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Abstract

An r-graph is a triangle if there exists a positive integer i ≤ ⌈r/2⌉ such that it is
isomorphic to the following r-graph with three edges:

{{1, . . . , r}, {1, . . . , i, r + 1, . . . , 2r − i}, {i+ 1, . . . , r, r + 1, 2r − i+ 1, . . . , 2r − 1}} .

We prove an Andrásfai–Erdős–Sós-type stability theorem for triangle-free r-graphs. In
particular, it implies that for large n, the unique extremal triangle-free construction
on n vertices is the balanced complete r-partite r-graph. The latter result answers
a question by Mubayi and Pikhurko [MPS11, Problem 20] on weakly triangle-free r-
graphs for large n in a stronger form. The proof combines the recently introduced
entropic technique of Chao–Yu [CY24] with the framework developed in [LMR23,
HLZ24].

1 Introduction

Given an integer r ≥ 2, an r-uniform hypergraph (henceforth r-graph)H is a collection
of r-subsets of some finite set V . We identify a hypergraph H with its edge set and use
V (H) to denote its vertex set. The size of V (H) is denoted by v(H). For every vertex
v ∈ V (H), the degree dH(v) of v in H is the number of edges containing v. We use
δ(H), ∆(H), and d(H) to denote the minimum degree, the maximum degree, and
the average degree of H, respectively.

Given a family F of r-graphs, we say H is F-free if it does not contain any member of
F as a subgraph. The Turán number ex(n,F) of F is the maximum number of edges
in an F-free r-graph on n vertices. The Turán density of F is defined as π(F) :=
limn→∞ ex(n,F)/

(

n
r

)

. A straightforward averaging argument (see e.g. [KNS64]) shows
that ex(n,F)/

(

n
r

)

is non-increasing in n, and hence, the limit π(F) is well-defined. We
say F is nondegenerate if π(F) > 0.

For r = 2, the value π(F) is well understood thanks to the classical work of Erdős–
Stone [ES46] (see also [ES66]), which extends Turán’s seminal theorem from [Tur41].
For r ≥ 3, determining π(F) is notoriously difficult in general, despite significant effort
devoted to this area. For results up to 2011, we refer the reader to the excellent survey
by Keevash [Kee11].
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Given integers r > i ≥ 1, let Tr,i denote the r-graph whose vertex set is [2r+1] and whose
edge set is

{{1, . . . , r}, {1, . . . , i, r + 1, . . . , 2r − i}, {i+ 1, . . . , r, r + 1, 2r − i+ 1, . . . , 2r − 1}} .

Observe that Tr,i is isomorphic to Tr,r−i for every i ∈ [r − 1]. Let

∆r := {Tr,i : 1 ≤ i ≤ ⌈r/2⌉} .

For convenience, let T r(n) denote the balanced complete r-partite r-graph on [n]. Prior
to Turán’s theorem, Mantel [Man07] proved that the maximum size of a ∆2-free graph
on n vertices is uniquely achieved by T 2(n). To extend Mantel’s theorem to hypergraphs,
Katona proposed in the 1960s the problem of determining the value of ex(n, {T3,1,K

3−
4 }),

where K3−
4 denotes the 3-graph obtained by removing one edge from the complete 4-

vertex 3-graph K3
4 . This problem was answered later by Bollobás [Bol74], who proved that

the unique extremal construction for {T3,1,K
3−
4 } is T 3(n). Later, Frankl–Füredi [FF83]

strengthened Bollobás’s theorem by showing that the same conclusion holds for T3,1 when
n ≥ 3000, thereby establishing the first tight bound for the Turán number of a single
hypergraph. Their results were further refined in subsequent works, such as [KM04, Gol,
BBH+16, LM21, Liu21, LMR23, Liu24, LRW24a, LRW24b].

Let Cr denote the collection of r-graphs consisting of three edges A,B,C such that the
symmetric difference A△B of A and B is contained in C. Note that C2 = ∆2 = {K3} and
∆3 ⊆ C3 = {T3,1,K

3−
4 }. Motivated by the Mantel Theorem and Bollobás’s theorem on

ex(n,C3), Bollobás [Bol74] conjectured that T r(n) is the unique extremal construction for
Cr for all r ≥ 4. His conjecture was proved for r = 4 in a stronger form when n is large
by Pikhurko [Pik08] (see [Sid94] for an asymptotic version). However, constructions by
Shearer [She96] show that this conjecture is false for r ≥ 10. Amending Bollobás’s conjec-
ture, Mubayi and Pikhurko (see [MPS11, Problem 20]) introduced the weakly triangle-free
r-graphs and posed the following question:

An r-graph is weakly triangle-free if it does not contain three edges A,B,C such that
C contains strictly more than half of vertices from the symmetric difference A△B.

Problem 1.1 (Mubayi–Pikhurko [MPS11, Problem 20]). Is it true that the maximum size
of a weakly triangle-free r-graph on n vertices is attained by T r(n)?

Observe that weakly triangle-free r-graphs are ∆r-free (but not vice versa in general). A
very recent result by Chao–Yu [CY24, Theorem 1.4] shows that for r ≥ 2, π(∆r) = r!/rr,
the same edge density given by the construction T r(n). Their ingenious approach employs
the concept of the entropic density of hypergraphs that they introduced, which is equivalent
to the well-studied Lagrangian of hypergraphs. As a result, similar to proofs using the
Lagrangian Method, it does not directly provide much information about the structure
of extremal ∆r-free constructions. To address this, we combine their approach with the
framework (for proving a strong stability of Turán-type problems) established by Mubayi,
Reiher, and the author in [LMR23], along with [HLZ24, Theorem 1.1], to show that for
large n, T r(n) is the unique extremal construction for ∆r. In particular, this answers the
question of Mubayi–Pikhurko for large n in a stronger form.

Theorem 1.2. Let r ≥ 2 be an integer. There exist ε = ε(r) > 0 and N0 = N0(r) such
that the following holds for all n ≥ N0. Suppose that H is a ∆r-free r-graph on n vertices
with δ(H) ≥ nr−1/rr−1 − εnr−1. Then H is r-partite. In particular, for large n, T r(n) is
the unique extremal ∆r-free construction on n vertices.
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Remarks.

• The constant ε(r) can be made explicit through a more careful analysis of the proofs,
but we did not attempt this, as it is unlikely to yield a tight bound. In fact, deter-
mining the optimal value of ε(r) is an interesting and nontrivial problem. The case
r = 2 was solved by the celebrated Andrásfai–Erdős–Sós Theorem [AES74], while
the case r = 3 was solved only very recently in [LRW24a].

• In Theorem 1.2, the family ∆r can be replaced by the single r-graph (which is not
contained in ∆r) described in [CY24, Theorem 1.5]. The necessary modifications to
the proofs in this paper are relatively straightforward, so we omit the details.

• Theorem 1.2, along with the results of Keevash–Lenz–Mubayi [KLM14, Theorem 1.4]
and Kang– Nikiforov–Yuan [KNY15, Theorem 2], solves the α-spectral Turán prob-
lem for ∆r (as well as for the r-graphs mentioned in the previous remark) for all
α ≥ 1 when n is sufficiently large. For further details, we refer the reader to [KLM14]
and [HLZ24].

In the next section, we introduce some necessary definitions and preliminary results. In
Section 3, we establish the uniqueness of optimal solution to the Lagrangian of r-graphs
that contain no homomorphic copy of ∆r (Proposition 3.1). In Section 4, we prove the
vertex-extendability of ∆r with respects to the family of r-partite r-graphs (Proposi-
tion 4.1). In Section 5, we present the proof of Theorem 1.2. Section 6 contains additional
remarks and open problems.

2 Preliminaries

Given integers ℓ ≥ r ≥ 2, we use Kr
ℓ to denote the complete r-graph on ℓ vertices. The

superscript r will be omitted when r = 2.

Let H be an r-graph. For every vertex v ∈ V (H), the link LH(v) of v in H is defined as

LH(v) :=

{

e ∈

(

V (H) \ {v}

r − 1

)

: e ∪ {v} ∈ H

}

.

For every i ∈ [r− 1], the i-th shadow ∂iH (or simply the shadow ∂H if i = 1) is given by

∂iH :=

{

e ∈

(

V (H)

r − i

)

: there exists E ∈ H such that e ⊆ E

}

.

Denote by H − v the r-graph obtained from H by removing the vertex v and all edges
containing v.

Suppose that the vertex set of H is [n]. Given a collection of disjoint sets V1, . . . , Vn, the
blowup H[V1, . . . , Vn] is obtained from H by replacing each vertex i with the set Vi and
each edge with the corresponding complete r-partite r-graph. By duplicating a vertex

v ∈ H, we mean adding a new vertex v̂ to H with the same link as v.

We say H is 2-covered if every pair of vertices is contained in at least one edge in H. We
say H is symmetrized if it is a blowup of some 2-covered r-graph.

A family F of r-graphs is blowup-invariant if, for every F-free r-graph H, every blowup
of H is F-free. Since a blowup of H can be obtained by duplicating vertices one by one,
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F is blowup-invariant iff duplicating any vertex in an F-free r-graph H preserves the
F-freeness.

Given two r-graphs G and H, a map ψ : V (G) → H is a homomorphism if ψ(e) ∈ H for
every e ∈ G. We say G is H-colorable if there exists a homomorphism from G to H.

2.1 Basic properties of triangle-free hypergraphs

Denote by Tr the collection of r-graphs consisting of three edges A,B,C such that

A ⊆ B ∪ C and (B ∩C) \ A 6= ∅.

Note that ∆r ⊆ Tr for r ≥ 2. Moreover, an r-graph H is Tr-free iff there is no homomor-
phism from any member of ∆r to H.

The following facts are straightforward to verify.

Fact 2.1. For every r ≥ 2, the family Tr is blowup-invariant.

An (n, r, r − 1)-system is an r-graph on n vertices such that every set of r− 1 vertices is
contained in at most one edge.

Fact 2.2. Let r ≥ 3 be an integer. Suppose that H is a Tr-free r-graph. Then the following
statements hold.

(i) For every v ∈ V (H), the link LH(v) is Tr−1-free.

(ii) If H is 2-covered, then H is a (v(H), r, r − 1)-system.

2.2 Vertex-extendability

Let r ≥ 2 be an integer and F be a nondegenerate family of r-graphs. Let H be a family
of F-free r-graphs. We say

• F is edge-stable with respect to H if for every δ > 0 there exist ε > 0 and n0 such
that every F-free r-graph H on n ≥ n0 vertices with |H| ≥ (π(F )/r!− ε)nr becomes
a member in H after removing at most δnr edges,

• F is degree-stable with respect to H if there exist ε > 0 and n0 such that every F-
free r-graph H on n ≥ n0 vertices with δ(H) ≥ (π(F )/(r − 1)!− ε)nr−1 is a member
in H,

• F is vertex-extendable with respect to H if there exist ε > 0 and n0 such that for
every F-free r-graph H on n ≥ n0 vertices with δ(H) ≥ (π(F )/(r − 1)! − ε)nr−1 the
following holds: if H− v is a member in H, then H is a member in H as well.

• F is symmetrized-stable with respect to H if every symmetrized F-free r-graph
is contained in H.

Vertex-extendability was introduced in [LMR23] to provide a unified framework for proving
the degree stability of certain classes of nondegenerate hypergraph families. It was later
refined in [HLZ24].

Theorem 2.3 ([LMR23, Theorem 1.7] and [HLZ24, Theorem 1.1]). Suppose that F is a
blowup-invariant nondegenerate family of r-graphs and H is a hereditary1 family of F-free

1 Here, hereditary means that if H ∈ H, then every subgraph of H is also contained in H.
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r-graphs. Then the following statements hold.

(i) If F is both symmetrized-stable and vertex-extendable with respect to H, then F is
degree-stable with respect to H.

(ii) If F is both edge-stable and vertex-extendable with respect to H, then F is degree-
stable with respect to H.

2.3 Lagrangian and entropy

First, we introduce the definition of the Lagrangian and some basic properties related to
it. This notion was first introduced by Motzkin–Straus [MS65] for graphs to provide a
different proof for the celebrated Turán Theorem, and used later by Frankl–Rödl [FR84]
for hypergraph Turán problems.

Let H be an r-graph on [n]. Define the Lagrangian polynomial of H as

PH(X1, . . . ,Xn) :=
∑

e∈H

∏

i∈e

Xi.

For every i ∈ [n], denote by ∂iPH the partial derivative of PH with respect to the i-th
variable. The Lagrangian of H is defined as

λ(H) := max
{

PH(x1, . . . , xn) : (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ S
n−1

}

,

where S
n−1 is the standard (n− 1)-dimensional simplex, i.e.

S
n−1 := max {(x1, . . . , xn) ∈ R

n : x1 + · · ·+ xn = 1 and xi ≥ 0 for i ∈ [n]} .

For convenience, let

Opt(H) := {(x1, . . . , xn) ∈ S
n : PH(x1, . . . , xn) = λ(H)} .

Vectors in Opt(H) are called optimal solutions of PH.

The following fact follows directly from the definition.

Fact 2.4. Let G be an r-graph on [m] and H := G[V1, . . . , Vm] be a blowup of G. Let
n := |V1|+ · · · + |Vm| and xi := |Vi|/n for i ∈ [m]. The following statements hold.

(i) |H|/nr = PG(x1, . . . , xm), and

(ii) for every j ∈ [m] and every v ∈ Vj ,

dH(v)/n
r−1 =

∑

e∈LH(j)

∏

i∈e

xi = ∂jPH(x1, . . . , xm).

Given a vector ~x = (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ R
n, its support is defined as

Supp(~x) := {i ∈ [n] : xi 6= 0} .

The following lemma follows from a standard application of the Lagrangian Multiplier
Method (see e.g. [FR84, Theorem 2.1]).
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Lemma 2.5. Let H be an r-graph on [n]. Suppose that ~x = (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Opt(H). Then
for every j ∈ Supp(~x), it holds that

∂jPH(x1, . . . , xm) = r · λ(H).

The following result concerning the Lagrangian of Tr-free r-graphs was established in [CY24].

Theorem 2.6 ([CY24, Theorem 7.1]). Let r ≥ 2 be an integer. Suppose that H is a
Tr-free r-graph. Then λ(H) = 1/rr.

Below, we present definitions and results related to entropy as introduced in [CY24].

Let X be a discrete random variable taking values in the set Ω. For simplicity, let pX(x) :=
P[X = x] for every x ∈ Ω. The support of X is defined as

Supp(X) := {x ∈ Ω: pX(x) > 0} .

Recall that the well-known Shannon entropy [Sha48] of X is given by

H(X) := −
∑

x∈Supp(X)

pX(x) · log pX(x).

Following the definition from [CY24], an r-tuple of random variables (X1, . . . ,Xr) is a

random edge with uniform ordering on H if the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) (X1, . . . ,Xr) is symmetric, that is, (X1, . . . ,Xr) is the same as (Xσ(1), . . . ,Xσ(r)) for
every permutation σ of [r],

(ii) {X1, . . . ,Xr} is always an edge of H.

The entropy density λentropy(H) of H is defined as

λentropy(H) := max
(X1,...,Xr)

2H(X1,...,Xr)−r·H(X1),

where the maximum is taken over all random edges with uniform ordering on H.

It was shown in [CY24, Proposition 5.4] that, for every r-graph H,

λentropy(H) = r! · λ(H).

Given an r-graph H on vertex set V , denote by ~H the collection of all ordered r-tuples
(i1, . . . , ir) ∈ V r such that {i1, . . . , ir} ∈ H. Let

P ~H(X1, . . . ,Xn) :=
∑

(i1,...,ir)∈ ~H

Xi1 · · ·Xir = r! · PH(X1, . . . ,Xn).

For every j ∈ [r − 1], the j-th ordered shadow ∂j ~H is defined as

∂j ~H :=
{

(i1, . . . , ir−j) ∈ V r−j : {i1, . . . , ir−j} ∈ ∂jH
}

.

For every ordered j-tuple (i1, . . . , ij) ∈ ∂r−j ~H, the ordered link of (i1, . . . , ij) in ~H is
defined as

L ~H
(i1, . . . , ij) :=

{

(ij+1, . . . , ir) ∈ ∂j ~H : (i1, . . . , ir) ∈ ~H
}

.

The following result follows from a modification of the proof for [CY24, Proposition 5.4].
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Proposition 2.7. Let H be an r-graph on [n] and (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ S
n−1 be a vector such that

β := P ~H(x1, . . . , xn) > 0. Consider the random edge (X1, . . . ,Xr) with uniform ordering
on H, given by the following probability distribution:

P [(X1, . . . ,Xr) = (i1, . . . , ir)] := yi1,...,ir :=
xi1 · · · xir

β
for every (i1, . . . , ir) ∈ ~H. (1)

Then for every j ∈ [r], we have

H(X1, . . . ,Xr)−
r

j
·H(X1, . . . ,Xj) = log β −

r

j
·

∑

(i1,...,ij)

yi1,...,ij · log
xi1 · · · xij
yi1,...,ij

, (2)

where the summation is taken over Supp(X1, . . . ,Xj), and for each (i1, . . . , ij) ∈ ∂r−j ~H,

yi1,...,ij :=
xi1 · · · xij

β
·

∑

(ij+1,...,ir)∈L ~H
(i1,...,ij)

xij+1
· · · xir . (3)

In particular,

H(X1, . . . ,Xr)−
r

j
·H(X1, . . . ,Xj) ≥ log β −

r

j
· log P

∂r−j
~H(x1, . . . , xn).

Moreover, if (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Opt(H), then

H(X1, . . . ,Xr)− r ·H(X1) = log β. (4)

Proof of Proposition 2.7. Let (X1, . . . ,Xr) be the random edge with uniform ordering on
H given by the proposition. Observe that the proposition holds trivially for j = r, so we
may assume that j ∈ [r − 1]. Given the probability distribution in (1), it is easy to see
that for every (i1, . . . , ij) ∈ ∂r−j ~H,

P [(X1, . . . ,Xj) = (i1, . . . , ij)] = yi1,...,ij .

For j ∈ [r], let Suppj = Supp(X1, . . . ,Xj). Straightforward calculations show that

∑

(i1,...,ir)∈Suppr

xi1 · · · xir
β

· log(xi1 · · · xir)

=
1

(

r−1
j−1

) ·
∑

(i1,...,ir)∈Suppr

xi1 · · · xir
β

·
∑

{k1,...,kj}⊆{i1,...,ir}

log(xk1 · · · xkj )

=

(

r
j

)

(

r−1
j−1

) ·
∑

(i1,...,ij)∈Suppj

xi1 · · · xij
β

· log(xi1 · · · xij ) ·
∑

(ij+1,...,ir)∈L ~H
(i1,...,ij)

xij+1
· · · xir

=
r

j
·

∑

(i1,...,ij)∈Suppj

yi1,...,ij · log(xi1 · · · xij).

It follows that

H(X1, . . . ,Xr) = −
∑

(i1,...,ir)∈Suppr

yi1,...,ir · log
xi1 · · · xir

β

=
∑

(i1,...,ir)∈Suppr

yi1,...,ir · log β −
∑

(i1,...,ir)∈Suppr

xi1 · · · xir
β

· log(xi1 · · · xir)

= log β −
r

j
·

∑

(i1,...,ij)∈Suppj

yi1,...,ij · log(xi1 · · · xij ).
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Therefore, we have

H(X1, . . . ,Xr)−
r

j
·H(X1, . . . ,Xj)

= log β −
r

j
·

∑

(i1,...,ij)∈Suppj

yi1,...,ij · log(xi1 · · · xij) +
r

j
·

∑

(i1,...,ij)∈Suppj

yi1,...,ij · log yi1,...,ij

= log β −
r

j
·

∑

(i1,...,ij)∈Suppj

yi1,...,ij · log
xi1 · · · xij
yi1,...,ij

,

which proves (2).

The ”In particular“ part follows easily from the following inequality (which follows from
Jensen’s inequality)

∑

(i1,...,ij)

yi1,...,ij · log
xi1 · · · xij
yi1,...,ij

≤ log
∑

(i1,...,ij)

xi1 · · · xij = logP
∂r−j

~H
(x1, . . . , xn).

Finally, suppose that (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Opt(H). Then for every j ∈ Supp(~x), it follows from
Lemma 2.5 that

yj =
xj
β

·
∑

(i1,...,ir−1)∈L ~H
(j)

xi1 · · · xir−1
=

xj
r! · λ(H)

· (r − 1)! · ∂jPH(x1, . . . , xn)

=
xj

r! · λ(H)
· (r − 1)! · r · λ(H) = xj,

which, combined with (2), implies (4). This completes the proof of Proposition 2.7.

3 Uniqueness of the optimal solution

The goal of this section is to establish the following result, which is crucial for the proof
of Theorem 1.2.

Proposition 3.1. Let n ≥ r ≥ 2 be integers. Suppose that H is a 2-covered Tr-free r-graph
on [n]. Then ~x = (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Opt(H) iff

(i) Supp(~x) has size r and is an edge in H,

(ii) xi = 1/r for every i ∈ Supp(~x).

Before proving Proposition 3.1, let us present several useful lemmas.

The following result can be derived directly from the proofs Lemma 7.3 and Theorem 7.1
in [CY24].

Lemma 3.2 ([CY24]). Suppose that 0 ≤ x1 ≤ · · · ≤ xr = 1 are real numbers satisfying
xi + xj ≤ xi+j for all 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ r. Then x1 · · · xr ≤ r!/rr, with equality holding iff
xi = i/r for i ∈ [r].

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that ~x = (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ S
n−1 satisfies

max
i∈[n]

xi ≤
1

r
and

∑

i∈Supp(~x)

xi log xi = − log r. (5)

Then, up to a permutation of the indices, we have

(x1, . . . , xn) = (1/r, . . . , 1/r, 0, . . . , 0).
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Proof of Lemma 3.3. Suppose to the contrary that this lemma fails. Then there exists
i ∈ [n] such that 0 < xi < 1/r. By symmetry, we may assume that i = 1. Since
maxi∈[n] xi ≤ 1/r (by (5)), we have

∑

i∈Supp(~x)

xi log xi = x1 log x1 +
∑

i∈Supp(~x)\{1}

xi log xi

≤ x1 (log x1 − log 1/r) + x1 log 1/r +
∑

i∈Supp(~x)\{1}

xi log 1/r

= x1 (log x1 − log 1/r) + log 1/r < log 1/r,

which contradicts the assumption that
∑

i∈Supp(~x) xi log xi = − log r.

We are now ready to prove Proposition 3.1.

Proof of Proposition 3.1. LetH be a 2-covered Tr-free r-graph on [n]. Fix ~x = (x1, . . . , xn) ∈
Opt(H). It follows from Theorem 2.6 that

β := r! · PH(x1, . . . , xn) = r! · λ(H) = r!/rr.

Additionally, it follows from Lemma 2.5 that for every j ∈ Supp(~x),

∑

e∈LH(j)

∏

i∈e

xi = ∂jPH(x1, . . . , xn) = r · λ(H) = 1/rr−1. (6)

Let (X1, . . . ,Xr) be the random edge with uniform ordering on H whose probability dis-
tribution is given by (1). Then for every j ∈ [r] and for every (i1, . . . , ij) ∈ ∂ ~H, we
have

P [(X1, . . . ,Xj) = (i1, . . . , ij)] = yi1,...,ij ,

where yi1,...,ij is given by (3).

Moreover, by Proposition 2.7 (4),

H(X1, . . . ,Xr)− r ·H(X1) = log β. (7)

For every i ∈ [r], define

αi := 2H(Xi|Xi+1,...,Xr)−H(Xi).

By the chain rule (see e.g. [CY24, Proposition 3.3]) and the symmetry of (X1, . . . ,Xr)
that, for every j ∈ [r],

log(αr · · ·αj) =
∑

i∈[j,r]

(H(Xi | Xi+1, . . . ,Xr)−H(Xi))

=
∑

i∈[j,r]

(H(Xi,Xi+1, . . . ,Xr)−H(Xi+1, . . . ,Xr)−H(Xi))

= H(Xj , . . . ,Xr)− (r − j + 1) ·H(X1).

By symmetry, this can be rewritten as, for every j ∈ [r],

log(αr · · ·αr−j+1) = H(X1, . . . ,Xj)− j ·H(X1). (8)

Claim 3.4. We have αi = i/r for i ∈ [r].
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Proof of Claim 3.4. By definition, we have αr = 1. Moreover, by [CY24, Lemma 7.2], for
all i, j ∈ [r] satisfying i+ j ≤ r, we have

αi + αj ≤ αi+j ≤ αr = 1. (9)

Additionally, combining (7) and (8), we obtain

α1 · · ·αr = β = r!/rr,

which, combined with (9) and Lemma 3.2, implies that αi = i/r for i ∈ [r].

By Claim 3.4 and (8), for every j ∈ [r], we have

H(X1, . . . ,Xj)− j ·H(X1) = log
r(r − 1) · · · (r − j + 1)

rj
. (10)

Claim 3.5. We have xi ≤ 1/r for every i ∈ [n].

Proof of Claim 3.5. Suppose to the contrary that maxi∈[n] xi > 1/r. By relabeling the
vertices if necessary, we may assume that xn > 1/r. Let G denote the link of n in H. It
follows from Fact 2.2 (i) that G is a Tr−1-free (r − 1)-graph on [n− 1]. For i ∈ [n− 1], let

yi :=
xi

x1 + · · ·+ xn−1
=

xi
1− xn

.

Note that (y1, . . . , yn−1) ∈ S
n−2. It follows from Theorem 2.6 that

1

(1− xn)r−1
·

∑

e∈LH(n)

∏

i∈e

xi = PG(y1, . . . , yn−1) ≤ λ(G) =
1

(r − 1)r−1
,

which implies that

∑

e∈LH(n)

∏

i∈e

xi ≤
(1− xn)

r−1

(r − 1)r−1
<

(1− 1/r)r−1

(r − 1)r−1
=

1

rr−1
. (11)

On the other hand, since xn > 0, it follows from Lemma 2.5 that
∑

e∈LH(n)

∏

i∈e

xi = r · λ(H) =
1

rr−1
,

which contradicts (11). This completes the proof of Claim 3.5.

SinceH is 2-covered and Tr-free, it follows from Fact 2.2 (ii) thatH is an (n, r, r−1)-system.
This means that for every {i1, . . . , ir−1} ∈ ∂H, there exists a unique vertex, denoted by
ψ(i1, . . . , ir−1), such that {i1, . . . , ir−1, ψ(i1, . . . , ir−1)} ∈ H. So, by definition (3), for
every {i1, . . . , ir−1} ∈ Supp(X1, . . . ,Xr−1),

yi1,...,ir−1
=
xi1 · · · xir−1

β
·

∑

j∈L ~H
(i1,...,ir−1)

xj =
xi1 · · · xir−1

β
· xψ(i1,...,ir−1). (12)

Additionally, notice that
∑

(i1,...,ir−1)∈Supp(X1,...,Xr−1)

xi1 · · · xir−1

β
· xψ(i1,...,ir−1) · log xψ(i1,...,ir−1)

=
1

β
·

∑

j∈Supp(X1)

xj · log xj ·
∑

(i1,...,ir−1)∈L ~H
(j)

xi1 · · · xir−1

=
(r − 1)! · r · λ(H)

β
·

∑

j∈Supp(X1)

xj · log xj =
∑

j∈Supp(X1)

xj · log xj , (13)

10



where the second-to-last equality follows from Lemma 2.5.

Combining (12) and (13) with Proposition 2.7 (2) (taking j = r − 1), we obtain

H(X1, . . . ,Xr)−
r

r − 1
·H(X1, . . . ,Xr−1)

= log β −
r

r − 1
·

∑

(i1,...,ir−1)

xi1 · · · xir−1

β
· xψ(i1,...,ir−1) · log

β

xψ(i1,...,ir−1)

= log β −
r

r − 1
·

∑

(i1,...,ir−1)

xi1 · · · xir−1

β
· xψ(i1,...,ir−1) ·

(

log β − log xψ(i1,...,ir−1)

)

= log β −
r

r − 1
log β −

r

r − 1
·

∑

(i1,...,ir−1)

·
xi1 · · · xir−1

β
xψ(i1,...,ir−1) · log xψ(i1,...,ir−1)

= −
log β

r − 1
+

r

r − 1
·
∑

j

xj log xj.

On the other hand, it follows from (8) and Claim 3.4 that

H(X1, . . . ,Xr)−
r

r − 1
·H(X1, . . . ,Xr−1)

= (H(X1, . . . ,Xr)− r ·H(X1))−
r

r − 1
· (H(X1, . . . ,Xr−1)− (r − 1) ·H(X1))

= log β −
r

r − 1
· log

r(r − 1) · · · 2

rr−1
= log β −

r

r − 1
· log(rβ) = −

log β

r − 1
−

r

r − 1
log r.

By combining these two inequalities, we obtain
∑

j

xj log xj = − log r,

which, together with Claim 3.5 and Lemma 3.3, implies the assertion in Proposition 3.1.

4 Vertex-extendability of Tr,1

In this section, we establish the following result, which is another key ingredient in the
proof Theorem 1.2.

Proposition 4.1. Let r ≥ 2 be an integer. Let Krr denote the collection of all r-partite
r-graphs. The r-graph Tr,1 is vertex-extendable with respect to Krr.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Fix r ≥ 2. Let ε, ε1, ε2 be sufficiently small constants such that
0 ≤ ε ≪ ε1 ≪ ε2. Let n be a sufficiently large integer. Let H be an n-vertex Tr,1-free
r-graph and v∗ ∈ V (H) be a vertex such that

(i) δ(H) ≥ nr−1

rr−1 − εnr−1, and

(ii) H− v∗ ∈ Krr, this is, G := H− v∗ is r-partite.

We aim to show that H ∈ Krr, this is, H is r-partite as well.

Let V := V (H) \ {v∗} and let V1 ∪ · · · ∪ Vr = V be a partition such that every edge in H
intersects each Vi in exactly one vertex. Since

δ(G) ≥ δ(H) −

(

n− 2

r − 2

)

≥
nr−1

rr−1
− 2εnr−1,

11



straightforward calculations (see e.g. [LMR23, Corollary 2.3(a)]) show that

max
i∈[r]

|Vi − n/r| ≤ ε1n. (14)

Claim 4.2. We have |e ∩ Vi| ≤ 1 for every e ∈ LH(v∗) and for every i ∈ [r].

Proof of Claim 4.2. Suppose to the contrary that there exist e ∈ LH(v∗) and i ∈ [r] such
that |e∩ Vi| ≥ 2. By symmetry, we may assume that i = 1. Fix two vertices u,w ∈ e∩ V1
and let E1 := e ∪ {v∗}.

Let K denote Kr−1
r−1 [V2, . . . , Vr], the complete (r − 1)-partite (r − 1)-graph with parts

V2, . . . , Vr. Note that

• both links LG(u) and LG(w) are subgraphs of K,

• min{|LG(u)|, |LG(w)|} ≥ δ(G) ≥ nr−1

rr−1 − 2εnr−1, and

• |K| ≤
(

n
r
+ ε1n

)r−1
(which follow from (14)).

So it follows from the Inclusion-Exclusion Principle that

|LG(u) ∩ LG(w)| ≥ 2

(

nr−1

rr−1
− 2εnr−1

)

−
(n

r
+ ε1n

)r−1
≥
nr−1

rr−1
− ε2n

r−1 > (r − 1)nr−2.

So there exists a set e′ ∈ LG(u) ∩ LG(w) that is disjoint from e. Let E2 := e′ ∪ {u} and
E3 := e′ ∪ {w}. Note that {E1, E2, E3} ⊆ H and {E1, E2, E3} is a copy of Tr,1, which
contradicts the Tr,1-freeness of H.

By Claim 4.2 and the Pigeonhole Principle, there exists an (r− 1)-set {k1, . . . , kr−1} ⊆ [r]
such that

|LH(v∗) ∩K
r−1
r−1 [Vk1 , . . . , Vkr−1

]| ≥
|LH(v∗)|

r
≥
δ(H)

r
≥
nr−1

rr
− εnr−1. (15)

Claim 4.3. We have LH(v∗) ⊆ Kr−1
r−1 [Vk1 , . . . , Vkr−1

].

Proof of Claim 4.3. By symmetry, we may assume that {k1, . . . , kr−1} = {1, . . . , r − 1}.
Suppose to the contrary that there exists another (r − 1)-set {k′1, . . . , k

′
r−1} ⊆ [r] that is

different from {1, . . . , r − 1} such that LH(v∗) ∩K
r−1
r−1 [Vk′1 , . . . , Vk′r−1

] 6= ∅. By symmetry,

we may assume that {k′1, . . . , k
′
r−1} = {2, . . . , r}.

Fix a set e1 ∈ LH(v∗)∩K
r−1
r−1 [V2, . . . , Vr] and let u denote the vertex in e1 ∩ Vr. Note that

• LG(u) ⊆ Kr−1
r−1 [V1, . . . , Vr−1],

• |LG(u)| ≥ δ(G) ≥ nr−1

rr−1 − 2εnr−1, and

• |Kr−1
r−1 [V1, . . . , Vr−1]| ≤

(

n
r
+ ε1n

)r−1
(which follows from (14)).

So, it follows from (15) and the Inclusion-Exclusion Principle that

|LH(v∗) ∩ LG(u) ∩K
r−1
r−1 [V1, . . . , Vr−1]|

≥
nr−1

rr
− εnr−1 +

nr−1

rr−1
− 2εnr−1 −

(n

r
+ ε1n

)r−1
>
nr−1

2rr
> (r − 1)nr−2.
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Therefore, there exists a set e2 ∈ LH(v∗)∩LG(u)∩K
r−1[V1, . . . , Vr−1] that is disjoint from

e1. Let E1 := e1 ∪ {v∗}, E2 := e2 ∪ {v∗}, and E3 := e2 ∪ {u}. Note that {E1, E2, E3} ⊆ H
and {E1, E2, E3} is a copy of Tr,1, which contradicts the Tr,1-freeness of H.

It follows from Claim 4.3 that H is r-partite, this proves that Tr,1 is vertex-extendable
with respect to Krr.

5 Proof of Theorem 1.2

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.2. Before that, let us prove the following result.

Proposition 5.1. Let r ≥ 2 be an integer. There exist ε5.1 = ε5.1(r) > 0 and N5.1 =
N5.1(r) such that the following holds for all n ≥ N5.1. Suppose that H is a symmetrized
Tr-free r-graph on n vertices with δ(H) ≥ nr−1/rr−1 − ε5.1n

r−1. Then H is r-partite.

Proof of Proposition 5.1. Let ε > 0 be sufficiently small and n be sufficiently large. Let
H be a symmetrized Tr-free r-graph on n vertices with δ(H) ≥ nr−1/rr−1− εnr−1. By the
definition of symmetrized, there exists a 2-covered r-graph G on m := v(G) vertices and
a partition V1 ∪ · · · ∪ Vm = V (H) such that H = G[V1, . . . , Vm]. For convenience, let us
assume that the vertex set of G is [m]. Let xi := |Vi|/n for i ∈ [m]. Note from Fact 2.4
that

PG(x1, . . . , xm) = |H|/nr ≥
n

r
· δ(H)/nr ≥ 1/rr − ε/r. (16)

Also, for every j ∈ [m] and every v ∈ Vi, we have

∑

e∈LG(j)

∏

i∈e

xi = ∂jPG(x1, . . . , xm) = dH(v)/n
r−1 ≥ δ(H)/nr−1 ≥ 1/rr−1 − ε. (17)

Claim 5.2. We have m ≤ 2rr−1

(r−1)! .

Proof of Claim 5.2. It follows from Fact 2.2 (ii) that G is an (m, r, r − 1)-system. This
implies that LG(i) ∩ LG(j) = ∅ for all distinct i, j ∈ [m]. Combining this with (17), we
obtain

m
(

1/rr−1 − ε
)

≤
∑

i∈[m]

∑

e∈LG(i)

∏

j∈e

xj ≤ P
Kr−1

m
(x1, . . . , xm) ≤

(

m

r − 1

)

/mr−1

where the last inequality follows from the Maclaurin Inequality.

It follows that

m ≤
1

1/rr−1 − ε
·

(

m

r − 1

)

/mr−1 ≤
2rr−1

(r − 1)!
,

which proves Claim 5.2.

By Proposition 3.1, for every (y1, . . . , ym) ∈ S
m−1, we have

PG(y1, . . . , ym) ≤ r!/rr,
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with equality holding iff there exists some r-set J ⊆ [m] with J ∈ G such that yi = 1/r
for every i ∈ J . So, by compactness (see e.g. the proof of [HLZ24, Theorem 1.11]), there
exists δ = δ(ε,m) > 0 such that

max
i∈[m]

|xi − x̂i| ≤ δ, (18)

where x̂i = 1/r iff i ∈ J . Note that we can choose ε > 0 to be sufficiently small at the
beginning so that δ > 0 is also sufficiently small.

Claim 5.3. We have m = r.

Proof of Claim 5.3. Suppose to the contrary that m ≥ r+1. Applying (17) to the vertex
m, we obtain

∑

e∈LG(m)

∏

i∈e

xi ≥ 1/rr−1 − ε ≥
1

2rr−1
.

Since G is an (m, r, r− 1)-system and J ∈ G, for each term in
∑

e∈LG(m)

∏

i∈e xi, the index
of at least one xi comes from the set [m] \ J . Therefore, by Claim 5.2 and (18),

∑

e∈LG(m)

∏

i∈e

xi ≤

(

m− 1

r − 1

)

· δ ≤

(

2rr−1/(r − 1)!

r − 1

)

· δ <
1

2rr−1
,

contradicting the previous inequality.

It follows from Claim 5.3 that G ∼= Kr
r , and hence, H is r-partite. This completes the

proof of Proposition 5.1.

Next, we present the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Fix r ≥ 2. Let S denote the collection of all 2-covered Tr-free
r-graphs. Let

H := {H : H is G-colorable for some G ∈ S} .

Let us first prove that Tr is degree-stable with respect to H.

It is clear from the definition that H is hereditary and contains all symmetrized Tr-free
r-graphs. By Fact 2.1, Tr is blowup-invariant. So, by Theorem 2.3 (i), it remains to show
that Tr is vertex-extendable with respect to H.

Let ε > 0 be a sufficiently small constant and n be a sufficiently large integer. Let H be
an n-vertex Tr-free r-graph on n vertices with δ(H) ≥ nr−1/rr−1 − εnr−1. Suppose that
v∗ ∈ V (H) is a vertex such that G := H− v∗ is contained in H. Note that G ∈ H and

δ(G) ≥ δ(H)−

(

n− 2

r − 2

)

≥ nr−1/rr−1 − 2εnr−1.

So it follows from Proposition 5.1 that G is r-partite, that is, G ∈ Krr. By Proposition 4.1,
the r-graph Tr,1 ∈ Tr is vertex-extendable with respect to Krr. Therefore, by the definition
of vertex-extendable, H is contained in Krr ⊆ H as well. This proves that Tr is vertex-
extendable with respect to H.
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Notice that the argument above actually shows that Tr is degree-stable with respect to
the family Krr. In particular, Tr is edge-stable with respect to Krr. Since for every member
F ∈ Tr, there exists a member F̃ ∈ ∆r such that there exists a homomorphism from F̃
to F , a standard application of the Hypergraph Removal Lemma (see e.g. [RS04, NRS06,
Gow07]) shows that every ∆r-free r-graph on n vertices can be made Tr-free by removing
o(nr) edges. This implies that ∆r is edge-stable with respect to Krr as well. Since, by
Proposition 4.1 again, the r-graph Tr,1 ∈ ∆r is vertex-extendable with respect to Krr,
it follows from Theorem 2.3 (ii) that Tr,1 is vertex-extendable with respect to Krr. This
completes the proof of Proposition 1.2.

6 Concluding remarks

A standard blowup argument (see e.g. the proof of [LRW24a, Theorem 1.2]), combined
with Theorem 1.2, implies that every Tr-free r-graph H on n ≥ r vertices satisfies |H| ≤
nr/rr, with equality holding iff r | n and H ∼= T r(n).

It seems to be an interesting problem to determine all minimal subfamilies F of ∆r such
that the extremal F-free construction for large n is still given by T r(n). Results by
Frankl–Füredi [FF89] (see also [NY17]) show that F cannot be {Tr,1} if r ≥ 5.

Below is a somewhat interesting application of Theorem 1.2 in generalized Turán problems
(see e.g. [Erd62, AS16] for related background).

A 3-graph S is a Steiner triple system (STS for short) if every pair of vertices in S is
contained in exactly one edge of S. It follows from the definition that a k-vertex STS (if
exists) contains exactly

(

k
2

)

/3 edges. A well-known result (see e.g. [Wil03]) states that a
k-vertex STS exists iff k ∈ 6N + {1, 3}.

Denote by ex(n,S,C3) the maximum number of copies of S in an n-vertex C3-free 3-graphs.

Theorem 6.1. Suppose that S is a Steiner triple system on k ≥ 3 vertices. Then there
exists n0 = n0(S) such that, for n ≥ n0,

ex(n,S,C3) = |T k(n)|.

Proof sketch of Theorem 6.1. Let H be a C3-free 3-graph on n vertices that contains the
maximum number of copies of S. Since S is 2-covered and C3 is blowup-invariant, by [CL24,
Proposition 7.1], we may assume that H is a blowup of some 2-covered 3-graph S. Observe
that S must be an STS (see Fact 2.2 (ii)).

Define an auxiliary k-graph G on the same vertex set as H, in which a k-set S ⊆ V (H) is
an edge in G iff it spans a copy of S in H. Note that G is a blowup of another k-graph G′,
which arises in the same way from S.

It can be derived from a result on Steiner triple systems by Doyen–Wilson [DW73, Sec-
tion 1] that every pair of edges in G′ share at most (k − 1)/2 vertices (by showing that
the intersection of two copies of S in S is also an STS). In particular, G′ is Tk-free, and
hence, G is also Tk (by Fact 2.1). Then the assertion in Theorem 6.1 follows easily from
Theorem 1.2.

The proof of Theorem 1.2 motivates the following problem on L-intersecting families
(see [FT16, Section 9] for a survey).
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Let r ≥ 2 be an integer and L ⊆ [r] be a subset. An r-graph H is called L-intersecting
if |e ∩ e′| ∈ L for all distinct edges e, e′ ∈ H.

Problem 6.2. Determine the maximum value of the Lagrangian of an L-intersecting r-
graph on n vertices. Also, determine the collection of sets L ⊆ [r] such that the maximum
value is 1/rr.

Remark. Theorem 2.6 implies that if L = [i] for some i < ⌈r/2⌉, then the answer is 1/rr.
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