem [Lg],

etann(n (P ) = er(M02 i, 5)) + B2 (0 - B2,

and the extremal graph is T'V I,,_(_3)/2, where T' € EX(%, { M, St}). O

12



Remark. We give an example for ¢ = 1 in Theorem [[.L71 Take H = Kj25. We will show
that exeonn(n, {Pg, H}) = ea:(%,?—[) + %(n — %) + 1.

For H = K9, then H = Cy. It is sufficient to prove that for every T' € EX(%,CQ;),
G=TV (In_(k_l)/Q U {uv}) is { Py, K22,2}-free. Obviously G is Pg-free. If G contains a copy
of K99, say W, then W must contain uv. Note that every edge of Kg22 belongs to a Cy4
in K999, then uv belongs to a Cy in W. Let the Cy4 containing uv in W be {z,y,u, v}, then
x,y € V(T). Suppose {a,b} = V(W) \ {z,y,u,v}, then vertices a,b must be in T. However,
W{a,b,xz,y}] is a Cy in T, which contradicts to that T" is Cy-free. Then by Theorem [[7] we

have

eZeomn(n, { Py, K222}) = em(k - 3,04) + % (n- ?) +1.

4 Proof of Theorem

For the lower bound, it is easily seen that ex(n, { Py, H}) > eZconn(n, {Ps, H}) = (|5] - 1)n+
Og(1) by Theorems and [[L71 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 { Py, H }-free. Hence

ex(n,{Py,H}) > m-ex(k—1,H)+ ex(r,H)

ex(k—1,H)
1 n+ Ok(1)

So ex(n,{H, P;}) > nmax {| 5] — 1, %} + Og(1).

Suppose G is an n-vertex {Py, H}-free graph. Let G; (1 < i < t) be the components of G
and li = ’V(Gz)‘

Case 1. k is even. For the upper bound, we distinguish two cases for [;.
Case 1.1. l; < k. Then e(G;) < ex(l;, H) < @ < %li.
Case 1.2. l; > k. Let the longest path in G; be P,,, where m < k — 1. Then

e(Gy) < ex(m, H) + (g - 1) (1; — m)
- <§—1>li—%(m—k+l)
(o
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The first inequality holds by e(G;i[V (Py)]) < ex(m, H) and Lemma [Z3l Therefore,

(@ =Y e =3 (E- )= (E-1)a

i=1 i=1
Then ex(n, {H, P;}) < n-max { L%J , W} Combining with the lower bound, we have

ex(n,{H, Py}) = n - max { LSJ -1, W} + Og(1).
Case 2. k is odd. For the upper bound, we distinguish three different cases for ;.
Case 2.1. I; < k — 1. Then e(G;) < ex(l;, H) < B < k=37,
Case 2.2. l; =k — 1. Then e(G;) < ex(k —1,H).
Case 2.3. l; > k. Let the longest path in G; be P,,, where m < k — 1.
If P,_y ¢ G;, then m <k —2 and

e(Gy) < ex(m, H)+¥(l _m)

- 2 2 2
k— 3 m
k—3

The first inequality holds by e(G;[V (P,)]) < ex(m, H) and Lemma 23]
If P,_1 C Gy, then
k—3
e(Gi) < ex(k—1,H)+ (i~ k+1)

= %lﬁ-ex(ls— 1,H)— W

The first inequality holds by e(G;[V (Px—1)]) < ex(k — 1, H) and Lemma 2.3

Let ny := le<k—1 lj, ng = le:k—l lj, ng = lezk,Pk,lng lj and ny := lezk,Pk,lng lj.
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Then we have
. k—3 n9g

e(G) = —5—m + —ex(k —1,H) + dooeG)+ D> ey
Li>k, Py 12G; l;>k,Pr_1CG;

k—3 %) k—3 k—3 Ty (k? 1)(k—3)
< -1, H — —1,H)—
< n1+k_1e:n(k JH) + 5 ng + 5 n4+k<e:n(k: JH) 5 )
k—3 %) k—3 k—3 Ty (k‘—l)(k’—?))
< -1, H k-1,H) — —-—"—— =
< S ek — L H) + S g S g o (ea(k — 1) )
k-3 no + Ny k—3
= (n1 +n3+ng) + 1 ex(k—1,H) — 54
k-3 ex(k—1,H)
= B (nl + Tlg) + W(ng + n4).

Let x = nj +ng and y = ng + ng. Then z +y =n and e(G) < %x—k%y Hence

e(G)gn-max{k_3 e:n(k:—l,H)}.

2 7 k—1
Then ex(n,{H, P,}) < n-max { L%J -1, W} Combining with the lower bound, we have
k ex(k—1,H
ex(n,{H, Py}) = n - max { LgJ -1, %} + O (1).
The proof is finished. O

5 Concluding Remarks

Theorem [[.8 gives a sufficient condition for ¢ = 0 in Theorem [T and we also give an example
to show ¢ can be 1 in Theorem [[.7 It is natural to ask whether we can determine when ¢ is 0

or 1 exactly in Theorem [I.7]

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

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