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Induced even cycles in locally sparse graphs

Laihao Ding* Jun Gao' Hong Liuf Bingyu Luan? Shumin Sun®

Abstract

A graph G is (c,t)-sparse if for every pair of vertex subsets A, B c V(G) with |4]|,|B| > t,
e(4, B) < (1 —¢)|A||B|. In this paper we prove that for every ¢ > 0 and integer ¢, there exists C' > 1
such that if an n-vertex graph G is (c,t)-sparse for some t, and has at least Ct'~'/‘n'+1/¢ edges,
then G contains an induced copy of Cy,. This resolves a conjecture of Fox, Nenadov and Pham.

1 Introduction

For a graph H, its Turdn number, denoted by ex(n, H), is the maximum number of edges in an n-
vertex graph which does not contain a copy of H as a subgraph. The Turdn type problem is one of
the most fundamental topics in extremal combinatorics, with its origin dating back to Mantel in 1907,
who solved the case when forbidding triangles. This was later generalised to all cliques by Turan in

1941. More generally, the celebrated Erdds-Stone-Simonovits theorem [11], [12] states that ex(n, H) =
<1 — m + 0(1)) (g), where x(H) is the chromatic number of H. This theorem asymptotically
solves the Turdn problem for non-bipartite graphs. However, when H is bipartite, our knowledge about
ex(n, H) is rather limited. Even for complete bipartite graphs and even cycles, the determination of
the order of the magnitudes of their Turdn numbers turns out to be notoriously difficult. Let Cy be
the cycle of length 2/. While the classical upper bound ex(n, Cy) = Oy(n'*/¢) has been proved by
Bondy and Simonovits [5] fifty years ago, the matching lower bounds are known to exist only for Cy,
Cs and Cp, see [7, 10, 20]. Whether ex(n, Cy) = Qp(n'*¥¢) holds for £ ¢ {2,3,5} has remained a
long-standing open problem. For complete bipartite graphs K,; with s < ¢, the well-known Ko&véri-
Sés-Turdn theorem [I7] states that ex(n, Ks;) = Os4(n?>71/%). This bound is only known to be sharp
when s € {2,3} or ¢ is sufficiently large as a function of s [2], 8, [16].

In recent years, induced variants of the Turdn problem have gained much attention. Note that the
maximum number of edges of an n-vertex graph is trivially (g) when the forbidden induced graph is
not a clique. So simply prohibiting induced copies of a specific graph is not very meaningful. Loh, Tait,
Timmons and Zhou [19] introduced the question of determining the maximum number of edges in an
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n-vertex graph forbidding simultaneously an induced copy of H and a (not necessarily induced) copy
of some graph F. For a fixed H, denote by Py the graph property of not containing H as an induced
subgraph. Let ex(n, Py, F') be the maximum number of edges in an n-vertex member of Py which
contains no copy of F'. Concerning this function, a variety of papers, trying to determine ex(n, P, K1)
for different graphs H, have appeared recently, see [3] 6l 14} 15| [4, 18]. In particular, Hunter, Milojevié,
Sudakov and Tomon [I5] established the upper bound ex(n, Pc,,, Ki4) < Cy !+ for £ > 2.

In general, we say that a graph property is hereditary if it is closed under taking induced subgraphs.
Throughout the paper, we assume that every property P is non-trivial, namely it contains all edgeless
graphs and misses some graph. For a hereditary property P and a graph T', let ex(I',P) denote
the maximum number of edges of a subgraph G < T' that belongs to P. For instance, if ' is the
complete graph K, and P is the property of not containing H as a subgraph, then ex(I',P) is the
same as ex(n, H). Generalising Erdés-Stone-Simonovits theorem of the classical Turédn function, Alon,
Krivelevich and Samotij [I] proved that for every non-trivial hereditary property P and the binomial
random graph G(n,p) with fixed 0 < p < 1, ex(G(n,p),P) = <1 -+ 0(1)) p(%) holds with high
probability, where k = k(P) > 2 denotes the minimum chromatic number of a graph that does not
belong to P. Note that in their result, if 7 misses a bipartite graph, then ex(I', P) = o(n?).

In this paper, we focus on a larger class of graphs I', proposed by Fox, Nenadov and Pham [13]. A
graph G is (c,t)-sparse if for every pair of vertex subsets A, B — V(G) (not necessarily disjoint) with
|A|,|B| = t, we have e(A, B) < (1 — ¢)|A||B|. Here, e(A, B) is the number of pairs (a,b) € A x B such
that {a,b} is an edge in G. In particular, every edge lying in A n B is double-counted. Trivially, if a
graph is (c,t)-sparse, then so do all of its subgraphs. By averaging, it is easy to see that a graph is
K i-free if and only if it is (1/%,t)-sparse. Furthermore, standard concentration inequalities infer that
for 0 < p < 1, with high probability, the binomial random graph G(n, p) is (¢, t)-sparse if ¢ < 1 —p and
t = Q.(logn). Hence, the investigation of (c,t)-sparse graphs encompasses the study of the above two
induced Turan variants when the host graphs are K ;-free graphs or dense random graphs.

Fox, Nenadov and Pham [13] initiated the systematic study of ex(I', Py) with T' being a (c,t)-
sparse graph. A bipartite graph H = (A U B, E) is d-bounded if there are 1 < ¢ < d vertices in A
complete to B, and all other vertices in A have degree at most d. They proved that, for a d-bounded
bipartite H, ex(I', Py) < C¢, atV/An2=1d - Also, they obtained a result for a fixed tree T, proving that
ex(I', Pr) < Ce rtn. In their paper, they proposed the following conjecture for even cycles.

Conjecture 1.1. For every ¢ > 0 and integer £, there exists C > 1, such that if T is a (c,t)-sparse
graph, then ex(T, Pc,,) < Ct!=V/Einl+1/e,

This conjecture can be viewed as an induced analogue of the classical Bondy-Simonovits theorem.
In this paper, we confirm Conjecture [[.T] by proving the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2. For every ¢ > 0 and integer £, there exists C > 1 such that if an n-vertex graph G 1is
(c,t)-sparse for some t, and has at least Cti=VEpI+YE edges, then G contains an induced copy of Cay.

Our theorem generalises the result of Hunter, Milojevié, Sudakov and Tomon [I5, Theorem 1.4] on
induced Turan problem for even cycles from K ;-free graphs to all (c,t)-sparse graphs. Our bound is
best possible up to the constant C'. In particular, the exponent of ¢ cannot be improved in general.
Indeed, let G be the disjoint union of cliques of size (1 — c¢)t, then it is (¢, t)-sparse, contains no induced
Cy and has Q(n?) = Q(t' = Yn1*1/4) edges when t = Q(n).

Our approach. Our proof primarily employs a concept of ‘good/admissible path’ (see Definition B.3])
which helps with controlling the number of induced paths between given endpoints. The bulk of our
proof is to establish the key lemma, Lemma [3.4l Roughly speaking, Lemma [3.4] states that if an almost
regular and locally sparse graph has many ‘minimally congested’ (bad admissible) induced s-paths with
3 < s < /¢ (F in Claim BJ) starting from some same vertex x, then one can utilise them to build an



induced even cycle. If we do not insist on the embedding to be induced, the proof of Lemma 3.4 would
be quite straightforward. However, the inducedness requirement makes the embedding procedure much
more delicate and involved. We first show that there are many internally disjoint s-paths in F’ with the
same endpoints ({Py}yey in Claim [5.2) and there are many edges that can be served as the last edge
for these s-paths in 7' (H in Claim [5.4]). We carry out the embedding of an induced Cy, in two stages.
Firstly, we embed in H, these last edges of the s-paths, an induced (2¢ — 2s)-path P between some
21,2m € Y (see Section and Claim [£.7]). We then utilise the local sparseness of G to find induced
s-paths from z to z; and to z,, to form an induced Cy with P (Claim [(.8]). This embedding strategy
breaks down when s = 2 as x necessarily is adjacent to some internal vertices of P. We instead use the
dependent random choice method to construct an induced Coqp in the last edges of these bad admissible
2-paths. In order to proceed the two strategies above, a key ingredient is Lemma [3.I} it bootstraps
local sparseness of a graph in any hereditary family missing a bipartite graph, which we believe will be
useful for other induced bipartite Turan problems.

Organisation. This paper is organised as follows. Section 2 introduces some auxiliary results. In
Section 3, we prove Theorem [[.2] assuming the key lemma, Lemma[3.4l The proof of Lemma [3.4] is split
into two cases, given in Section 4 and Section 5 respectively. Concluding remarks are given in Section
6.

2 Preliminaries

Notation. Let G be a graph. We write v(G) and e(G) for the order and the number of edges of G
respectively. By §(G), d(G) and A(G), we denote the minimum, average and maximum degree of G
respectively. For vertices u, v € V(G) and A < V(G), denote by Ng(u) the neighbourhood of u and
N4(u) = Ng(u) n A, and write Ng(u,v) = Ng(u) n Ng(v) for the common neighbourhood of w,v and
Na(u,v) = Ng(u,v) n A. Define dg(u) := |Ng(u)| as the degree of u in G, and similarly, we define
da(u). For W < V(G), the induced subgraph of G on W is denoted by G[W]. For a collection G of
graphs, we write V(G) = (Jyeg V(H). The length of a path is the number of edges of the path, and
a path is called an s-path if it is of length s. We call a path with two vertices u,v as endpoints a
(u,v)-path. The internal set of a (u,v)-path P is the set V(P)\{u,v}, and two paths are internally
vertex-disjoint if their internal sets are disjoint. We write £ € y « z to mean that we can choose
the positive constants z,y, z from right to left. More precisely, there are increasing functions f and g
such that, given z, whenever we choose some y < f(z) and = < g(y), the subsequent statement holds.
Hierarchies of other lengths are defined similarly.
We need a result of Fox, Nenadov and Pham [I3] for bounded bipartite graphs.

Corollary 2.1 ([13]). Let H be a bipartite graph with all vertices in one part having degree at most d.
If T is a (c,t)-sparse n-vertex graph, for some ¢ > 0 and t, then there exists C = C(c, H) > 0 such that
any subgraph G < T with at least CtY4n2=1 edges contains a copy of H which is induced in T.

A graph G is K-almost-regular if A(G) < K§(G). The following lemma allows us to consider only
almost regular graphs.

Lemma 2.2 ([I5]). Let a > 0 be a fized real number and let K := 234 Furthermore, let G be
an n-vertex graph with at least Cn'*® edges. Then, there exists a K -almost-reqular induced subgraph
H < G on m vertices with at least %m”a edges.

To construct an induced copy of H, finding independent sets is important for preserving non-
adjacencies during the embedding. The following lemma from [I3] shows that the (c,t)-sparseness is
useful in constructing independent sets.



Lemma 2.3 ([13]). Let T’ be a (c,t)-sparse graph with 0 < ¢ < 1/2. Let k = 2 and V1,...,V} be vertex

subsets of I', not necessarily disjoint, each of size at least m > k2c K. A uniformly random k-tuple in
2

Vi x -+ x V, forms an independent set of k distinct elements with probability at least c*~ .

3 Proof of Theorem

3.1 Main lemmas

The first lemma we need states that the local sparseness of a graph can be bootstrapped if it is induced
H-free for any bipartite H.

Lemma 3.1. Let H be a bipartite graph. For any c,e > 0, there exists By = (¢, H,e) such that for
any B = Po and every (c,t)-sparse graph G, if G does not contain an induced copy of H, then it is also
(1 — ¢, Bt)-sparse.

Proof. Clearly, H is a bipartite graph with all vertices in one part having degree at most v(H). Let
C = C(c, H) be the constant such that the conclusion of Corollary 2] holds and set 3y = (8C/e)*(H).
Suppose to the contrary that there exists a (c,t)-sparse graph G which is induced H-free but not
(1—e, pt)-sparse for some 5 > fy. Then there exist vertex subsets A, B < V(G) such that |B| > |A| = t
and e(A, B) > ¢|A||B|. By averaging, there is a subset B’ € B such that |B’| = |A| and e(4, B') > ¢|A|%.
Then, the induced subgraph G’ = G[A u B’] satisfies that |G’| < 2|A| and

e(A,B)) _ e|A]?
=
2 2
1/v(H
b o )tl/v(H)‘G/‘2—1/v(H) > O/ |G P/,
8

' € 1/v(H) | £12—1/v(H)
e(@) = > 5(Bt) Al

=

Applying Corollary 2Tl with (c,¢,d, H,I)gq) = (¢,t,v(H), H,G"), we can find an induced copy of H in
G’, which is also an induced copy of H in G, and thus we get a contradiction. O

The second lemma harnesses this strengthened local sparseness to find many induced paths in almost
regular graphs.

Lemma 3.2. Let C, 3,¢, K, { be positive reals such that 1/C « 1/ « ¢ « 1/K,1/¢. Let G be a K -almost
reqular and (1 — e, Bt)-sparse graph with average degree d > 2C't. Then the number of induced £-paths
in G is at least ﬂf—ili{z.

Proof. For every ue V(G), set
Xy :={v | v +#u,|Ng(u,v)| >eKd}.

We first show that | X, | < St for every u. Otherwise, let u be any vertex with |X,| > ft. Since G is
K-almost-regular, we obtain that d/K < |Ng(u)| < Kd. Since C » 3 » ¢, K and d > 2Ct, we get
that |[Ng(u)| = Bt. Therefore, e(Ng(u),X,) = eKd - |X,| = €|Ng(u)||Xu|, contradicting that G is
(1 — e, Bt)-sparse.

To prove the claim, it suffices to show that for every u € V(G) and 1 < s < /¢, there are at least %
induced s-paths P = vgvjvs ... vs which start from v = vg satisfying that vs ¢ X,, for 0 <i¢<s—1. If
80, then the number of induced ¢-paths in G is at least % ‘n- zzd—;{z = 25:‘—‘3;{[ as desired.

We prove it by induction on s. When s = 1, this statement clearly holds by considering all the
edges uvy with v; € Ng(u)\X, as |Ng(u)\Xy| = d/K — 5t > d/2K. Now suppose that s > 2 and

this statement holds for s — 1. Let @ = vgvivy...vs—1 be any induced (s — 1)-path satisfying that
vs—1 ¢ X, for 0 <i < s—2. Let Ay, = Ng(vs—1)\ <Uf:_g Neg(vi) u V(Q)). For 0 < i < s — 2, since



vs—1 ¢ Xy,, we have |[Ng(v;) n Ng(vs—1)| < eKd. Then |A,,| > d/K — (s — 1)eKd — s > 3d/4K and
for each v € A,,, the s-path vgvivy...vs_1v is induced. Now let Y, = A, \ (Uf;é X%-)- Then we have
|Yo.| = |Ay, | —sB8t = 3d/AK — (Bt > d/2K. And for any v € Y,,,, vov1vs . .. vs—1v is an induced path with
v ¢ X, for 0 <7 < s—1. So there are at least zs—fﬁ% . % = % induced s-paths P = vguivs ... v
which start from u = vy satisfying that vy ¢ X, for 0 <i <s—1. O

We next introduce the key lemma, of this paper, and the proof of it will be divided into two cases and
presented in the subsequent two sections. Before the formal statement, we need a notion of admissible
and good paths, which was first introduced in [9] and is recursively defined as follows.

Definition 3.3. Any path of length one is both admissible and good. For s > 2, an induced s-path
is admissible if any (s — 1)-subpath of it is good, and it is good if it is admissible and shares the same
endpoints with at most (Lt)*~! admissible s—paths@. Finally, an induced path is bad if it is not good.

Note that by the definition, all the induced 2-paths are admissible, and for every i € [s — 1], any
i-subpath of an admissible s-path is good. Our key lemma is as follows.

Lemma 3.4. Let C,L,B,e,K,{ be positive reals such that 1/C « 1/L « 1/ « ¢ « 1/K,1/¢. Let G
be a K-almost reqular and (1 — €, ft)-sparse graph with average degree d > 2Ct. If for some s with
2 < s < 4, the number of bad admissible s-paths in G is at least

1
5(1/4}()25—571615,
then G contains an induced copy of Cop.

3.2 Putting things together
Proof of Theorem[1.4. Choose parameters satisfying the following hierarchy:

0<1<<1<<1<<5<< 1
=L =K - c, —.
C L I} R’

Suppose to the contrary that G is an n-vertex (c,t)-sparse graph with e(G) = Ct1=1/¢p1+1/% and no
induced copy of Cyy.

By Lemma 2.2, we can assume that G is K-almost-regular, where K = 234 By Lemma B.1], we
derive that G is (1 — &, Bt)-sparse. Let d = d(G) be the average degree of G. Since n? > ¢(G) =
Cti=Vip+ Y and C » 1, we have n > t. Then d > 2Ct'~Yp'/t > 2Ct. By Lemma 3.4 we derive that
for any 2 < s < /¢, the number of bad admissible s-paths is at most %(1 JAK)?Snd?,

We claim that for any 1 < s < £, the number of bad induced s-paths is at most (1/4K)%~*nd*. We
prove it by induction on s. When s = 1, since any path of length one is both admissible and good, we are
done. Now suppose that s > 2 and this statement holds for s — 1. Then by the inductive hypothesis, we
know that the number of bad induced (s — 1)-paths is at most (1/4K)2~(~Dnds=!. Since any induced
s-path which is not admissible contains a bad induced (s — 1)-subpath and recall that A(G) < Kd, we
derive that the number of non-admissible induced s-paths is at most 2 - Kd - ((1 JAK )23*(5*1)nd5*1) =
$(1/4K)%*~*nd®. By the definition of good paths, if an induced path is bad, then either it is non-
admissible or it is admissible but bad. Together with Lemma [B.4] we derive that the number of bad
induced s-paths is at most (1/4K)*~*nd* as claimed.

'To be precise, admissible/good paths are defined with respect to parameters L and t. As we will use the same L and
t throughout the proof, we omit mentioning them.



Specially, the number of bad induced f-paths is at most (1/4K)*nd’. Since the number of induced
d¢

(-paths is at least 57¢757 by Lemma [B:2] we derive that the number of good induced f-paths is at least
nd’

syan (1/4K)'nd® = (1/4K)'nd" = (C/4K)t""1n? > n?(Lt)* L.

On the other hand, by definition, the number of good induced f-paths is at most n?(Lt)*~!, a contra-
diction. This finishes the proof of Theorem O

4 Proof of Lemma [3.4] for s = 2

Take constants M, ey such that
1 1

z<<M<<%<<eo<<s.
Suppose that there are at least %(1 JAK )25*2nal2 bad admissible 2-paths. Then, by pigeonhole, there ex-
ists a vertex x such that the number of bad admissible 2-paths starting from z is at least %( 1/4K)* 242,
Let A and B be the vertex sets of all the second and last vertices on such paths respectively, so we
have e(A, B) > $(1/4K)*72d?. Since each such 2-path is induced, we derive that A and B are disjoint.
Since G is K-almost regular, we have |[A| < dg(x) < Kd. By the definition of bad paths, da(u) > Lt
for every vertex u € B, which implies that e(A, B) > Lt|B].

Pick one vertex u € B uniformly at random. Then E[ds(u)] = e(A, B)/|B|. We say that a pair
(a1,a2) € Nao(u) x Ng(u) € A x A is light if |[Np(aq,a2)| < Mt, and is heavy otherwise. Let Y be the
number of all light pairs in Na(u) x N4 (u), then we have E[Y] < |A|?>- Mt/|B|. As L > M » 1/eq » /,
we have

2
B [sodh ) - V] > eo (Blda(])* ~ EIY] > i (20 B2 - 4P e
1

1
> 3] (60 - Lt- 5(1/41()25*%12 — K?d*. Mt) > 0.

So there exists a vertex u € B such that the number of light pairs in Na(u) is at most eod%(u). Fix
such a vertex wu.
Uniformly at random pick ¢ vertices x1, 2, ..., 2y from Ny(u). Define event

£ = {X = {x1,x9,...,x¢} is an independent set consisting of ¢ distinct Vertices}.

Since a (1—e¢, Bt)-sparse graph is also (1/2, St)-sparse and d4(u) > Lt > 52(%)42&, Lemma 2.3 implies
that P[] > (1/2)7.
For any 1 < i < j </, define events

Eij= {(:Ei,l‘j) is a heavy pair, i.e., |[Np(z;,z;)| = Mt},

and

We next bound the probability P[] ; n & j]. Fix 1 <i < j </, ke [€]\{i,j}, and suppose that (z;,7;)
is a heavy pair. Let

Z :={ve Na(u)\{wz;,z;} | INs(v) n Np(z,z;)| = |[Np(zi, z;)|/¢}.



Note that |[Np(z;,x;)| = Mt > fpt. If |Z| > Bt, then e(Z, Ng(zi,z;)) = |Z| - |[Np(zi,z;)|/0 >
e|Np(x;,xj)| - |Z], a contradiction to that G is (1 — ¢, Bt)-sparse. So |Z| < pt. If ), ¢ Z for any
ke [(]\{i,7}, then

-2

[Nijl = <1 - T) INp(zi,z;)| > Mt/e.

Therefore,

IP’[&Z-"]- ’ Eij| = Play ¢ Z for any k € [£]\{i, j} ’ &ijl

pt (B
RO A

>1-(0—2)

where the last inequality follows from that da(u) = Lt. Since the number of light pairs in Na(u) is at
most g9d% (u), we obtain that P[&; ;] = 1 — gg. Therefore, we derive that
/ / £
P}y O Eigl = P[] - PLEL; | &) 21— 20 -
Let D be the event that &, & ; and 5{7]- occur for all 1 <4 < j < £. By the union bound, we obtain
that

P[D]>1-(1-(1/2)) — (5) (50 + %) > 0.

Thus, we can fix a choice of X such that D occurs. Then N; ; > Mt/l > 62(%)32& forany 1 <i < j </
By Lemma [2:3] with positive probability, there is an {-tuple X’ € Nj g x Np 3 X -+ x Ny_1 ¢ X Ny 1 which
forms an independent set of ¢ distinct elements. Note that G[X u X’] is an induced copy of Cy, a
contradiction. This completes the proof of Lemma [3.4] for s = 2.

5 Proof of Lemma [3.4] for s > 3

We take parameter v such that
1/C«1/L«1/y«1/f«e«1/K,1/s,1/L.

Fix s with 3 < s < ¢, and set g := %(1/4K)2£*5. Suppose that the number of bad admissible s-paths
is at least gnd®. Then, by pigeonhole principle, there exists a vertex x such that there are at least gd®
bad admissible s-paths starting at z. Denote by F the family of these paths.

Now we greedily remove some paths from F in the following process. Suppose F* C F is the current
family after removing some paths from F. If there exists an induced s-path P = xxq - s 125 in F*
satisfying that

(i) the number of induced s-paths P’ € F* with P’ = za;---xs_12, (namely P’ shares the first s

vertices with P) is at most #il, or

(ii) the number of induced s-paths P’ € F* with P/ = zz! - -2/ _ x5 (namely P’ shares the same
(Lt)571

endpoints with P) is at most ~—5—,

then we remove P along with all associated P’ satisfying (i) or (ii). The procedure terminates until no
such P exists, and we denote by F' < F the final resulting family of induced s-paths.

Claim 5.1. F' # @&.



Proof of claim. Let us calculate the number of paths removed because of (i) and (ii) respectively. We
claim that the number of removed paths via (i) is at most

gd _ g&* _ ||
AKs—1 4 = 4

(Kd)*™ (1)
Indeed, during each deletion via (i), we actually remove a bunch of paths sharing the same subpath of
length s — 1 starting from z. Since G is almost K-regular, (Kd)*~! is a trivial upper bound for the
number of (s — 1)-paths starting from z, which in turn gives an upper bound for the number of subpath
options xxy - --xs—1. For every subpath zxi---zs_1, we remove at most 4[?% s-paths zxq - - - xs_la:’s
from F according to (i). Hence, (1) follows.

We next prove that the number of removed paths via (ii) is at most |F|/2. Let W be the union of
endpoints of all paths in F with x excluded. For any vertex y € W, denote by cr(z,y) the number of
(z,y)-paths in F. Since every P € F is admissible and bad, there are at least (Lt)*~! paths P’ in F
(which are all admissible and bad) sharing the same endpoints with P. Thus, cz(z,y) > (Lt)*~! for
every y € W. Since we remove at most (Lt)*~!/2 paths sharing the same endpoints from F in each
deletion via (ii), the number of removed paths via (ii) is at most

s—1
00 s erte) 17
yeW 2 yeW 2 2
where the last equality follows from that [F| = > i cr(,y).
Thus, we remove in total at most 3|F|/4 paths from F and the claim holds. [ |

Let Y be the set of all endpoints of paths in F’ excluding z. For any vertex y € Y, let P, < F’ be
a maximal set of internally vertex-disjoint induced (z,y)-paths. Then we have the following claim.

Claim 5.2. For each y €Y, |Py| = 7t.

Proof of claim. Let y be an arbitrary vertex in Y. For any two vertices v, w and integer 1 < s’ < s—1,
let P;l (v, w) be the collection of (v, w)-paths of length s” each of which is a subpath of some (z, y)-path
in 7/, and let P;l (v) € F' be the collection of (x,y)-paths each of which contains a path from P;l (x,v)
as a subpath.

By the definition of 7’ (in particular (ii)), there are at least (Lt)*~!/2 (x,y)-paths in F'. By the
maximality of Py, for any (x,y)-path P in F’, there exists an (z,y)-path P’ € P, (P’ and P could be
the same path) such that P’ internally intersects with P. Therefore, by the pigeonhole principle, there
exists a vertex v € V(Py)\{z, y} such that

1 (Lt)s—1
(s— DRl 2

Py (v)] = (2)

for some 1 < s’ < s — 1. Recall that each path in P, is admissible. Therefore, every path in 775, (x,v)
or 775_5/(1), y) is good, which means that

s’ s'—1 s—s’ s—s'—1
[P, (z,v)| < (Lt) and |P,~* (v,y)| < (Lt) )

Then we have

[Py ()] <[Py (2,0)] - [Py~ (v,9)] < (L1)* 2 3)
s—1
Hence7 by (m) and @)7 ‘,Py‘ = Eégs—z : 2(si1)2 = 2(S€t1)2 = ’Yt as desired. ]



By removing some paths if necessary, we will assume that P, is a (not necessarily maximal) set of
exactly 7t internally vertex-disjoint induced (x,y)-paths in the subsequent discussion.

Next we shall construct two auxiliary graphs H and I' on the same vertex set with H < I', and
utilize them to find an induced (y1, y2)-path P of length 2(¢—s) with y1,y2 € Y. Then we will complete
the proof by finding two internally vertex-disjoint paths P; € Py, and P, € P,, to form an induced Cy,
with P in G. For this purpose, we need the following theorem due to Fox, Nenadov and Pham [I3].

Theorem 5.3 ([13]). For any tree T and ¢ > 0, there exists C' > 1 such that the following holds.
Given a (c',t')-sparse graph T' on n vertices, for some t', every subgraph H < T with at least C't'n edges
contains a copy of T which is induced in T.

5.1 The auxiliary graph H

Given an s-path P = xx1--- x4 in F', we call z; the i-th vertex of P. Denote by A’ and B’ the set of
all the (s — 1)-th and the s-th vertices of paths in F’ respectively. Note that it is possible that some
vertex belongs to A’ and B’ simultaneously. Now we define a bipartite graph H on vertex set A U B
with A := {vys | ve A’} and B := {vp | v € B’} as follows. For any two vertices uy € A and vp € B,
we add ugvp into the edge set F(H) if there is an s-path P € F’ such that u is the (s — 1)-th vertex
of P and v is the s-th vertex of P. For simplicity, for each ve AU B and U € A u B, we use ¢(v) to
denote the corresponding vertex of v in A" U B" and set ¢(U) = {¢(u) : uwe U} in the following.

Claim 5.4. e(H) > %U—Q(H)

Proof of claim. It suffices to show that §(H) > ~t. For any vertex a € A, recall that ¢(a) is the
(s — 1)-th vertex of some path in F'. By the definition of F’, for every path P € F', there are at least
4[(9% paths P’ € F’ (including P) sharing the first s vertices with P. Thus, by the definition of H,

dr(a) = #il > f;% > ~t. For each b € B, (b) is an endpoint of some path in F'. By Claim [5.2]
there are 4t internally vertex-disjoint (z, ¢(b))-paths in F" and so dg(b) = ~t. [ |

5.2 The auxiliary graph I’

Let ¢/ = (s — 1)e. The auxiliary graph I is defined on the vertex set V(T') := A u B, and with the edge
set E(T") consisting of the following four types of edges.

(1) For ae A and be B, if p(a) = ¢(b), then we include ab as a type-1 edge of I'.

(2) Forae Aand be B, if p(a) # ¢(b) and there are at least &'yt s-paths P in P containing some
vertex v € V(P)\{x, ¢(b)} such that vp(a) € E(G), then we include ab as a type-2 edge of T

(3) For by,by € B, if for some 1 < i < 2, there are at least €'yt s-paths P in Po(v;) containing some
vertex v € V(P)\{z, ¢(b;)} such that vp(bs_;) € E(G), then we include b1bs as a type-3 edge of T.

(4) For z,y e Au B, if p(z)p(y) € E(G), then we include zy as a type-4 edge of I'.

For i € [4], denote by E; the set of all type-i edges. Note that it is possible that some E; and Ej; overlap,
and H is a subgraph of I as E(H) € Ejy.

Claim 5.5. The graph I' is (1/4, 163t)-sparse and |Ea| < 28tv(T).

Proof of claim. Let M, N < V(I') be a pair of vertex subsets with [N| > |M| > 16/5t. Recall that ¢ is
a mapping from A U B = V(T') to V(G) and at most two vertices in V(I') (at most one from each of
A and B) can be mapped to the same vertex in V(G). Therefore, we obtain

M _IN]

M| > |p(M)] > 1 > 85t and [N] > [p(N)] = 5 > 8. (4)



For i € [4], let E;(M, N) be the set of pairs (u,v) € M x N with uv € E;, and let e;(M, N) := |E;(M, N)].
Similarly, we use e(M, N) to denote the number of pairs (u,v) € M x N with uv € E(T"). Then,

e(M,N) < e1(M,N) + ea(M, N) + e3(M, N) + es(M, N). (5)

In the following, we bound each e;(M, N) for i € [4] to give an upper bound of e(M, N).
For every vertex u € M, there are at most two vertices v € N satisfying ¢(v) = ¢(u). Hence,

e1(M, N) < 2|M| < 2|N]. (6)

For e4(M, N), since there are at most two vertices u,v in M (resp. in N) satisfying that ¢(u) = p(v),
each edge in Eq (p(M), p(N)) is counted at most four times in E4(M, N). Hence,

ea(M, N) < dec(p(M),p(N)) < 4ele(M)||e(N)| < 4e[M]|N], (7)

where the second inequality is from the (1 — e, 5t)-sparseness of G and (), and the last inequality
follows from ().

The following claim gives an upper bound of the number of edges between M and N of type-2 or
type-3.

Claim 5.6. ex(M,N) + e3(M,N) < 86t|N|.

Proof of claim. Construct an auxiliary digraph D with V(D) = A u B as follows.

(1) For every edge ab € Fy with a € A and b€ B, add an arc (a,b) (oriented from a to b).

(2) For every biby € F3 and i € {1,2}, if there are at least €'yt s-paths P in P ,) containing some
vertex v € V(P)\{x, p(b;)} such that vp(bs_;) € E(G), then add an arc (bs—_;, b;) (the arcs (by, b2)
and (bg, b1) may exist simultaneously).

Note that for any vertex subset @ < A U B, the number of type-2 and type-3 edges in I'[@] is at most
the number of arcs in D[Q]. For every v e A u B, let d,(v) be the in-degree of v in D. We next show
that dj,(v) < 26t, and therefore

ea(M,N) + e3(M,N) < 2¢(D[M u NJ]) <2 Z dp(v) < 4(|M| + |N|)Bt < 8Bt|N|,
veMUN

finishing the proof.
Note that dj,(a) = 0 for every a € A. Thus it suffices to prove that d,(b) < 25t for every b e B. Fix
a vertex b € B, set R := {¢(u) | u is an in-neighbour of b} and S := UPE%(b) (V(P)\{z,»(b)}). Recall

that P consists of 7t internally vertex-disjoint s-paths. Therefore, we have
S| = (s = 1)|Pyy| = (s — 1)yt = Bt.

On the other hand, by the construction of D, for each w € R, there are at least /vt s-paths P in P
containing some vertex v € V(P)\{z, p(b)} such that vw € F(G), implying that every vertex w € R has
at least €/t neighbours in S. Thus we obtain that

S
s—1

ca(R,S) = eyt -|R| = (s — 1)e- -|R| = e[ S||R]. (8)

Since G is (1 — ¢, ft)-sparse, we obtain that |R| < St. Consequently, the fact that at most two vertices
in A U B are mapped to a single vertex in R gives that dj,(b) < 2|R| < 2ft. [ |
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By @), @), () and Claim [5.6] for any subsets M, N < V(I') with |[N| > |M| > 164t, we get that
3
e(M,N)<2‘N‘+4E‘M|‘N‘+8Bt‘]\f‘<Z‘MHN‘. 9)

Thus, I' is (1/4,16/3t)-sparse.
For the second part of the claim, using again the auxiliary digraph D in the proof of Claim 5.6l we
derive that |Es| < 3, 5 dp(v) < 28t|B| < 25tv(T). [ ]

5.3 Finding an induced Cy in G

Recall that H is a subgraph of T' and v(H) = v(T'). Set m := 2({ — s) + 1, and let C’ be the
constant returned from Theorem (.3l with ¢/ = 1/4 and T being an (m + 1)-path. Let H' be the graph
obtained from H by deleting all edges which are of type-2 in I'. By Claim [5.4] and Claim [5.5, we have
e(H') = ~tv(H)/2—2Ptv(H) = 16C" ftv(H), where the last equality follows from that v » 3, C’. Then,
by Claim and Theorem [5.3] there is an (m + 1)-path @ in H' which is induced in I'. Further, since
H' is bipartite, there is an (m — 1)-subpath of @ with two endpoints lying in B. To see this, we can just
delete the last (or the first) two vertices of @ if its two endpoints lie in B, and delete the two endpoints
of @ if they lie in A.

The following claim shows that an induced path in I" retained in H’ implies an induced path in G
with some good properties.

Claim 5.7. Let P = 2129 - 2z, be an (m — 1)-path in H' with z1, 2,,, € B, which is induced in T'. Let
©(P) be the induced subgraph of G on ¢(V(P)). Then the following hold.

(a) ¢(P) is an induced (m — 1)-path in G;

(b) For every z € {21, 2,} and every z; # z, there are at most £+t (z,¢(z))-paths in P,y each of

e(2)
which contains an internal vertex v with vp(z;) € E(G);

(c) For every z € {21, 2y} and every z; # z, there is at most one (z, p(z))-path in P

o(z) containing
©(z) as an internal vertex;

(d) No vertex in V(p(P)) is joined to x in G.

Proof of claim. Note that, for every i € [m — 1], ¢(2i)¢(zi+1) is an edge of G as z;z;+1 € E(H') is an
edge of type-4. So, to prove (a), it suffices to show that ¢(z;) # p(z;) and ¢(2)p(z;) ¢ E(G) for every
i,j € [m] with |i — j| = 2. Actually, if this does not hold for some i, j with |i — j| = 2, then z;z; is either
an edge of type-1in I' (if p(z;) = ¢(2;)) or an edge of type-4 in I (if p(2;)p(z;) € E(G)), contradicting
that P is an induced path in T'.

Suppose that (b) is false for some z € {21, z;,,} and z; # z. Since z1, z;,, lie in B, by the construction
of I, z;z is a type-2 or type-3 edge in I'. Since H’ is bipartite and contains no edge of type-2, we
conclude that z;z ¢ E(P); however, z;z € E(I'), contradicting that P is an induced path in T".

Clearly, (c) holds as both P,y and Py, consist of internally vertex-disjoint paths. For (d),
recalling that F’ is a set of induced s-paths starting from x with s > 3, and ¢(z;) is the (s — 1)-th or
the s-th vertex of some s-path in F’, thus ¢(z;)z ¢ E(G). [ |

Fix an (m—1)-path P = 2129 - - 2, in H' with 21, z,,, € B which is induced in I. Then, by Claim [5.7]
©(P) = p(z1)p(22) - - - ¢(zm) is an induced (m — 1)-path in G satisfying properties (b), (¢) and (d). The
following claim completes the proof of Lemma 3.4

Claim 5.8. There exist P € P,y and P> € P,

o(zm) Such that Py v P> u ©(P) is an induced Cy in G.

(=1
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¢(21)

©(2m)

Figure 1: An illustration of finding an induced Cyy

Proof of claim. For z € {z1, 2}, let P;(Z) be the set obtained from P, by removing all the s-paths
each of which contains some ¢(z;) or a neighbour of some ¢(z;) as an internal vertex. Then for any
s-path P’ € 77:0(2), P’ U ¢(P) is an induced (2¢ — s)-path in G. By (b) and (c) in Claim 5.7 the number
of s-paths removed from P,y is at most (m — 1)e’'yt + (m — 1) < 2L, and thus |77<’p(z)\ = /2.

We next show that there exist P; € P;(Zl) and P € P; (2m) such that no edge in G connects their
internal sets (which also implies that their internal sets are disjoint), and then P, U P, U ¢(P) is an
induced Cyy as desired.

Let V1 and V5 be the collection of all the internal vertices of paths in 73:0( ) and 73:0 (2m) respectively.
Then [Vi| = (s = 1)|P )| = (s — DY > Bt, and |Vo| = (s — D[P, = Bt. Suppose to contrary that

for any P, € P’ (1) and P € P; (2m)’ there exists an edge connecting their internal sets. Then we have

)
1
(R V) 2 [Pl Phen| = o= el VillVal > Vil
which contradicts the (1 — ¢, 5t)-sparseness of G. |

6 Concluding remarks

In this paper, we proved that an induced analogue of Bondy-Simonovits theorem that every (c, t)-sparse
graph G with at least Cc,gtlfl/ Ip1+1/t edges contains an induced copy of Cy. It would be interesting
to establish, if true, the corresponding supersaturation result.

Problem 6.1. For every ¢ > 0 and integer ¢, do there exist C' and C’ such that if an n-vertex graph
G is (c,t)-sparse for some t, and has at least Ct1= 1+ edges, then G contains at least C¢2(~2n2
induced copies of Cy?
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