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Abstract

A classical result of Komlés, Sarkozy and Szemerédi shows that every large n-vertex graph with minimum
degree at least (1/2+~)n contains all spanning trees of bounded degree. We generalised this result to loose
spanning hypertrees in k-uniform hypergraphs, that is, linear hypergraphs obtained by subsequently adding
edges sharing a single vertex with a previous edge.

We give a general sufficient condition for embedding loose trees with bounded degree. In particular, we
show that for all k > 4, every n-vertex k-uniform hypergraph with n > ng(k, vy, A) and minimum (k — 2)-
degree at least (1/2 4 ) ( kﬁQ) contains every spanning loose tree with maximum vertex degree at most A.
This bound is asymptotically tight. This generalises a result of Pehova and Petrova, who proved the case
when k£ = 3 and of Pavez-Signé, Sanhueza-Matamala and Stein, who considered the codegree threshold for
bounded degree tight trees.

1 Introduction

The study of spanning trees of bounded degree in graphs and random graphs has been an active area of
research for many years. A classical result of Komlés, Sarkézy and Szemerédi [17] proved that every large
n-vertex graph G with minimum degree at least (1/2+)n contains all spanning trees of bounded degree. The
result is clearly the best possible, as exemplified by two disconnect complete graphs on n/2 vertices. Csaba,
Levitt, Nagy-Gyorgy and Szemerédi [4] showed that yn can be replaced by C'Alogn improving a previous
result of [18]. This result has also been generalized to random graphs, pseudorandom graphs and directed
graphs, see [19, 20, 10, 15, 22, 11].

In this paper, we consider an analogue of this problem for k-uniform hypergraphs. Since there is no single
way to define a hypertree. We introduce the definition about hypertrees due to Kalai [13]. A k-uniform
s-hypertree is defined iteratively as follows: a single k-uniform edge is a k-uniform s-hypertree; any k-graph
can be obtained from a k-uniform s-hypertree T' by adding a new edge e such that there exists ¢/ € F(T)
with [ene’| = s =]eNV(T)|. Note that a n-vertex k-uniform s-hypertree satisfies n = s mod k — s, which
we will always assume.

Throughout this paper, we refer to the k-uniform 1-tree as k-loose tree (also known in the literature as
a linear tree). Observe that 2-loose tree is the usual tree in graphs, since a tree can be defined as adding
leaves iteratively. Also, a loose path in k-uniform graph is a k-loose tree. The minimum (-degree §;(H) of a
k-uniform hypergraph H is the minimum number of edges containing any given set of ¢ vertices. Moreover,
the minimum relative (-degree 6,(G) is 6,(G)/(,",).- The mazimum (relative) (-degree, denoted by A(G)
(and Ay(G), respectively) is defined analogously.

Extremal problem about hypertrees has a long history. In 1995 Kalai [6, Conjecture 3.6], conjectured that

every k-graph with more than %(kﬁl) edges contains every k-loose tree with ¢ edges. In general, Kalai’s
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Figure 1: The binary 3-loose tree T3 .

conjecture is still open but there are many partial results. Regarding spanning k-loose trees, Georgakopoulos,
Haslegrave, Montgomery and Narayanan [8] proved that every large n-vertex 3-graph with minimum 2-degree
at least n/3+ o(n) have a spanning triangulation of a 2-sphere, which in particular contains some spanning 3-
loose tree. Pavez-Signé, Sanhueza-Matamala and Stein [23] proved that the minimum (k —1)-degree threshold
for the existence of any bounded vertex degree spanning (k — 1)-hypertree.

Theorem 1.1 (Pavez-Signé, Sanhueza-Matamala and Stein [23]). For all k > 2,7 > 0 and A € N, there
exists an ng such that any k-graph G on n > ng vertices with 0,_1(G) > 1/2 4+ 7 contains every n-vertex

(k — 1)-hypertree T with A1(T) < A and the bound is asymptotic tight. In particular, G contains all n-vertex
k-loose trees T with Aq(T) < A.

For general ¢ and k, what is the minimum (relative) ¢-degree threshold which forces the existence of any
bounded vertex degree spanning k-loose trees? We say a k-graph G on n vertices is A-loose-tree-universal, if G
contains every spanning k-loose tree T' with A;(7T") < A. Moreover, we define the loose tree embeddable (k,?)-
threshold, denoted by (5k ¢, to be the infimum 4 such that for any v > 0 and A € N, there exists an integer ng
such that any k-graph G on n > ng vertices with n =1 mod k—1 and §,(G) > §++ is A-loose-tree-universal.
Thus Theorem 1.1 implies that 5l{k =1/2.

The following example shows that 5T£ should also guarantee a perfect matching in k-graphs. We define
the binary k-loose tree Ty, with depth r as follows. Let T} o be a loose tree with one edge and root it at an
arbitrary vertex. We say a vertex is a leaf vertex if it is not the root vertex and in only one edge. So T
has k£ — 1 leaf vertices. Then for any r > 1, let T}, , be the loose tree by adding one edge on each leaf vertex
of Ty ,—1. If r is even, then T}, contains a perfect matching and the maximum vertex degree of T}, , is 2, see
Figure 1.

We denote the perfect matching (k, ¢)-threshold (5 to be the infimum ¢ such that for any v > 0, there
exists an integer ng such that any k-graph G on n > no Vertlces with k|n and 0,(G) > §+ contains a perfect
matching. Ruciriski and Szemerédi [29] showed that 5,1: M =1/2 and Hén, Person and Schacht [9] showed
that 53}3{” =5/9. See [31] for a survey.

Recently, Pehova and Petrova [24] showed that every 3-graph G with 61(G) > 5/9 contains all bounded
degree 3-loose trees.

Theorem 1.2 (Pehova and Petrova [24]). We have 63, = 5/9. In particular, for all v > 0 and A € N, there

exists an ng such that any 3-graph G on n > ng vertices with n odd and 61(G) > 5/9 + v contains every
spanning 3-loose tree T" with A1 (T) < A.

Pehova and Petrova [24] further conjectured that 67, = §FM in general.

Conjecture 1.3 (Pehova and Petrova [24]). For all 1 < /¢ < k, 5H = 513’%.

By Theorems 1.1 and 1.2, this conjecture holds for (k,¢) = (k,k — 1) and (k,¢) = (3, 1), respectively. Our
main result shows that Conjecture 1.3 indeed holds for all £ = k& — 2 with k£ > 4. Note that 55%2 =1/2 by
Pikhurko [25].

Theorem 1.4. For all k > 4, 51{/%—2 =1/2 = 5}:%2 In particular, for all v > 0 and A € N, there exists

an ng such that any k-graph G on n > ngy vertices with gk,Q(G) >1/24+~v andn =1 mod k — 1 contains
every spanning k-loose tree T with A1(T) < A.



Note that in the proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2, one ingredient is to find a tight Hamilton cycle. Tight
Hamilton cycles exists by the minimum degree condition by [27] and [28]. Lang and Sanhueza-Matamala [21]
and independently, Polcyn, Reiher, R6dl and Schiilke [26] showed that the corresponding tight Hamilton cycle
(k, k — 2)-threshold is 5/9 > 67’ ,. One of our main contributions is to provide a necessary condition, which
we called the robust fmmework’, for A-loose-tree-universality, see Section 4.

Paper organization: In Section 2, we introduce some notations and terminology that we will use
throughout the paper. In Section 3, we give a sketch proof for Theorem 1.4. In Section 4 we give a robust
framework for embedding loose trees. A robust framework will consist of three key properties, robust fractional
matching, reachable and rotatable. In Section 5, we introduce the hypergraph regularity lemma and related
embedding method in the reduced graph. In Section 6, we prove that the robust framework is sufficient for
embedding loose trees. In Section 7, we construct a subgraph G* which will turn out to be a robust framework.
We will verify that G* satisfies the three key properties in Sections 8, 9 and 10. We conclude the paper with
a discussion and open problems in Section 11.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Notation

We write vy ...vg for {vy,...,vp}. We omit floors and ceilings whenever they are not crucial. We say that
a statement holds for a <« f if there exists a non-decreasing function f such that the statement holds
for a < f(). We write x =y £+ for z € [y — v,y + ] and [n] to denote the set of integers from 1 to n. We
denote the symmetric group of [n] by S,,.

A k-graph G consists of a set of vertices V(G) and a set of edges F(G), where each edge consists of k
vertices. Let H be a k-graph. We write G — H for the subgraph of G by removing edges of H from G and G\ H
for the subgraph of G by removing vertices of H from G. For U C V(G), G[U] is the subgraph induced on U.
The degree deg(U) of U is the number of edges in G containing U.

Let Ay,..., A CV(G). An edge vy...vg is an A; ... Ap-edge if v; € A; for all ¢ € [¢]. If Ajpq = -+ =
Ay =V(G), then an A; ... Aj-edge is also an A; ... As-edge. We write deg(A1; Ag;...; Ay) for the number
of Ay ... Ap-edges in G. Note that degg(vy...v;) = degg(vi;...;v;) for all ¢ € [k]. Let dg(Ay; Aa;.. 5 Ag) =
degG(Al; A2 ey Ak)/ (’A1HA2| e |Ak|)

For 2 < j < k, let the jth-shadow graph 0;(G) be the j-graph on V(G) whose edges are the j-sets contained
in some edge of G. For any set S C V(G) with size smaller than k, the link graph of S, denoted by Lg(S),
is the (k — |S|)-graph on vertex set V(G) whose edges are all (k — |S|)-tuples T" for which T'U S € E(G).
Write 0;(S) for 9;(La(95)).

Given edges e and €' of G, a tight walk from e to €’ is a sequence of edges eg, e, ..., e, such that eg = e,
e; = € and |e;—1 Ne;| = k— 1 for each i € [¢]. If the vertices on the walk are distinct, we say it is a tight
path. Note that connected by tight walks gives an equivalence relation on the edge set. The tight components
of G are the equivalence classes of this relation. We say that G is tight connected if it has only one tight
component.

For k-graphs Hy and Ha, a hypergraph homomorphism from Hy to Hj is a function ¢ : V(Hy) — V(Ha)
such that for all e € E(H;), ¢(e) € E(Hz). An embedding is an injective homomorphism. Throughout the
paper, we will usually use ¢ to denote homomorphism and ) to denote embedding.

The next property shows that relative minimum j-degree is no smaller than relative minimum 1-degree.

Proposition 2.1. Let G be a k-graph on n vertices and £ € [k — 1]. Then 61(G) > 6,(G).
Proof. For any vertex v € G,
k-1 n—1 n—40\< k-1 n—1\<
degte) = S a5 1) = (20) (2 e (52)) = (G2
vEJE(V(éG))

Hence 61(G) > §,(Q). O



2.2 Structure of loose trees

In this subsection, we give some basic facts and definitions about loose trees. Consider a k-graph G. We say
a vertex colouring ¢ : V(G) — N is a proper colouring if for any adjacent vertex pair w, v, c(u) # c(v). It is
easy to see that any k-loose tree T' can be properly coloured with colours in [k]. We denote its colour classes
by Ci(T),...,Ck(T).

Let T be a k-loose tree with a root vertex r, colour classes C1(T),...,Ci(T) and r € C1(T). A layer-
ing L(T) of T is a partition of V(T') into layers Ly, ..., L, such that L1 = {r}, Ci(T) = U,=; moda r Ly, €ach
edgeisan L;L;y1 ... L;1,_1-edge for some ¢ and each v € L; is contained in at most one non-L;L; 1 ... L;1_1-
edge. We say a rooted k-loose tree T at r is a k-loose tree T together with a proper k-vertex colouring and a
layering L(T) of T rooted at r.

Let T be a rooted k-loose tree at r. For a vertex v € L; C V(T'), the subtree T'(v) rooted at v is defined to
be the loose tree containing v in T'[{J;; L;]. We say the vertices in V/(T'(v))\{v} to be the descendants of v.

Note that if we remove the root vertex from a loose tree, then the remaining parts can be viewed as
subtrees rooted at neighbours of the root vertex.

Fact 2.2. Let T be a rooted k-loose tree at r and T be permutation (12...k). Let T; be all rooted subtrees T'(v)
with v € Cij(l)(T). Then r,V(T1),...V(Tk—1) partition V(T).

We define a distance function to describe the location of each edge. Let T be a k-loose tree. Between a
vertex and an edge or between two edges, there exists only one path connecting them in T'. For vertex v € V(T')
and edge e € E(T), distr(v,e) is the length of the path in 7" between e and v minus 1. For two edges
e, e/ € E(T), distr(e, ¢’) is the length of the path in T" between e and ¢’ minus 1. Moreover, if v € e or e = ¢/,
then dist(v, e) and dist(e, €’) is zero by our definitions.

2.3 a-perturbed graphs

The reduced graph R obtained after the regularity lemma inherits some key features of the host graph G, see
Section 5 for more details. In particular, if d,(G) > ¢, then almost all ¢-vertex subsets of R will also have
degree at least § — . We use the following definition to quantify this property.

Definition 2.3 (a-perturbed degree). Let 1 < ¢ < k and «, 6 > 0. We say that a k-graph G has a-perturbed
minimum relative (-degree, denoted by 8, (G), at least 4, if the following hold for every j € [(]

(P1) every edge of E(0;(G)) has relative degree at least § in G

(P2) 0j(G) has edge density at most a;

(P3) each (j — 1)-edge of 9;_1(G) has relative degree less than « in 9;(G).

We obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 2.4. Let o« < § < 1/k. Let G be a k-graph on n vertices with 6, _o(G) > 6.

(L1) Let S € E(0j(G)) with j <k —2. Then the link graph Lg(S) of S satisfies Eg,j,Z(Lg(S)) > 0.

(L2) Let Ay,...,As be subsets of V(G) with each of size m < k —4. Let B C V(G) with size larger than
ammn. Then there exists an edge uwv with u,v € B and uv € ﬂle E(02(4))).

Proof. Note that (L1) follows from Definition 2.3. For (L2), by Definition 2.3, there are at most an isolated
vertices in 02(A;) for @ € [¢]. This implies that there is a vertex v € V(G) which is not isolated in all d2(4;).

By Definition 2.3 (P3), the relative degree of v in V(92(A4;)) is at most a. Note that
|B| — m - an > amn — amn = 0.
Hence, there exists an edge uv € ﬂle E(02(4;)) with u,v € B. O

We remark that the transition from perturbed edges to perturbed minimum degree comes at negligible
costs. We get the following lemma.

Lemma 2.5 ([21, Lemma 2.3]). Let 1/n < ¢ < a < §,1/k. Let G be a k-graph on n vertices with 6,(G) > 6.
Let I be a subgraph of G of edge density at most €. Then there exists a spanning subgraph G' of G — I
with 3, (G') > § — a.



3 Proof sketch of Theorem 1.4

In this section, we sketch the proof of Theorem 1.4 and discuss some new ideas we used.

Let T be a k-loose tree on n vertices. Suppose that we are given a large k-graph G with n vertices with
6x_2(G) > 1/2 +2vy. We now find an embedding of T in G using the absorption technique, which splits the
proof into the following three steps.

Step 1: find an absorber. Fix a root vertex r in T such that 7' is union of two k-loose trees T7 and 715
both rooted at r, where T is small. Find an embedding ; from 77 to G such that any almost embedding
of T can be extended to a full embedding (see Lemma 6.3).

Step 2: embed an almost spanning tree. Remove the vertices in G that is used to embed T; \ r and call
the resulting graph Ga. Since T} is small, 6,(G2) > 1/2 + . Find an almost embedding 1> from T3 into G
such that ¥ (r) = 2(r), that is, the root vertices of T} and T» are mapped to the same vertex in G. Together
with 11, we obtain an almost embedding from T to G.

Step 3: complete the embedding. Extend the embedding of Step 2 to be a spanning tree by our absorber.

Clearly, Step 3 follows immediately from Steps 1 and 2.

Our proof of Step 1 follows a similar approach to [24], which was inspired by [1, 2, 30]. We describe the
key ingredient for the absorber. Suppose we have already had an almost embedding ¢ of T" and we would like
to extend the embedding by attaching an edge to ¥ (x). Pick vertices wo,...,w, in G that are not covered.
The embedding 1; of T} contains some (unused) absorbing tuple, which consists of k — 1 vertex disjoint loose
stars. More importantly, the centres of these star together with ) (x) is an edge in G and (in ) we can replace
centres of these stars with ws, ..., wg. Thus we have ‘enlarged’ the embedding 1. See Section 6.1 for further
details. Note that d1(G) > 1/2 + v is already sufficient for Step 1.

Therefore, we now focus on Step 2. In particular, we aim to find an almost spanning k-loose tree T5 in
the k-graph G2. We first apply the weak hypergraph regularity lemma and obtain a reduce graph Rs. To
embed 75 into Go, we find a homomorphism ¢ from 75 to Ry and then turn it into an embedding of 75 in Gs.
Note that we need to ensure that ¢ does not map too many vertices of T5 into one particular cluster of Ra.
We now give a sketch on how to construct ¢ and highlight the necessary properties of Rg that we need (see
Section 4 for their formal definitions).

First we find a perfect matching M = {e1,...,e;} in Ry. This exists by our assumption as 6;_o(R2) >
Opo(Go) — /2 > (1+7)/2 > 55,2/1_2. We break T5 into smaller trees Th1,...,T5 s with a large constant
5> (, where Ty ; is a subtree of U;,em T5i. We construct our homomorphism ¢ by first mapping (most of)
To1,...To into er, To s, 41,...T2 s, into ex and so on.

Since T5 is connected, we require e; to be connected to e or else we cannot find a homomorphism. However
just being in the same loose component is not sufficient as illustrated by the following example. Suppose that
R is a 4-graph with vertex set V4 U Vo with V4 N V5 = () and that all edges in R contains even number of
vertices in Vi. Observe that there is no homomorphism of a 4-loose path that maps edges to an edge in Vj
and an edge in V5. Thus, we require a stronger notation, which we call ‘reachable’. Roughly speaking, an
edge e is reachable from an edge f if we can find a homomorphism of T, that maps its root to a given vertex
in f and maps almost all vertices of T5 to e. Note that reachable may not be symmetric but induces a partial
ordering. We require that reachable induced a linear ordering on M, namely, e; is reachable from e; for i < j.

Recall that ¢ will map most of 15 1,...T5 s, into e;. Suppose for each such T3 ;, majority of its vertices lie
in the same colour class that contains in its root. Thus a naive homomorphism from Uie[sﬂ T5,; into e will
map most of the vertices onto one vertex of e;. In order to ensure that each vertex of e; has similar number
of preimages, we require each edge to be ‘rotatable’.

We say that Rs is ‘robust’ if it satisfies the three mentioned properties of having a perfect (fractional)
matching, reachable and rotatable. In fact, one of our contribution is to show that being robust is already
suffices to Step 2, that is, finding a almost spanning tree, see Section 6.2.

Recall in the outline of Step 2 that we require both roots of 77 and 7> to be mapped onto the same
vertex ¥ in G. Hence, we actually find a robust subgraph in the reduce graph before Step 1. In particular,
we pick z* to be in the ‘first edge’ of M (in the ordering induced by reachability). After embedding 77, the
clusters of the reduce graph may have different sizes. Since 77 is small, our robust condition still ensures the



existence of a perfect fractional matching.

3.1 Verifying robustness

Marjory of our paper is dedicated to verifying the reduce graph contains a spanning robust subgraph.

We first review the known cases when (k, £) = (k,k—1) [23] and (k,¢) = (3,1) [24]. In both cases, we have
5,{74 = 5;{5 C. This ensures that there is a tight Hamilton cycle C' in the reduce graph. Note that C' contains
a perfect fractional matching. By winding around C', one can show that C' is reachable. When (k,¢) = (3, 1),
C is also rotatable (c.f. [24, Lemma 3.1]). Therefore C is robust.

In this paper, we consider the case (k,¢) = (k,k — 2) with k > 4. Most importantly, 5}:,2\/[_2 < 6,{1,;[_02 as
discussed in Section 1. Thus, one cannot guarantee a tight Hamiltonian cycle in the reduce graph and so
various new ideas are needed to find a spanning robust subgraph.

For simplicity, we focus on the case when (k,¢) = (4,2). We first describe the structure of the robust
subgraph. Consider A € (V(2R)). Note that its link graph is a 2-graph and let C'4 be the largest component.
Let E 4 be the set of 4-edges of the form eU A for e € E(C4). Note that edges in F 4 are tight connected (and
being tight connected is ideal for being reachable). Let R* be the subgraph induced by union of Ey4 for all
A€ (V(QR)). See Section 7 for formal definition. In Section 8, we show that R* satisfies the perfect matching
property.

Recall that E 4 is tight connected for A € (V(QR)). Thus edges in E4 are reachable within themselves. We
can define an equivalent relationship on (V(2R)) such that A ~ A’ if and only if E4 U E 4 are reachable within
themselves. This can be represented by a colouring of (V(zR)), i.e. an edge-colouring of the complete graph
on V(R). Furthermore, we prove that the colouring is Gallai (i.e., no rainbow triangle) and locally 2-edge
colouring, see Lemma 9.11. By analysing monochromatic components, we obtain the desired enumeration
of Er«. See Section 9 for further discussions and its proof.

Roughly speaking, for a permutation o € Sy, we say that an edge e = x1x2x324 is o-rotatable if for any
4-loose tree T with root r and i € [4], there is a homomorphism v such that » maps to z; and most of C;(T")
is mapped to x,(;). Thus e is rotatable if it is o-rotatable for all o € Sy. We will show that e is o-rotatable for
o € {(12),(13),(14)}. Since {(12),(13),(14)} is a generator set of Sy, we can then deduce that e is rotatable.
It should be noted that the general case when k > 4 can be deduced to the case when k = 4. See Section 10
for further discussions and its proof.

4 A sufficient condition for almost spanning trees embedding

In this section, we discuss some natural conditions and give a sufficient condition for embedding almost
spanning loose trees.

We now consider a k-graph G with its reduced graph R obtained by hypergraph regularity lemma (see
Section 5). Let T' be an almost spanning k-loose tree. To embed T', we will construct a homomorphism ¢
from T to R and then turn it into an embedding in G. Next, we discuss three natural conditions that R needs
to satisfy in order to construct ¢.

Recall that there exists a bounded vertex degree loose tree with a perfect matching. Thus, we seek a
(fractional) perfect matching structure in R. Secondly, any two edges in a loose tree are connected by a loose
path. This requires us to connect edges in the matching of R. It is called reachable. Meanwhile, to construct
homomorphism in reduced graph R, we need to guarantee that there is no cluster overused. This is called
rotatable. Formally, we have the following definitions.

Definition 4.1. (w-fractional matching) Let G be a k-graph and a vertex weighting w : V(G) — [0, 1]. We
say w* : E(G) — [0,1] is an w-fractional matching if 3~ 5 w*(e) < w(v) for all v € V(G). The size of w* is
> ecer(cyw(€). We say w* is perfect if the size of w* is -, cy () w(v)/k-

The next definition will enable us to find a tree homomorphism on the reduced graph from one edge to
another edge.



Definition 4.2. (Reachable) Let G be a k-graph and C' € N. We say that an edge e € E(G) is C-reachable
from a vertex u € V(Q) if for any rooted k-loose tree T at r, there exists a homomorphism ¢ from 7" to G such
that ¢(r) = u and ¢(v) € e for all v with dist(r,v) > C. Moreover, we say e is C-reachable from ¢’ € E(G) if
e is C-reachable from all u € ¢'.

Meanwhile, we define a rotation property to embed vertices on each cluster in the reduced graph balanced.
Recall that Sy, is the set of permutation of [k].

Definition 4.3. (Rotatable) Let C' € N, G be a k-graph and e = uy ... u; € E(G). We say e is C-rotatable
if for any u € e, any o € S and any rooted k-loose tree T at r, there exists a homomorphism ¢ from 7' to G
such that ¢(r) = u and ¢(v) = u, () for all v € Cs(T') with dist(r,v) > C.

The next property shows that reachable and rotatable imply that we can map most edges in a tree to
some specific edge while the root vertex is mapped to another edge.

Proposition 4.4. Let G be a k-graph, v € V(G) and e = z1...x € E(G). Suppose that e is C-reachable
from v and C'-rotatable. Let T be a rooted k-loose tree at r with A1(T) < A. Then there exists a homomor-
phism ¢ from T to G such that ¢(r) = v and for all j € [k],

CHTNG ()] < (RA)H

Proof. By Definition 4.2, there is a homomorphism ¢’ from T to G such that for w € V(T') with dist(r, w) > C,
¢ (w) € e. Let 7 = (12...k) € Sg. Then for vertex w € V(T') with dist(r,w) = C and w € C;(T), consider
the subtree T'(w) with colour classes

Ci(T(w)) = Crima(jy(T) N V(T (w)).
Hence, w € C;(T)NV (T (w)) = C1(T(w)). By Definition 4.3, there is a homomorphism ¢,, from T'(w) to G such

that ¢, (w) = ¢'(w) € e and, for each vertex z € C —i-1)(;(T(w)) = C;(T) N V(T'(w)) with dist(w, z) > ',
we have ¢, (r) = x;. Define ¢ to be such that

o' (u if dist(r,u) < C,
slay= {01 rdn )
(1) if u e T'(w).
If u € Cj(T) with dist(r,u) > C + C’, then we have ¢(u) = x;. So |C;(T)\¢~ (z;)| < (kA)CHC, O
Next, we define the key properties for embedding almost spanning loose trees.

Definition 4.5. Let G be a k-graph on n vertices and n > 0. We say G is n-robust if

(R1) for any vertex weighting w : V(G) — [0,1] with 3 o g w(v) = (1 —n)[V(G)| and w(v) = 0 if v is an
isolated vertex of GG, there exists a perfect w-fractional matching w* of G;

(R2) there exists an integer C1 = C1(n) and an enumeration of E(G), e1,ez,...,epq) such that e; is C1-
reachable from e; for all ¢ > j;

(R3) there exists an integer Cy = Cy(n) such that all edges in E(G) are Co-rotatable.
For 1 </ <k — 1, the robust £-degree threshold for k-graph, denoted by 5,55, is the infimum § > 0 such that

for 1/n < a < n < v, every k-graph G on n vertices with 5?(G) > § + ~y contains an n-robust spanning
subgraph.

We remark that our proof shows that C;, Cy < n**. Since we will seek an n-robust subgraph in the reduced
graph, C7 and Cy will be treated as large constants independent of the order of host graph. Note that (R1)
implies that G contains a perfect matching, so we have

g > 01y >1/2. (4.1)
Now, we state our general theorem.

Theorem 4.6. For k > 2 and { € [k — 1], we have that 6} , < §F,.

By this theorem, to prove Theorem 1.4, it suffices to show that 5l§k—2 = 1/2 (see Lemma 7.3). We prove
Theorem 4.6 in Section 6 after we introduce the hypergraph regularity lemma.



5 Weak hypergraph regularity lemma

A main tool we use to prove Theorem 4.6 is the weak hypergraph regularity lemma. Given € > 0, we say that
a k-partite k-graph G on sets Vi, ...,V is e-regular if for every X; C V; of size at least £|V;|, we have that

|dg(X1,...,Xk) —dg(‘/l,... ,Vk)| S e.

A partition {Vp, Vi,..., V;} of the vertex set of a k-graph G on n vertices is e-regular if |Vp| < en, all other
sets V; with i € [t] have equal size, and the graph induced by all but at most 5( ) k-tuple of V; for i € [t] is
e-regular.

Theorem 5.1 ([3, 7]). For every e > 0 and to € N, there exist Ty, no € N such that every k-graph G with at
least ng vertices admits an e-regular partition {Vy, V1, ..., Vi}, where tg <t < Tp.

Given an e-regular partition @ = {Vp,...,V;} of the vertex set of a k-graph G, we define the (Q,¢,d)-
reduced graph R on vertex set {1,...,t} corresponding to the sets {Vp,...,V;}. The edges of R are all e-
regular k-tuples of density at least d. By Lemma 2.5, we can imply the following degree version of hypergraph
regularity lemma.

Lemma 5.2. For0 < e << a<Kd<d, k>j>1andty, €N, there exist Ty, ng € N such that the following
holds. Suppose that G is a k-graph on n > ng vertices with minimum degree §;(G) > 5(1@7_1]')' Then G admits
an e-reqular partition @ = {Vy,...,V;} such that tg < t < Ty and the (Q,¢e,d)-reduced graph R contains a
spanning subgraph R’ with minimum perturbed degree 5;"(R’) > (0 —a—d) (kz])

Next, we prove an embedding lemma for regular tuple in our reduce graph. This enables us to transform a
homomorphism to an almost embedding. Given vertex sets Xo, ..., X we say that a vertex v ¢ XoU---U X}
is d-dense into { X, ..., X} if deg(v; Xo;...; Xg) > d|Xa| - - - | Xk|. In the process of embedding trees, we aim
to embed each edge into a dense k-tuple. In order to do this, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 5.3. Let 1/m < e < d < 1/k,1/A. Let G be a k-graph. Let Q be a e-reqular partition of G and R be
the corresponding (Q, e, d)-reduced graph. Let Xi,..., Xy and le, e ,Yj(k_l)A for j € [2,k] (not necessarily
distinct) be vertex clusters of Q with size m such that, for any 0 < i < A and j € [2,k], X1X2... X} and
X; Y(k 1)Z’LlY(k Di+2 ..Y(k DD e e- -reqular with density at least d. For j € [2,k] and i € [(k — 1)A],
let Z C X; and ZZ C YZ be of size at least \/em. Suppose that x € X1 is a vertex which is d/4-dense
mto {ZQ, ooy Zi ) Then there exist vertices z9 € Za, ...z, € Zi such that xzy ...z is an edge and each z;
is d/4—dense into {Z](Ak*l)wrl7 e Zj(-kfl)(wrl)} for every 0 < i < A.
Proof. Let W be the set of all vertices w € Zy such that deg(z;w; Zs;...; Z,) > d|Zs|---|Zk|/8. Since the
vertex € X is d/4-dense into {Za, ..., Z;}, we have

d|Zs| - - - | Zy]

1 <deg(w; Zos...1 Zy) = Y deg(wsw; Zs;...; Z) + Y deg(aiw'; Zsi.. .5 Zy)

wew w'€Zo\W
A\ Zs| - -2y,
< Wizl -+l + 122 (A2,
W > d|Z|/8 > em.

Since XYy ...YF 1 is e-regular with density at least d, we obtain that d(W;Z3;...; Z571) > d/2. Let
W1 be the set of all w € Wi such that w is d/4-dense into {Z3,...,Z5"1}. Thus, each w € W, satisfies

deg(w; Z3;...; 2571 > d|Z}|...|Z57| /4. By a similar calculation as above, we deduce that
dIWI d2\Z2|
|Wi| > Z 3 > em
We repeat this procedure and obtain Wy O W2 D .-+ D Wa such that each vertex w € W; is d/4-dense

into {Z;k_l)(i_l)ﬂ,...,Zék_l)i} and |[W;| > d"|Zy|/4*T > em. We fix 20 € Wa C Z. Note that z is
d/4-dense into {Zék_l)“rl, cee Zék_l)(“rl)} for every 0 <i < A and deg(x; z0; Z3;...; Zx) > d|Z3] ... | Zk|/8.
By repeating the similar construction of zo, we obtain z3, ..., 23 as required. O



6 From robust framework to embedding: proof of Theorem 4.6

The proof of Theorem 4.6 can be divided into three steps similar to those in Section 3. We prove Steps 1
and 2 in Sections 6.1 and 6.2, respectively. We complete the proof of Theorem 4.6 in Section 6.3.

6.1 Absorption lemma

In this subsection, we show our absorption structure and related lemmas. We develop the absorption
technique used in [1, 2, 30, 24]. We start with some definitions.

Definition 6.1. A k-uniform (loose) d-star S, consists of d edges such that V(S,) = {v,ul, ..., u‘; 17 € [d]}
and E(Sy) = {vu}...uj : j € [d]}. We call v the centre vertex of S,. The leaf set of S is Ng(v) which is a
(k — 1)-uniform matching of size d.

Definition 6.2. Let G be a k-graph. For a k-ordered vertex tuple (wi,...,wy), a d-absorbing tuple for
(w1, ..., wg) consists of k—1 vertex-disjoint d-stars Sy,, ..., Sy, such that wjva... vy € E(G) and for i € [2, k],
there is a d-star Sy, with centre w; and Ng, (w;) = Ng,, (v;). In other words, we can replace the centre of
each S,, with w; for i € [2, k].

For FF C V(G), we denote by Ag(ws,...,wg, F) the set of all d-absorbing tuples for (w1, ..., wy) disjoint
from F', and by A4(F) the union of A4(wy,...,wg, F') for all tuples (wy, ..., wg).

Let T be a k-loose tree and 1 : V(T') — V(G) be an embedding of T in G. We say that a d-star S, in G
is immersed by 1 if there exists € V(T') such that ¥(x) = v and each edge e € T with z € e is mapped
to a distinct edge of S,,. We say that a d-absorbing tuple (Sy,,...,Sy,) is immersed by ¢ if S,,,...,S,, are
immersed by .

The next lemma can extend an embedding of a loose tree using immersed absorbing tuples.

Lemma 6.3 (Extension lemma). Let n,k,A € N and p € NU{0}. Let G be a k-graph on n vertices. Let T
be a k-loose tree on n — p(k — 1) wvertices with A(T) < A. Suppose that there exists an embedding ¥ of T
in G and a family A of pairwise vertex-disjoint A-absorbing tuples such that

(i) every absorbing tuple of A is immersed by 1;

(ii) for distinct wy,...,w; € V(G), A contains at least p many A-absorbing tuples for (w1, ..., wg).
Then for any k-loose tree T* on n wvertices containing T, there is an embedding of T*.

Proof. We proceed by induction on p. The lemma holds when p = 0, since 7' = T*. Thus we assume
that p > 1.

Consider any k-loose tree T™ on n vertices containing T. Let z1 ...z, € E(T*)\E(T) with z; € V(T),
$0 xo, ...,z & V(T) and let T = T U {xy...x}. Let uy = (1) and ug,...,u; be distinct vertices
in V(G)\V(¥(T)). Fix a A-absorbing tuple & = (Sy,,...,Sy,) for (ui,...,ux) in A. Then we define ¢/ :
V(T) — V(Q) be

»(v;) if x = x; for i € [2, k],
Y (z) =< uy if = 1(v) fori € [2,k],
() otherwise.
We deduce that ¢’ is an embedding of 7" to G with V(¢/(T")) = V(¢(T)) U {usg,...,ux}. Let A = A\S.

Furthermore, (i) and (ii) are satisfied with (7", p—1,4’, A") playing the role of (T, p, ¢, A). Since T* contains 7",
our induction hypothesis implies that G contains an embedding of T™*. O

We now find vertex-disjoint absorbing tuples when §1(G) > 1/2 + 1.

Lemma 6.4. Let1/n < ( < a < <K<y <K< 1/A1/k. Let G be a k-graph on n vertices with §1(G) > 1/2+.
Let F be a subset of V(G) with size of (n. Then there exists a set A of vertex-disjoint A-absorbing tuples
{Sugs - S”i} with i < Bn such that for distinct wy,...,w; € V(G), we have |[Aa(w1, ..., wg, F) N Al > an.



Proof. Consider distinct wy, ..., w, € V(G). Pick an edge wivy ... v € E(G)\(FU{ws,...,wr}). We further
pick (k — 1)A disjoint (k — 1)-vertex subsets Uj...US,...,U}...U? such that U; € Nevr(wj) N Newr(vy)
for i € [A] and j € [2,k]. Set E(S;) = {v; U U; : 1 € [A]} for j € [2,k]. Then So,..., S is a A-absorbing
tuple for (wi,...,wy) disjoint from F'. This is possible, since for each j € [2, k],

_ 3 n _ n
[Nevr(wj) N Neyr(v)] > [Ne(wy) N Ne(vy)] = |Fln*~2 > 77 <k _ 1) —(n*h > 7(14; _ 1)-

Thus we have that

|An(wr, ... wg, F)| > (yn/k2)EDATDEL

Let ¢ be such that @ < ¢ < . Let A’ be a random subset of Aa(F), where each member is chosen

independently at random with probability p = en~(k=1)?A=(k=2) Note that each A-absorbing tuple contains

at most (k — 1)2A + k — 1 vertices and so |Aa(F)| < n*~D*A+(¢ 1) By a Chernoff bound and the union

bound, w.h.p we have that |A’'| < 2cn < fn and, for each (wy,...,wg), |Aa (w1, ..., wg, F) N A| > Ben/2.
Let Y be the number of pairs of tuples in A’ which intersect with at least one vertex. Then

By Markov’s inequality, with probability at least 3/4, we have that ¥ < 28*A+2¢2p Fix an outcome of A"
such that all above events hold. If we remove all pairs of intersecting tuples in A’, we could get a subset A"
of AA(F) of at most fn vertex-disjoint tuples such that

|Aa(wy, ..., wg) NA"| > Ben/2 — F AL 2y > op
for each wy ... wy € (V(kG)). Finally, let A = A" as we desire. O

Next, we show that we could immerse our absorbers by a small tree.

Lemma 6.5 (Immersing lemma). Let 1/n < ( K < n <<y << 1/A1/k. Let G be a k-graph on n vertices
with 61(G) > 1/2 4+~ and T be a rooted k-loose tree at r on nn vertices with A1(T) < A. Let A be a set of
vertex-disjoint d-stars in G with |A| < kBn and v ¢ V(A). Then there exists an embedding ¢ : V(T') — V(G)
such that ¥(r) = v and every absorbing tuple in A is immersed by 1.

Proof. Let A = {S1,...,Sn}, so m < kfn. Let Ty = r and vy : V(Tp) — {v}. Suppose that for some
i € [m]U{0}, we have found a rooted subtree T; of T rooted at r and an embedding 1; from T; to G such that
Sy is immersed by v; for all i/ < i, S;» is disjoint from 1;(V (T3)) for all ¢ < i” < m and |V(T;)| < 3(i + 1)kA.

If i = m, then we greedily extend 1, to an embedding of T. Hence, we may assume that ¢ < m. Note
that there exists a vertex x € V(T')\V(T;) such that the loose path from z to T; has length 3. Otherwise, all
vertices in T have distance at most 2 from 7;. It implies that

V(D) < [V(T)|(1+ kA + k*A%) < nn = [V(T)],

a contradiction. Let P be the path from T; to « in T of length 3. Let T;11 be the union of T;, P and all edges
incident to « in 1. Then we have

V(Tir)| < V(T + [V(P)| + Ak <3(i + 2)kA.

Let w be the centre vertex of Si11, V(Sit1) = {w,u3,...,uj for s € [A]}, V(P)NV(T}) = z and G' =
(G\(¢(T;) UA)) U {ut}. We pick a loose path P’ from ;(z) to u}, with length 2 in G’ which is possible as
51(G) > 1/2+~" Let P" = P'Uu}. ... ubw. Then set ¢;1(P) = P” and for other edges adjacent to ;. (w),
set them to be distinct edges of S;41 in ¥;11. Hence S;41 is immersed by ;1. L]

!Note that |[N(x) N N(y)| > yn"~'. Then there exists a K12
and y.

2 in N(z) N N(y) and so a loose path of length 2 between x

-----
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6.2 Embedding for almost spanning tree

In this subsection, our aim is to prove the second step in our proof.

Let R be a k-graph and T be a rooted k-loose tree at . For v € V(R) and v € e € E(R), we say a
homomorphism ¢ is a (T, R, v, €)-homomorphism, if ¢(r) = v and, for all r € €’ € E(T), ¢(') = e.

We show that if R is n-robust, then we can find a homomorphism of loose tree with a fixed rooted vertex.

Lemma 6.6. Let I/ m < 1/t < 0 < (<K< a<n<K1/k,1/A. Let R be an n-robust k-graph on t vertices. Let
w be a vertex weighting of R with 3,y pyw(v) = (1 —n)t, w(v) = 0 for all isolated vertices v € V(R) and
w(v) € [0,1] for all other verticesv € V(R). Leter,...,egr) be the edge enumeration of E(R) satisfying (R2)
and vy € e1. Let T be a rooted k-loose tree at r with A1(T) = A and |V(T)| < (1 — a —n)tm. Then there
exists a (T, R,v1, e1)-homomorphism ¢ such that for allv € V(R), |¢~1(v)] < (1 — Qw(v)m.

We sketch its proof. First, we break 7' into small pieces (see Claim 6.7) T1,...,Ts with similar size such
that the root of T; is a leaf vertex of some tree T; with j <. Then by n-robust, suppose that there exists a
perfect matching ey, ..., ey /K in R and e; is reachable from e; for i > j. Next, we embed each tree one by
one into €1, ..., €y, /k- We aim to map most of 7; to e;;). In particular, e;;) will be the first edge (in the
ordering) has not been overused. Thus, j(1),...,;(i) form a non-decreasing sequence. Since the root of T; is
a leaf vertex of some tree T; which has been embedded to e;; with j/ < j(i). By reachable property (R2), we
can extend the map such that most of the vertices in T; maps to e;(;). By rotatable property, we ensure that
T; maps to e;(;) in a balanced way.

Proof of Lemma 6.6. Let £ with 1/m <« £ < 1/t. We decompose T into small subtrees 717, ..., Ts.

Claim 6.7. There is a decomposition of T into Ty, ..., Ts such that s <1/, &tm < |V(T;)| < 2kA&tm for
all i € [s] and for any i’ € [2,s], Ty is a leaf vertex ofT for some j < 1.

Proof of claim. Initially, let 7" = T'. Find a vertex v € T” such that the rooted tree &tm < |V(T'(v))| < kA&tm
and for each u € Np(v) NV (T(v)), |V(T(u))| < &m. Such vertex can be found by a breadth-first search.
Set 7] = T'(v) and update T" = T\(T{\v). Repeat this procedure on 7" until [V (T")| < kA&tm, we have
T/,..., T, with s < e <& 1. We replace T with T/ UT’. So T},...,T! is a decomposition of 7. We are
done by reversing the order of T{,..., T}, that is T; =T, ,_; for i € [s ] [ ]

-8

Since R is n-robust, by (R1), there is a perfect w-fractional matching w* such that, for all v € V(R),
w(v) =3 s, w(€) and - c pryw™(€) = -,y () w(v)/k. By scaling each edge weight by a factor of (1 —2(¢)
and removing fractional edges with weight smaller than 1/t*+1 we could get a new fractional matching w’
of R such that w’(e) > 1/tF*! for all edges e € E(R),

D w'(e) < (1-20)w(v) for all v € V(R), (6.1)

esv

and

> W@20-2) Y w)k—t

e€E(R) veV(R)

>(1-30) Y w)/k>(1—n-a/2t/k (6.2)

veV(R)

Let T<qg be the single vertex r and for ¢ € [s], let T; be |J, ; Ti». Suppose that for some i € [s], we have
already defined a (T<;—_1, R, v1, e1)-homomorphism ¢;_; such that, for i’ € [i — 1],
(i) there exists j(i') such that the number of vertices in Ty not mapped to ej(i) is at most k(kA)
that is, [{v € V(Ty) : ¢i—1(v) ¢ ejin} < k(kA)“1T02;
(i) for j € [|E(R)|], let T2, , = {Ty : §(i') = j,7’ <i— 1} and we have

C1+Co
b

§() = min{j’ s o (ejr) — V(T2 _,)|/km > 2kAE);

11



(i) 1=4(1) < - <j(i—1)and TZ,_; =0 for j > j(i —1);
(iv) for all e; = x1...2, € E(R) and distinct p,p’ € [k],

1671 (2p) N V(T2 )] = 6721 () N V(TZ_ )| < 26AEEm + (i — Dk (kA) 1,

We now give a rough interpretation of (i) to (iv). Property (i) means most of T; is mapped to some edge e (i)

in R. Note that 7-<ji71 is all trees Ty mapped to e; with ¢ < 4. Property (ii) says that T maps to the first
edge e; that is not full. Property (iii) says j(1),...,j(i) is a non-decreasing sequence. Finally, Property (iv)
says that we can ensure that T} maps to e;(;) in a balance way.

When i = 1, we map T to e; and r to v;. Since |V(T1)| < 2kA&t, our claims (i) to (iv) hold. We now
define ¢; as follow. Let the root vertex of T; be r;. Then V(T<;,—1) NV (T;) = {r;}. Let m € Sk be such that
1Cr)(T3)] = - -+ > |Crrry (T3)]. Let

j(i) = min{j" 1 '(ejr) — [V(T2;_1)|/km > 2k ALt}
Note that j(7) exists, otherwise, we have
Y W(ey) = V(TZ0)|/km) < 206t E(R)),
JENER)]]

V(T<in)l > km Y W'(e;) — 2A8tkm|E(R)|
JElBR)]

(6.2)
> (1—n—a/2)tm — 20" km > (1 =y — a)tm > |V(T)],

a contradiction.
Let €j;) = y1...yx and 7 € S be such that

|62 e () NV(T2Z_D] < - <1072 (ma) OV (TZ0))-
Recall that (R2) and (R3) say that e; is Ci-reachable from v and Ch-rotatable. By Proposition 4.4, there
exists a homomorphism ¢’ from T; to R such that ¢'(r;) = ¢(r;) and, for all j € [k],
CHTNG' ™ ()] < (RA)FEE, (6.3)

Define a homomorphism 7T<; to R such that

() = ¢i_1(u) if u € V(Tgi_l),
¢iu) {¢’(u) if ueV(T).

Note that from the choice of j(i), ¢; satisfies (ii) and (iii).
For distinct p,p’ € [k], we have

1671 (2) N V(TED) = |67 (ap) N V(TLD)]]

<max § || ! (wp) N V(T2 <z 1)’_|¢z 1(5517)(”/ <z 1) |’+ Z C5(T)\&" ()], IV(Ty)]
JElk]

(iv), (6.3)
< max{QkAgtm + (i — Dk(EA)T2 L (kA2 2k ALtmY < 2kAEtm + ik(EA)1HC2,

Hence, (iv) holds. Thus we obtain a homomorphism ¢s from 7" to R.
Consider j € [|E(R)|] with w/(e;) > 0, so w’(e;) > 1/tF+1. Let i’ be maximum such that j(i') = i, which
exists as w’(ej/) > 1/tFT1 > 2A¢t. Note that
V(T2 V(T2

Wieg) = — = = wl(eg) - —p—— 2 w(e) -

V(2D V(T

km km

(if)
> 2k ALt — 2AEL = 2(k — 1) AL
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for x € e;, we have

iv J
o7 VT € )

< W' (ej)m + 2A&tm + sk(kA)TC2 < W/ (ej)m + 62m. (6.4)

+ 2kAEtm + sk(kA)C1TC2

Therefore for each non-isolated vertex v € V(R),

o @< Y 16T ) NV(TL)

ejEE(R)
< D> e N V(TZ)I+ D IV(T) (ej)l
vEe,;€E(R) i€s]

(6.4), (i)
< D> (W(e)m+0m) + sk(kA) T

vee; €EE(R)

<m Z w'(e;) + Cem(%l)(l — Qw(v)m.

veej€E(R)
We are done by setting ¢ = ¢s. O

Now, we are ready to turn this homomorphism on reduced graph to an embedding for almost spanning
tree by Lemma 5.3. Recall that if d(v, Va;...; V) > d, v is d-dense into {Va, ..., Vi}.

Lemma 6.8. Let I/n < 1/t K I/r< e <K (<K< a<n<Kd<1/A<1/k. Let G be a k-graph
on n vertices. Let Q be a e-reqular partition of G and R be the corresponding (Q, €, d)-reduced graph. Let the
cluster of reduced graph R be Vi, ..., Vi and vertex set of R be [t]. Let an edge ey € E(R) be 1...k. Let T be
a rooted k-loose tree at r with A(T) < A and |V(T)| < (1 — a —n)n. Then there is a vertex v* € Vi such
that the following statement holds:

Let A C V(G) be such that |A| < nn, |Vi\A| > 0|Vi| fori € [t] and ANV; =0 fori € [k]. Suppose that ¢ is
a (T, R, 1, e1)-homomorphism with |V;\A| — |¢=1(i)| > ¢|V;\A| for i € [t]. Then there exists an embedding 1)
from T to G such that ¢(r) = v* and for any v € V(T'), (v) € V4, \A.

Proof. By the definition of reduced graph R, we have that {Vi,...Vj} is an e-regular tuple with density at
least d. Since d(Vi;...; Vi) > d, there exists a vertex z in V} such that z is d/2-dense into {V5,..., Vip_1}. Let
v* = z. Next we show that v* is the vertex as required.

Suppose that ¢ is a (T, R, 1, e1)-homomorphism with |[V;\A| — [¢~1(i)| > ¢|V;\A| for i € [t]. We now
construct the embedding ¢ from T to G as following. At first, embed the root vertex r such that ¢ (r) = v*.
Next we embed all edges in one time according to the breadth-first manner order. In this process, once we
embed a vertex, then we remove this vertex from its cluster and update all V;. Recall that in homomorphism ¢
we use at most (1 — ¢)|V;\A| vertices for each cluster V; with ¢ € [s]. So |Vi| for i € [t] always larger than
¢-0-|Vi| > elVil.

Throughout, we will keep the dense property: for every vertex v € V(T), every edge e with v € e and
o(e) = p(v)iria. .. ig—1, Y(v) is d/4-dense into {Vi,, Viy, ..., Vi, }.

Since ¢ is (T, R, 1, e1)-homomorphism and for all edges e with r € e, ¢(e) = e1. In particular, for the root
vertex r, ¢ (r) = v* € V; and v* is d/2-dense into {Va,..., Vi }. Hence ¥ (v*) = r satisfies the dense property.

For other vertices except r, there are at most A (k — 1)-tuples {V;,, Vi,,...,Vi,_, } such that there exists
an edge e with v € e and ¢(e) = ¢(v)ijiz...ik—1. Assume that we aim to embed an edge a; ...ay, where
a1 has been embedded. Suppose that V) = W; for i € [k]. Let m = |V;| for i € [k]. Since a1 is d/4-
dense into {Wa,...,Wy_1} and |Wa|, |[Ws|,...,|Wi| > ¢m > \/em, apply Lemma 5.3 to obtain y2, 33, ..., 9"
satisfying the dense property. Thus, we can embed all other vertices in 7T O
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6.3 Complete embedding

We are ready to prove Theorem 4.6.

Proof of Theorem 4.6. Let
In<lt<lfr<e<<(<Ka<Lfgn<d<y<1/A.

Let G be a k-graph on n vertices with d,(G) > 51?@ + . Let Q be a e-regular partition of G and R be the
(Q, &,d)-regular reduced graph. Let T be a rooted k-loose tree on n vertices.
Step 0: setting up. Let z be a vertex in T such that nn/A < |V(T'(x))| < nn, which exists by a breadth-first

search. Let T, = T'(z) and T" = T\(T;\z) be subtrees rooted at z. By adjusting 7 slightly, we may assume
that

V(T:)| = nn.
Let 7" be a k-loose tree rooted at z such that 7" C T and
V(T = |V(T")| = (k — 1)an.

(We can obtain 7" from T” by deleting leaf edge an times.)
By Lemma 5.2, there exists a spanning subgraph R’ of the reduced graph R with

5 (R) = 08y + /2.

Let R* be a spanning n-robust subgraph of R’ C R. Let ey, ... ,€|E(r+)| be an enumeration of edges in R*
satisfying (R2). Without loss of generality, assume the first edge be ey = 1...k.
By Lemma 6.8 with (o, T) = ((k — 1), T"), we obtain a vertex v* € V such that the following holds.
(x) Let A C V(G) with |[A] < nn, |[Vi\A| > 0|V;| for i € [t] and ANV; = 0 for ¢ € [k]. Suppose that ¢
is a (T", R, 1,e1)-homomorphism ¢ with [V;\A| — |¢~1(i)| > ¢|V;\A| for i € [t]. Then there exists an
embedding ¢ from 7" to G\ A such that ¢(r) = v* and, for any v € V(T'), ¥(v) € Vi)

Step 1: find absorbers immersed by 7,. Let F' C V(G) be such that Vi,...,V; C F and, fori € [k+1,¢],
|[F'NVi| = 0|V;]. Note that [F| <37, [Vi[ +t0(n/t) < (n. By Proposition 2.1 and (4.1), we have

61(G),01(G\ (F\ 7)) 2 1/2+7/2.

By Lemma 6.4, there is a set A C Aa(F) of at most Sn pairwise vertex-disjoint A-absorbing tuples such that
for every ordered tuple (wy,...,wy) in V(G), we have

|AA(we, ..., wg, F) N A| > an.

Note that [V (A)| < k2AJA| < k2ApBn.
By Lemma 6.5 with (G,T) = (G \ (F'\ x),T), we obtain an embedding ¢ from 7}, into G such that A is
immersed by 11, 11 (z) = v* € V] and, by setting A = wfl(Tx \ x), we have

Vil i e [k,

VA\A| > [(F NVl =
[V\A| = [(F\ z) N V] {gmy if i € [k+1,1).

Step 2: extend vy to embedding of 7’. Define a vertex weighted function w : [t] — [, 1] such that,
for ¢ € [t], if 7 is non-isolated in R*, then set
A
w(t) = >
(4) Vi 2
and set w(i) = 0 otherwise. Recall that R* is n-robust. By Lemma 6.6 with (v1,T,«) = (1,7”, ), there exists
a (T", R*, 1, e1)-homomorphism ¢ such that, for all i € [t], |¢~1(7)| < (1 — ¢)w(4)|V;i|. Together with (), we
obtain an embedding v of T” to G\ A such that ¢9(z) = v*.
Step 3: extend to an embedding of 7. Note that 1; U1 is an embedding of T, UT” to G, which
immerses A. Note that |V(T) \ V(T, uT")| = |[V(T")| — |[V(T")] = (k — 1)an. Then by Lemma 6.3
with (p, T,T*) = (an, T, UT",T), we obtain an embedding of T to G. O

o
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7 Robust spanning subgraph construction

In this section, we give the construction of the n-robust spanning subgraph in the a-perturbed k-graph. Recall
the definition of shadow graph 0;(G) and 0;(A) in Section 2.1.

Definition 7.1. Let G be a k-graph on V and A € E(9y_2(G)). Set C4(G) be the induced graph of largest
component in Lg(A). In our setting, Lg(A) is a 2-graph and C4(G) will be uniquely defined. If G is clear
from the context, then we use Cy instead of C4(G). Let B4 = {AUuv | uv € E(C4) and A € E(0r—2(G))}.
We define a spanning subgraph G* of G with edge set F(G*) = UAeak_Q(G) Ey4.

For 0 <s < (k—2)and A € E(05(Q)), let

Ea= U Eaup = U Eu.
AUBEE(0;-2(G)) ACA €E(0x—2(G))

Hence E(G*) = Ey. By the above definition, we can imply a proposition about link graphs.
Proposition 7.2. Let G be a k-graph and B € E(0;(G)) with j <k —4. Then (Lg(B))* C Lg+(B)

Proof. Let e be an edge in (Lg(B))*, then e € E4 for some A € E(0y—2—j(B)). It implies that e\A €
E(Ca(Lg(B))) by Definition 7.1 and e\A € Cyup(G). Since |AU B| = k — 2, we have e U B € E(Caup(Q)),
implying that e € Lg-(B). Hence (Lg(B))* C Lg-(B). O

The next lemma states that G* is n-robust. Recall the definition of n-robust in Definition 4.5.

Lemma 7.3. Let 1/n < a < n < v < 1/k <1/4. Let G be a k-graph on n vertices with 8 o(G) > 1/24~.
Then its spanning subgraph G* is n-robust.

This will become immediately by Theorems 8.1, 9.1 and 10.1. Our main result, Theorem 1.4 immediately
follows from Theorem 4.6 and Lemma 7.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. By Theorem 4.6, it is sufficient to show that 5,fk_2 <1/2. Let I/n<n< . Let G

be a k-graph on n vertices with 52_2(61) > 1/2 4. Let G* be the corresponding spanning graph of G as in
Definition 7.1. By Lemma 7.3. G* is n-robust. Hence, 5113,1@—2 <1/2. O

8 Robust fractional matching

In this section, our aim is to prove Lemma 8.1, the existence of robust fractional matching for G*.

Lemma 8.1. Let 1/n < a < n < v < 1/k < 1/4. Let G be a k-graph on n vertices with &y, _o(G) > 1/24 7.
Suppose that w : V(G) — [0, 1] with 3~ ey gy w(v) = (1 —n)n and w(v) = 0 for all isolated vertices v € V(G).
Then there exists a perfect w-fractional matching w* on G*.

We need the following well-known results.
Theorem 8.2 (Erdds and Gallai [5]). Any graph G on N vertices with

e(G) > max{(2k2_ 1), (k ) 1> b= 1N —k+1)}

admits a matching of size k.

Theorem 8.3 (Karamata [14]). Let a = (a;);.; and b = (b;)}; be (finite) sequences of real numbers from
an interval (o, 8). Let f: (o, 8) = R be a convex function. If the sequence a magjorizes b, that is Y 1_; a; >
> b for j € [n], then the following holds

D fla) =) flba).
=1 =1
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Now we state a key structural lemma about Cy for all A € E(9x_2(G)).

Lemma 8.4. Let 1/n < v < 1. Let G1, G2 and Gsz be 2-graphs on vertex set V with |V| = n and
e(G1),e(Ga),e(G3) > (1/2+)(3). Let C1, Cy and Cs be the induced subgraphs of the largest connected
components in G1, Gy and Gs, respectively. Then the following statements hold for all i € [3]

(ML) [V(Ci)| > (1/2+)n and e(Ci) > (1/2+7)(3) — (") > (1/4+9)(3):

(M2) C; contains a matching of size (1/4 4 ~/3) n;

(M3) C; contains a triangle;

(

3)
M4) there exist distinct i1,12 € [3] such that E(Cy,) N E(Cy,) # 0.

Proof. Suppose for a contradiction that GG; has no component with at least (% + 7)n vertices. Then we could
write V- = ViUV, U---UVj, such that V; are disjoint connected components of G; with |V;| < (1/24v)n. Let
f(z) =x(x—1)/2 for z > 0. So f is a convex function. Note that ((1/2+~)n,(1/2 —~)n,0,...,0) majorizes

the sequence of components size (|Vi],...,|Vs|) . By Theorem 8.3,
Vil (3 +7)n (5= 1 n
) < < < | =
e(G’)—§1(2 =2 )70 )22t )
j€ls

a contradiction. Hence, |V(Cj)| > (1/2+4 ) (}). Moreover,

e(Cy) = e(Gi) — e(G\Ci) > (; +7) (Z) - (G _27) ”) > (i +7) (Z)

Thus, (M1) holds.
Let [V(C;)| = (1 — z;)n. Note that z; < (1/2 — ) and there are at most (“3") edges not in C;. Hence we

have
e(Ci) 2 (; +7> <g> - <$;n> > (; +7—x§> T;Q
() 5 (e D) T () (5093
>((}1 *‘ﬁ”) + ((i—i—;:)n— 1) ((1—:@)71_(

where the second inequality holds as z; < 1/2. Also, e(C;) > (1/4+7)(3) > (<2(1/4;”’/3)"). By Theorem 8.2,
there exists a matching in G; of size (1/4 + v/3)n implying (M2). Note that

o () () () 5 e

Thus, (M3) holds by Mantel’s Theorem.
Suppose that (M4) is false, so E(C1), E(Cs), E(C3) are pairwise disjoint. Without loss of generality,
assume that z; < z9 < x3. By (M1),

e(C1) + e(Ca) +e(Cs) > 3 (@ +’y> <g> - <x2”>> > @ + 3y — 2?2 — 22 xg) (Z) (8.1)

1€[3]

| =
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On the other hand, since there is no common edge, the inclusion-exclusion principle implies that,

o(C1) +(Ca) + e(Cy) < 3 <|V(2Ci)\) S <|V(Ci2m cy)l) N <|V(cmcgmcg)l>

i€[3] i,j€[3],i#] 2
< ;[3] (|V(20i)\> _i’jE%i# <|V(Cz'2ﬁ Cj)|> n <|V(Cl2ﬂ C'z)\)
_ Z;B] (\V(zcz‘)\> B <V(C’12ﬂ CS)|> N <|V(022ﬂ Cs)’)

< <Z) Z(l—xi)Q—(l—xl—x2)2—(1—x1—x3)2+’y

1€[3]

n
= <2> (1 + 221 — 22 — 22129 — 20123 + ’y) )

Together with (8.1) and the fact that x; < z2 < z3 < 1/2, we have

3
0< (1+2m1—x%—2x1m2—2x1x3+’y)—<+3’y—x%—x%—x§>

2
= (29 — 331)2 + (3 — x1)2 — w < 2(x3 — x1)2 — (1_22381)2
= %(1 —2x3) (421 — 223 — 1) < —%(1 —213)% < 0,
a contradiction. Hence (M4) holds. O

By this structural lemma, we immediately deduce that there exists a fractional matching with size n/4
in C4 for all A € E(0x—2(Q)).

Proposition 8.5. Let 1/n < a < 1 < v < 1/k < 1/4. Let G be a k-graph on n vertices with 6, »(G) >
1/2+ 7y and w : V(G) = [0,1] with 3_ ey gy w(v) = (1 = n)n and w(v) = 0 for all isolated vertices v € V(G).
Let A € E(Ox—2(G)). Then there is an w-fractional matching with size at least n/4 in Ca.

Proof. By Lemma 8.4 (M2), there exists a matching M of size (1/4 + 7/3)n in Cy4. Define a fractional
matching w* : E(Cy4) — [0, 1] such that

w*(e) = min{w(v)} for all e € E(M).

vee

So w* is a w-fractional matching with size

O]

To prove the existence of perfect w-fractional matching in G*, we will use the following result, which is a
consequence of linear programming.

Proposition 8.6 ([21, Proposition 2.11]). Let G be a k-graph and a weight function w : V(G) — [0,1]
with w(v) = 0 for isolated vertices. Suppose that there exists an m < (3 ey (qyw(v))/k such that for every
non-isolated vertex v € V(G), the link graph Lg({v}) has an w-fractional matching with size m. Then G has
an w-fractional matching with size m.

We now prove Lemma 8.1.
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Proof of Lemma 8.1. Let m =3~ oy yw(v). Let 0 < j <k—2and S € E(9;(G)). We claim that in Le-(S5),
there exists an w-fractional matching with size m/k. We prove this claim by induction on |S| from &k — 2 to 0.

First if |S| = k — 2, then our claim follows from Proposition 8.5. For j = |S| < k — 2, let 2 be a neighbour
of §'in 0j41(G). Soin Lg+(SU{z}), by induction hypothesis, there exists a fractional matching with size m/k.
Let Is be the set of isolated vertices in Lg+(S). If S # 0, then j > 0. By Definition 2.3, the degree of S
in 0j41(G) is at most an. Then |Ig| < an and

ZUGV(G*)\IS w(v) _
k—j k—j T k=

B m—ZU61§w<v> Sm—an_m
~—k

The above inequality follows m > (1 —n)n. If S = (), then > vevianig W(v)/k = m/k. By Proposition 8.6

with (H, k) = (Lg=(S)\Is, k — j), there exists an w-fractional matching with size m/k in Lg+(S). Thus, our

claim holds and the lemma follows S = () case. O

9 Reachable Lemma

Let C € N, let G be a k-graph and e = u;...u; € E(G). Recall that e is C-reachable from wu if for any
rooted k-loose tree T' at r, there exists a homomorphism ¢ from T to G such that ¢(r) = u and ¢(v) € e
for v with dist(r,v) > C. Moreover, for an edge ¢’ € E(Q), if e is C-reachable from all u € €/, then we say e
is C-reachable from ¢’.

Recall the definition of G* in Definition 7.1. Our aim in this section is to prove the existence of the edge
enumeration of Fy with tree reachable proposition.

Lemma 9.1 (Reachable lemma). Let 1/n < o < v < 1/k < 1/4. Let G be a k-graph on n vertices
with 8,_o(G) > 1/2 + . Then there is an enumeration ei, ..., ey of all edges in G* such that e;j is n**-
reachable from e; for i < j <m.

In the next subsection, we give an overview of a key step in our proof and the definition of (A, K)-
reachable. In Section 9.2, we list some properties about reachability. In Section 9.3, we give an auxiliary
colouring method of shadow graphs to partition edges. In Section 9.4, we show a key lemma for proving
Lemma 9.1. In Section 9.5, we prove Lemma 9.1.

9.1 Sketch of Proof of Lemma 9.1 and (A, K)-reachable

We give an overview of one step in the proof of Lemma 9.1 when £k is even.

Consider A € E(0x—2(G)). Note that all edges in E4 are reachable from themselves since E4 is tight
connected. This leads to an equivalent relationship on F(9;_2(G)) such that A ~ A’ if and only if E4 U E
are reachable within themselves. This can be represented by a colouring of E(x_2(G)).

When k = 4, this is just an edge-colouring of d2(G). It turns out that this is Gallai locally 2-edge colouring.
By analysing monochromatic components, we obtain the desired enumeration of Ep. In particular, we can
partition F(0;_2(G)) into those A such that each edge in Ej is reachable from all edges in Ejy. Such edges
can be placed at the end of the enumeration of Ej. We call edges in these E4 “good” otherwise “bad”. It
turns out that the set of bad edges are reachable themselves.

We now discuss the case when k = 6. Consider A € E(0x—4(G)) = E(92(G)). Then E4 can be viewed as
a 4-graph. By the discussion above, we can partite £ 4 into A-good or A-bad edges. This gives us an ordering
within £4. We would like to extend these into a total ordering of Ejy. This can be done via defining a similar
colouring on F(02(G)) as in the case when k = 4.

Similarly, we extend this argument for larger k. Namely, we first look at E4 with |A| = k — 2, then
|A] = k — 6 and so on. In order to track the edges as in the overview, we need the following notations.

Intuitively, the non-A-label edges are the A-good edges, while the A-label edges are the A-bad. For
technical reason, we also define K4 which is a 2-graph, more importantly,

KaNE(02(e)) #0  for all A-label edge e.
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which is needed to help us define A-label edges formally.

Let G be a k-graph on vertex set V. Let 0 mod 2(G) = Us=k mod 2.5<x £(95(G)). Let A be an upward
closed subset of 0 mod 2(G). For A € A, recall that 02(A) = 02(Lg(A)) and let K4 be an induced subgraph
of 05(A) without isolated vertices. We write K = {K4 | A € A}. Throughout this section, we further assume
that E(K4) = E(02(A)) if A € E(0k—2(G)).

We say that e € E4 is A-label with respect to (A, K) if e can be written as vivy...vg such that A =
v1 ... V4 and vs1Vst2 € E(Ky, ,) for all s with |A] < s < k and s =k mod 2. Let EX be the set of all
A-label edges.

We say that e € Ey4 is non-A-label with respect to (A, K) if e can be written as vivs ... v such that
A=wvi... v and V511542 ¢ E(Ky, o) for some s with [A] < s <k and s =k mod 2. Let £ be the set
of all non-A-label edges.

We remark that one edge can be both non-A-label and A-label which depends on the order of vertices in
the edge. We will show that non-A-label edges are reachable from any edges in Ej, while A-label edges are
only reachable within themselves. It is captured in the following definition.

Definition 9.2. Let 1/n < a < 1/k < 1/4. Let G be an a-perturbed k-graph on n vertices. We say G is
(A, K)-reachable if
(A1) A is an upward closed subset of 9 poq 2(G);
(A2) K = {K4 is an induced subgraph of d2(A) without isolated vertices | A € A} and E(K4) = E(02(A))
for all A € E(9x—2(G));
(A3) |[V(Ka)| > (1/24 3a)n for all A € A;
(A4) if E(K4) = E(dy(A)), then every e € E, is n?*+t17214l_reachable from all ¢/ € Ey;
(A5) if E(K4) # E(02(A)), then
(A5.1) there is an edge e € E4 such that e is not n®**t1-24l_reachable for some ¢’ € E4 C Ey;
(A5.2) every e € Ef is n3k=2l4l_reachable from any ¢’ € EY;
(A5.3) every e € E is n**~24l_reachable from all edges ¢’ € Ey.

One key ingredient of proving Lemma 9.1 is that G is (0 mod 2(G), K)-reachable.

Lemma 9.3. Let 1/n < a < v < 1/k < 1/4. Let G be a k-graph on n vertices with 65 _o(G) > 1/2 + .
Then G is (0 mod 2(G), K)-reachable for some K.

Note that this implies Lemma 9.1 when £ is even.

Proof of Lemma 9.1 for even k. By Lemma 9.3, G is (A, KC)-reachable with A = 0 104 2(G). We enumerate
edges in E(G*) = Ej such that if e; € Eg and e; € Ey\E;, then i < j. Consider e;,e; with i < j. If e; € Eg,
by (A4), (A5.2) and (A5.3), e; is n**-reachable from e;. If ¢; € E@\Ea' C By, then e; € Ej as well. So e; is
n**_reachable from e; by (A4) or (A5.3). Hence our enumeration is as required. O

We now sketch the proof of Lemma 9.3. We will see that G is E(0Jx—2(G), K)-reachable (see Proposi-
tion 9.5). Let A C 0 04 2(G) be a maximal set such that G is (A, K)-reachable for some KC. If A = 9 110q 2(G),
then we are done. Let A be the maximal element of 0 1,04 2(G)\\A. We aim to find a suitable K4 such that
G is (AU A, KU K 4)-reachable (and repeat this until A = 0 104 2(G)).

We know that for each ujv; € E(02(A)), all edges in Ejumvl are reachable within themselves. Next,

we characterize edges between different E7, and E7 by an edge-colouring ¢4 of d2(A) such that

Uuivr AUugv2

da(urvr) = pa(ugug) if Equlvl U EXUUQDQ are reachable within themselves (see Section 9.3). Clearly, if 02(A)

is monochromatic, we can set K4 = 02(A). Next we identify the structure of this edge colouring of d2(A). We

will show that this edge colouring is a Gallai locally 2-edge-colouring (see Corollary 9.15) and then analysis the

reachable properties of each monochromatic component depending on its order (see Lemmas 9.16, 9.18, 9.19).
Finally, we define the K 4 according to the edge colouring.

Note that to prove Lemma 9.1 when k is odd, we need some additional (but similar) arguments (see

Section 9.5).

19



9.2 Preliminaries and common sets

First, we list some basic properties about reachable.

Proposition 9.4. Let C € N. Let G be a k-graph and e = uy...uy, € = uj...u) in E(G). Then the
following holds.

(i) e is 1-reachable from all u € e and so from e;
(i) if e’ € E(G) is Cy-reachable from €' and €' is Cy-reachable from e, then e” is (Cy+Cq)-reachable from e;
(iii) if € is C-reachable from u; for all i € [k]\{io} and some iy, then € is (C' + 1)-reachable from e;
(iv) if lene€| = k — 1, then € is 1-reachable from e;
(v) if € and e is tight connected, then e’ is n¥-reachable from e;

Proof. Note that (i) and (ii) follow from the definition of reachable.

Let T be a rooted k-loose tree at r. For (iii), without loss of generality, we may assume that iy = 1.
For all j € [2,k], let T; be all rooted subtrees T'(v) with v € C;(T) and dist(r,v) = 1. By Fact 2.2,
r,V(T2),...,V(Tx) partition V(T'). Consider j € [2,k] and T" € T, rooted at r’. By our assumption, there
exists a homomorphism ¢7+ from T” to G such that, for all v € V(T”),

=u; ifv=1,
or(0) {E e if dist(r’,v) > C

Define ¢ : V(T') — V(G) to be such that

O I
N\ ér(v) ifve V(T for some T” € Uje[2,k] T;.

So ¢ is the desire homomorphism.
For (iv), without loss of generality, suppose that (ug,...,ur) = (u,...,u;). By (i), it is enough to show
that e’ is 1-reachable from uq. Set homomorphism ¢ such that

Jwm if v=r,
P(v) = {ug if v e Cy(T)\{r} for all i € [k].

Since the length of tight path in G is at most n*, (v) follows from (ii) and (iv). O
Next, we show that the definition of (A, K)-reachable is well-defined when &;,_,(G) > 1/2.

Proposition 9.5. Let1/n < a <y < 1/k <1/4. Let G be a k-graph on n vertices with 65_o(G) > 1/2+7.
Then G is (E(0x—2(Q)), K)-reachable.

Proof. For all A € E(9_2(G)), we set K4 to be 02(A) after removing all isolated vertices. So (A2) holds.
Note that (A1) holds trivially. By Definition 2.3, |[K4| > (1/2 — a)n, so (A3) holds. Since |A| =k — 2 and
35_5(G) > 1/2 + 7, then by Definition 7.1, E4 is tight connected. Thus, (A4) follows Proposition 9.4 (v).
Hence, G is (E(Ok—2(G), K)-reachable. O

Then from Definition 9.2, we can imply following properties about (A, KC)-reachable.

Proposition 9.6. Let 1/n < a < 1/k < 1/4. Let G be an a-perturbed k-graph on n vertices. Suppose that
G is (A, K)-reachable. Then the following hold for A, A1, As € A
(i) EfUE, = Ey4;
(ii) if |A] <k =2, then E} = Uuve(x ) E e and By = Uuve 1) Eavuw Y Unwg (1) BAvuw;
(iii) if |A] < k —2 and u € V(K4), then there exists an edge e € E with u € e;
(iv) every e € E is n®*2Al_reachable from all edges in Ey;
(v) every e € Ey is n®* 241+ reachable from any € € EZ;
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V1) 1 A ) , then every e € 18 not 4n°"~=1“I-reachable jrom any e’ € £, ;
i) if B(Ka) # E(02(A)), th Et i 4n3k =24l _reachabl '€ B,
Vi) 1f some eage ey € 15 C-reachable from some eage ez € , then every f1 € 1sC+n
i) if d E} is C-reachable f d E} . th heE] isC
2k—2|Az|+1
n

3k—2[A1|+1 |
-reachable from every fo € EXQ.

Proof. (i) and (ii) follows from the definition. For (iii), if |A| < k — 2, then by (A3), |V(K4)| > (1/2 + 3a)n.
By Definition 2.3, the degree of u in 02(A) is at most an. Then there exists uv € E(02(A)) N E(K 4). Since
A is upward closed, greedily choose {x1,y1,...,Zm,Ym} with 2m + |A| + 2 = k such that

LY € E(KAquUUj<i xjyj)'

Let e = AUwv U, ,, ©iyi as desired.

For (iv), let e € E,. Since e is non-A-label, e = vy ... v such that A = vy .. -V 4) and Vs 41542 ¢ E(Ky, . 0,)
for some s with |[A| < s < k and s = k£ mod 2. On the other hand, vsyivs42 € E(02(v1...vs)) and so
E(Ky, . v,) # E(02(v1...vs)). Then by (A5.3) on Ky, 4,, € is n3k—2l4]_reachable from all edges in Ey.

To see (v), by (A4), assume that E(K4) # E(02(A)). By (i), (A5.2) and (A5.3), (v) holds.

For (vi), let e € EX. Suppose that some edge f € EX is 2n3%—2l4l_reachable from some edge f’ € Ey.
Then by (A5.2) and (A5.3), e is n*~2l-reachable from f. By Proposition 9.4 (ii), e is 3n**~2l-reachable
from f’. Note that f' € E is n?k—24l_reachable from any edge in Ey. Hence again by Proposition 9.4 (ii),
e € B} is 4n3~24l_reachable from all edges in Ey. Note that E4 C Ej. This contradicts with (A5.1).

Finally, (vii) follows from Proposition 9.4 (ii) with (e, e’,€”) = (f2,e2,e1) and (fa2,e1, f1). O

Next we give a notation to describe the common edge set between different K 4. Let » € N. Suppose that
G is (A, K)-reachable. Let Ay,..., A, be r sets in A and each of size m < k — 2. Let C = {z1,y1,..., %, yi}
be a set of size 2 < k —m. We say that C is (Ay,..., Ay, i)-common if for all j € [i],

TjYj € ﬂ E(KAsuxlyly---l’jflyjfl)'

s€|r]
Then we imply a property about the existence of such common set for r = 2.

Proposition 9.7. Let 1/n < a < v < 1/k < 1/4. Let G be a k-graph on n vertices with &, o(G) > 1/247.
Suppose that G is (A, K)-reachable. Then for any Ay, Az € A with |A1| = |A2| <k—4 andi < (k—|A|—2)/2,

there exists an (Ay, Ag,i)-common set.

Proof. 1t suffices to show that there exists a vertex sequence {z1,y1, ...z, y;} such that for i* <4,
TixYix € E(KA1UUj<Z-* zjyj) N E(KAQUUj<i* :Ejyj)'

Suppose that we have found x1,y1,...,zi<—1,y+—1 for some i* € [i]. Let B; = A4; U Uj<i* xjy; and By =
A U< 7jy;. By Definition 9.2 (A3), [V(Kp,)| > (1/2 + 3a)n for i € [2] and so

[V(KB,) NV(Kp,)| = [V(Kp,)| + |V(Kp,)| —n > 6an.
By Proposition 2.4 (L2), there exists an edge z;y;- € E(Kp,) N E(Kp,) as we desire. O

In addition, the following lemma states that if there is no two label edges for two sets which are reachable,
then the corresponding K4 of these two sets in K will intersect in a large size.

Lemma 9.8. Let 1/n < a < v < 1/k < 1/4. Let G be a k-graph on n vertices with 0y, _o(G) > 1/2 + 7.
Suppose that G is (A, K)-reachable. Let A C'V with |A| < (k—4). Let z1, 25 € V\A be such that AUz, AUz €
A. Suppose that for every e € EXUZI and every €' € EXU@, e is not n3*—2A1=2_reqchable from € or € is not

n3k=241=2_reqchable from e. Then for any (AU 21, AU 2z3,1)-common set C' with 2i < k — |A| — 5, we have

V(K auzuc) N V(K auzuc)| > n/2.
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Proof. Let A; = AUz UC and K; = K4, for i € [2]. Note that |A;| = |A| + 1+ 2i < k — 4. Suppose to the
contrary that |V (K1) NV (K3)| < n/2. We claim the following hold
(k1) |[V(K1) NV (Ka)| > 3an and E(K1) N E(K2) # 0;
(ko) |V(Ki)| < (1=3a)n and E(K;) # E(92(A));
( 3) for {i,j} = [2], [V(EK)\V(K;)[ > 3an.
y (A3), we have

V(K1) NV(K)| > |V(K1)| + |V (K2)| = n > 3an.

By Proposition 2.4 (L2), E(K;) N E(K3) # 0. Thus (k1) holds. If |K1| > (1 — 3a)n, then
V(K1) NV(Kg)| > |V (K1) + |V (K2)| —n>n/2,

a contradiction and similarly we have |V (K2)| < (1 — 3a)n. Hence (ko) holds. for {i,j} = [2],

(43)
[VIK)\V(K;5)| = [V(K)| = [V(K:) N V(KG)] > (1/2+3a)n —n/2 > 3an.
This implies (ks).
Let vivy € E(K;) N E(K3) which exists by (k;). Since K; is an induced subgraph of d2(A;) without
isolated vertices and by Definition 2.3, the relative degree of v; in d2(A;) is at most a. Then by (k3), there

exists ug € V(K2)\V (K1) such that viug € E(02(A1)). By Proposition 9.7, there exists an (A; U vjvg, Ay U
k7(|A*|+\C|+1)7272)
2

V1V2, -common set D. Then consider the following three (k — 2)-subsets
Bi=A1UvivoUD =AUCUDU z1v109,
By =AsUvivoUD =AU C U DU zovqv9,

By = A UviuoUD = AUC U D U z1v1us.

We have
(R1) Ep, € E} = E} . (by Proposition 9.6 (i) and vivs € E(K1) N E(K>));
(Re) Ep, C E+ = EXUZ (by Proposition 9.6 (ii) and vive € E(K7) N E(K32));

(Re) Ep, C By, (as uz ¢ V(K1)).
By Lemma 8.4 (M4), there exist i, j € [3] such that E(Cp,) N E(Cp,) # (. Next we discuss the following
cases:
Case 1: E(CBl) N E(CBQ) % 0. Let Y1Y2 € E(CBl) N E(ng), e1 = By Uy1y2, e = Bo Uyi1y2. Then

‘61 N 62‘ =k— ‘BI\BQ| =k—1.

Hence e; € E;{l is 1-reachable from ey € E:{Q by Proposition 9.4 (iv), and vice versa. This is a contradiction.
Case 2: E(Cp,)NE(Cp,) # 0. Let y1y2 € E(Cp,) N E(Ch,), e1 = B1 Uy1y2 and e3 = B3 U y1y2. Note that
‘61 N €3| =k—- |Bl\Bg| =k-—1.

Hence e; € E;{l is 1-reachable from ez by Proposition 9.4 (iv) and vice versa. By Proposition 9.6 (vi),

E(K,) = E(K4,) = E(02(A)). This contradicts with (ka).

Case 3: E(Cp,) N E(Cp,) # 0. Let y1y2 € E(Cp,) N E(Cp,). Let e2 = Ba Uy1y2 and e3 = Bs U y1y2. Next,
we claim that es is 2n3%—2142|_reachable from e3. Note that

63\62 = B3\B2 = {Zl,’uQ}.

By Proposition 9.4 (iii) and (i), it suffices to show that ey is (2n3*~2142l — 1)-reachable from us.

By ug € V(K3) and Proposition 9.6 (ii), there exists an edge f € E;{Q containing wuy. Since ey € EL,
by Definition 9.2 (A5.2) and Proposition 9.4 (i), ey is n3*~242l_reachable from f and so from uy. Hence,
ey is 2n3F =242l _reachable from e3. Meanwhile, ez € Ey, by (Rs). By Proposition 9.6 (iv), e3 is n3k—21A
reachable from all edges ¢’ € Ey. By Proposition 9.4 (ii), eg is 3n3k—2142|_reachable from all edges in Ejy. Since
E(K3) # E(02(Az2)) by (ko), there is e” € E, . So ez € EL is 3n3k—242l_reachable from e” € E,. This
contradicts with Proposition 9.6 (vi) and (kz).
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9.3 Auxiliary edge-colouring

Recall that 0 mod 2(G) = Us=t mod 2.5<k 0s(G). Let A € 0 mod 2(G). In this subsection, we will define an
edge-colouring of d2(A) to help us partition label edges.

Definition 9.9. Let 1/n < a < v < 1/k < 1/4. Let G be a k-graph on n vertices with 8, _o(G) > 1/2 + .
Suppose that G is (A, K)-reachable with E(Jy_2(G)) C A. Let A be a maximal element of 9 p,0q 2(G)\A.
We define an auxiliary edge-colouring ¢4 on 02(A) to be such that for all distinct wjvy, ugve € E(02(A)),

da(urv1) = da(ugve) if and only if there exists an edge e; € E}, and an edge ey € EX such that e;

AUuqv1 Uugvg
3k—2|A|—2

isn -reachable from e; for {i,j} = [2].

Then we have the following property by Proposition 9.6 (vi).

Proposition 9.10. Let 1/n < a < v < 1/k < 1/4. Let G be a k-graph on n vertices with 65_o(G) > 1/2+7.
Suppose that G is (A, K)-reachable with E(Ox_2(G)) C A. Let A be a mazimal element of O moq 2(G)\A. Let
oA be the edge-colouring as in Definition 9.9. If ujvy,ugve € E(02(A)) with ¢a(uiv1) = ¢a(ugva), then any

e1 € EF is 3n3F2AI=2_reqchable from all edges ey € EX

AUuqv1 Uugvg *

We say a 2-graph H on n vertices with an edge-colouring ¢ is Gallai colouring if and only if there is no
rainbow triangle in H. We say ¢ is locally 2-edge-colouring, if {¢(e) : v € e}| < 2 for all v € V(H). Next, we
show a key lemma that ¢4 is Gallai locally 2-edge-colouring.

Lemma 9.11. Let 1/n < a < v < 1/k < 1/4. Let G be a k-graph on n vertices with &, _o(G) > 1/2 + .
Suppose that G is (A, K)-reachable with E(Ox_2(G)) € A. Let A be a mazximal element of O mod 2(G)\A. Let
¢4 be the edge-colouring as in Definition 9.9. Then ¢4 is Gallai locally 2-edge-coloured.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that ¢4 is not locally 2-edge-coloured. Hence there exist distinct ¢4(wz1),
da(wze) and ¢4(wzs) for some w € V(G). Let AU wz; = A; for i € [3].

Claim 9.12. There is an (A1, Aa, As, (k — |A1| — 2)/2)-common set C.
Proof of claim. Let m = (k — |A1| — 2)/2. Suppose that we have chosen z1,y1,...,z;+,y;+ for some j* €
[m — 1] U {0} such that X+ = {x1,y1,...,2+,y;+} and is (A1, A2, A3, 7*)-common. By the definition of ¢4,
for every e; € EXUM o = Ej,_{l and every es € EZUw = EL, e; is not n3~2141=2_reachable from e; for some
{i,7'} = [2]. So by Lemma 9.8 with (C,A) = (X;+, AUw),

|V(KA1UX]'*) n V(KAQUX]-*) = ‘V(KAUwzlqu*) N V(KAUUJZQUX]'*)

Since A is the maximal set of 9 mod 2(G)\A, we have Ay, Az, A3 € A. By (A3), [V(Kayux;.)l = (1/2 + 3a)n.
Thus we have

>n/2.

() VEaux,)l = 1V (Eaux,) NV E x|+ [V(Eaux,.)l = n > 3an.
1€(3]

By Proposition 2.4 (L2), there exists x« 1 1y;+41 € mie[3] E(KAiqu* ). Let C = {x1,y1 ..., Tm, Ym} as required.
[ |

For i € [3], let B; = A; UC. Note that B; € E(9y—2(G)) for ¢ € [3]. By Lemma 8.4 (M4), there exist
Bj, and B, such that E(Cp, ) N E(Cp,,) # 0 for distinct i1,i2 € [3]. Let ujup € E(Cp, ) N E(Cp,,). Let

[j = Bi; Uuqug for j € [2]. Then f; € EBij CE; =EFE},,. - Notethat
ij i

‘fl N fg‘ = ’(le UuluQ) N (Bi2 UU1UQ)| = ‘AU (wzil ﬂwzi2) UCUUlUQ‘ =k—-1.

Then by Proposition 9.4 (iv), f; is l-reachable from f; for {i,j} = [2] . However, f; € E} . for j € [2].
i

This contradicts the fact that ¢4(wzi,) # da(wz;,). Hence, ¢4 is locally 2-edge-coloured.

Suppose that ¢4 is not Gallai-coloured. Then there exists a rainbow triangle ujusus. We replace (wzq,
wze, wzs) by (ujug,ujus, ugus) in the above argument. We can deduce that there is no rainbow triangle
in ¢ga. ]
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Then the following lemma shows that if H is almost complete with a Gallai locally 2-edge-colouring, we
can describe its structure.

Lemma 9.13. Let 1/n < a < 1 and H be a 2-graph on n wvertices with §(H) > (1 — a)n. Suppose that
H is Gallai locally 2-edge-coloured by ¢ with monochromatic components Hy, ..., Hp, with |V(Hy)| > -+ >
|V(Hy,)|. Then the following hold

(g1) if Hy spans H, then Ha, ..., Hy, are vertex-disjoint and |V (Hy)| = n;

(g2) if Hy does not span H, then |V (Hz)| > (1 — 2a)n and Hy U Hy spans H;

(g3) [V(H1)| > (1 =2a)n and |V (H;)| <n/2 forie [3,m)].

Proof. For each vertex v € V(H), let N;(v) be the set of u such that ¢(uv) =i and H, = H[v U N(v)], then
Claim 9.14. There exists a colour j, in H, such that Nj, (v) # 0 and

{z € V(H,) IN;() # 0}] = (1 - 2a)n.

Proof of claim. Suppose the claim is false for some v € V(H). Without loss of generality, suppose that
{¢(vu) | ue N(v)} =[2]. As 6(H) > (1 — a)n, if for every u € Ny (v) with Na(u) # 0, then

{z € V(Hy) [Na(2) # 0}] = deg(v) = (1 — a)n,

a contradiction. Furthermore, let u € Nj(v) with Na(u) = 0. Since there is no rainbow triangle for all
w € No(v) N N(v), ¢(uw) = 1. Hence

[{u € N(0)|[N1(w) # 0}] > [N1(v)] + [Na(v) 1 N ()]
> N1 (0)] + (deg(v) — [ N1 (v)]) + deg(u) — n > 26(H) —n > (1 — 2a)n,

a contradiction. [ |

Next, we claim that there exist i1,io such that j, € {i1,i2} for all v € V(H). Otherwise, assume that
Ju, Juvs Jw are pairwise distinct. Then

{z |N;j,(2) #0} n{z |N;,(2) # 0} n{z |N;,(z) # 0} > 3(1 —2a)n —2n > 0.

So there is a vertex 2z’ with Nj, (2'), N;,(2'), N;,(#') # 0. This contradicts with that ¢ is locally 2-edge-
coloured.

To see (g1), if Hy spans H, then |V(H;)| = n. Moreover, after removing edges of Hj, every vertex is
incident to edges of at most one colour. So the remaining graph are separated monochromatic components.

If Hy does not span H, then i1 # iy. By Claim 9.14, for all v € V(H), j, € {i1,i2} and so N;, (v) # 0 or
Niy(v) # 0. This implies that V/(H) = V(H;,) UV (H;,) and [V (H;;)| > (1 —2a)n for j € [2]. After removing
edges of H1U Ho, every vertex is incident to edges of at most one colour. So the remaining graph are separated
monochromatic components. If |V (H;,)| > 4an with i3 # i1, i2, then

|V(H;,) NV (H;)) NV (H;y)| > dan + (1 — 2a)n + (1 — 2a)n — 2n > 0.

So there is a vertex u € V(H;;) NV (H;,) NV (H;,). It implies that N;, (u) # 0 for j € [3]. This contradicts
with locally 2-edge-coloured. Meanwhile, by Claim 9.14, we have that |V (H;, )| and |V (H,,)| are larger than
(1 = 2a)n. It indicates that {i1,i2} = [2]. Thus |V (Hz2)| > (1 — 2a)n and Hy U Hy spans H. Therefore, (g2)
holds.

For (g3), if Hy spans H, then |V (H;y)| = n and Hs, Hs, ..., H,, are vertex-disjoint. Hence for i € [3, m],

2V(H)| < [V(Ho)[+ -+ [V(Hm)| <n

implying V(H;) < n/2. If Hy does not span H, then |V(Hi)| > (1 — 2a)n and |V(H;)| < 4an < n/2
for i € [3,m] by the argument of (g2). O
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Let |A] < k—4 and I4 be the set of isolated vertices in 92(A). By Definition 2.3, |V (02(A))\1a]| > (1—a)n
and the minimum degree of V(92(A))\14 is at least (1 — a)n. Next by Lemma 9.13 with H = 02(A)\ 14, we
obtain following structural statement for ¢ 4.

Corollary 9.15. Let 1/n < a < v < 1/k < 1/4. Let G be a k-graph on n vertices with 8y, o(G) > 1/2 +~.
Suppose that G is (A, K)-reachable with E(0y—2(G)) C A. Let A be a mazimal element of O moa 2(G)\A. Let
oA be the edge-colouring of 02(A) as defined in Definition 9.9 with colours [m]. Let Hy,...H,, be monochro-
matic components of ¢pa such that |V (Hi)| > --- > |V(Hy,)|. Let 14 be the set of isolated vertices in 02(A).
Then the following hold

(c1) if Hy1 spans 02(A)\I4, then Ha, ..., Hy, are vertex-disjoint and |V (Hy)| > (1 — a)n;

(ca) if Hy does not span 02(A)\Ia, then |V (Hz2)| > (1 — 3a)n and Hy U Hy spans 02(A)\14;

(c3) |V(H1)| > (1 —=3a)n and |V(H;)| < n/2 forie [3,m].

Then according to the size of each component, we discuss reachable properties in different way. First, we
show that if |V (H;)| is near n, then all edges in E(H;) are reachable from all edges in Ej.

Lemma 9.16. Let 1/n < a < v < 1/k < 1/4. Let G be a k-graph on n vertices with &, _o(G) > 1/2 + .
Suppose that G is (A, K)-reachable with E(Ox_2(G)) C A. Let A be a mazximal element of O mod 2(G)\A.
Let ¢4 be the edge-colouring of 02(A) as defined in Definition 9.9 with colours [m]. Suppose that H; is a
monochromatic component of ¢ with |V(H;)| > (1 — 3a)n. Then any e € Eauy,v, with ujvy € E(H;) is
n3E—2AI=1 reqchable from every edge in Ey.

Proof. 1t suffices to show that e € EXUulvl is n3k—2141-1_reachable from all vertices v € V(G). First, if v €
V(H;), then there exists a vertex v’ such that vv' € E(H;). Let ¢/ € E} , .. Then since ¢4(vv') = ¢a(uqvy),
by Proposition 9.10, ¢ is 3n3*~2141=2_reachable from e and so from v. Hence we may assume that v ¢ V(H;).

Claim 9.17. There exists an edge ¢’ € Ey such that v € ¢’ and ¢\v C V(H;).
Proof of claim. Since |V (H;)| > (1 — 3a)n and any S € E(0;(G)) has relative degree at most « in 9j11(G)

for j € [k — 2], we can iteratively choose ug,...,ux—o € V(H;) such that vuz...ux—o € E(9—2(G)). Let
B =wuy...up_y. Since &, _o(G) >1/2+, by Lemma 8.4 (M1), there exist at least (%) edges in Cp. Note

that V(H)\, 1 (1—3a)
i n —3a)n n
> - — .
senn ("5)150) (1) - ()
Let ug_jur € E(Cp) N (V(fi)). So vug ... u € Ey as desired. [ |

Let ¢ be the edge such that v € ¢ and e/\v C V(Hj;), so e is 3n**~2141=2_reachable from all vertices of ¢’
except v. By Proposition 9.4 (iii), e is n3k—2141-1_reachable from e’ and so from v. ]

Then we show that edges in small components are also reachable from every edge in Ej.

Lemma 9.18. Let 1/n < a < v < 1/k < 1/4. Let G be a k-graph on n vertices with &, o(G) > 1/2 + 7.
Suppose that G is (A, K)-reachable with E(Ox—2(G)) C A. Let A be a mazimal element of O mod 2(G)\A.
Let ¢4 be the edge-colouring of 02(A) as defined in Definition 9.9 with colours [m]. Suppose that H; is a
monochromatic component of ¢4 with |V (H;)| < (1/2 + 3a)n for some i € [m]. Then any e € EAyu,u
with wyvy € E(H;) is 4n3F—2A~reachable from every edge in Ey.

Proof. Let € € Eauuyv,- By Lemma 9.16 and Proposition 9.4 (ii), it suffices to show that e is 3n3¢—214l-1
reachable from some edge €' € Eauyy0, such that uovs € E(H;) with |V (H;)| > (1 — 3a)n for some j € [m].

Consider following cases.

Case 1: |[AUwujv1| < k — 2. Then by (A3),

V(K Auro0)\V (Hi)| 2 [V (E avuyo)| = [V (Hi)| > 0.
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Let x € V(K aUuyv,)\V (H;). Note that x is not isolated in d2(A Uwujvy) by (A2). By Definition 2.3, (A2) and

[V (K AUuyo; )| = (1/2 4 3a)n, there exists 2y € E(K Auuw, ). Choose €' € EZUuwlxy, soe € EZUUWI. Then by

Proposition 9.6 (v) and e € Fauuyv,, € is n?*~241=1_reachable from ¢’. Note that « ¢ V(H;), u1 € V(H;) and
so zuy ¢ E(H;). By Corollary 9.15 (c1) and (c2), uq € V(H;) with |V(H;)| > (1 — 3a)n. Since ¢4 is locally
2-edge colouring, zu; € E(H;). By Definition 9.4, €’ € Eauu o2y € EAuvue With w1z € E(H;) as required.

Case 2: [AUujv1| =k —2. By Lemma 8.4 (M1), |V(Cavuuyv,)| = (1/2 + )n and then
V(Cauo \V (Hi)| 2 [V(Cavuren)| = [V (Hi)| > an.

By Definition 2.3, there exists a vertex x ¢ V(H;) such that ujz € E(02(A)). Note that u; € V(H;) and so
zuy ¢ E(H;). By Corollary 9.15 (1) and (c2), w1 € V(H;) with |V(H;)| > (1 — 3a)n for some j € [2]. Since
¢4 is locally 2-edge-colouring, this implies that wyz € E(H;). By Lemma 8.4 (M1), |V(Cauuz)| > (1/2+7)n.
Then

[V (Cavurz) NV (Cavure)| 2 [V(Cavure)| + [V(Cavua)| —n = 0.

Let w € V(Cauu,z) NV (Cavuyv, ) wz1 € E(Cauuyz) and wza € E(Cauuu,)- Let
f=AUuvywz and f' = AU uzwzs.

So f e EXUulvl‘ Note that f € Eayu,z with wiz € E(H;) and |V(H;)| > (1 — 3a)n. Since f,e € EXumvl’ e
is n3¢—241=2_reachable from f by (A4). Therefore to complete the proof, by Proposition 9.4 (ii), it suffices to
show that f is 2n3* 2141~ 1_reachable from f’. Since f'\f = {x, 22}, by Proposition 9.4 (iii) and (i), it suffices to
show that f is n®*~2l4=1reachable from 2. Since 2 € V(CaLuyo, ); let 2y € E(Casuye, ) and f = AUujvizy.
Then f”,f € Euuyv,- Thus f and f” is tight connect by Definition 7.1. By Proposition 9.4 (v), f is n*-
reachable from f”. Since z € f” and |A| < k, f is n?*~2l4I~1_reachable from z and so 2n**~2/4I=1_reachable
from f. O

Finally, we deal with the reachable property about edges in a component with middle size. Note that by
Corollary 9.15, this component is Hs. We will show that these edges are reachable within themselves.

Lemma 9.19. Let 1/n < a < v < 1/k < 1/4. Let G be a k-graph on n vertices with &y (G) > 1/2 + 7.
Suppose that G is (A, K)-reachable with E(0y—2(G)) C A. Let A be a mazimal element of O moa 2(G)\A. Let
¢a be the edge-colouring of 02(A) as defined in Definition 9.9 with colours [m]. Let Hy,...H,, be monochro-
matic components of pa such that |V (Hy)| > --- > |V (Hy,)|. Suppose that (1/2+3a)n < |V (Hz2)| < (1-3a)n.
Then every edge e € EXUUWI with u1v, € E(02(A)[V (Hy)]) is n3* 214l reachable from every edge e’ € EXUUQW

with ugvy € E(aQ(A) [V(HQ)])

Proof. Let I4 be the set of isolated vertices in d2(A). By Corollary 9.15, H; spans V (92(A))\I4 and |V (H1)| >
(1 — a)n. By Corollary 9.15 (c1), we have that uj,us € V(H1) NV (Hz). So wivi,ugve € {E(H1),E(H2)}
as ¢4 is locally 2-edge-coloured.

If pa(uiv1) = ¢pa(ugvz), then lemma follows Proposition 9.10. Assume that ¢a(u1v1) # ¢da(ugva). If
ujvy € E(Hy), then by Lemma 9.16 on Hy, e is n3k—24l_reachable from all edges in Ep and so from €’. Hence,
suppose that ujv; € E(Hs) and ugve € E(Hy).

By Proposition 9.7, there exists a (AUujv1, AUugva, (k—|A| —4)/2)-common set C. Let B; = AUu,;v; UC
for i € [2] and so |B1| = |Bz| = k — 2. Then by Lemma 8.4, we have

[V(CB,) NV (Cg,)| = V(Cp,)| + [V(CBh,)| —n > 0.
Let z € V(Cp,) NV (CB,), zy € E(Cp,) and 2z € E(Cp,). Let
f=BiUzy=AUuviUCUzyand f = BoUxzz = AUusvo UC U 2.

Note that f'\f = {z,u2,v2}. Next we claim that f is 2n%*~2/41=1_reachable from f’. By Proposition 9.4 (i)
and (iii), it suffices to show that f is n3~2141=1_reachable from us,vy. Note that us € V(Hs) implying that
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there exists an edge ugu’ € E(Hj) such that ¢4(ugu’) = ¢pa(uivy). Let f” € EXngu" Since f € EZUuwl
and ug € f”, by the definition of ¢4 and Proposition 9.10, f is n3*~214I=1_reachable from f” and so from us.
Note that vo € V(Hs3) as well. We replace ug by vy in the above argument. We can deduce that f is also

n3k=21A1=1_reachable from vy. Thus f is 2n3%~2141=1_reachable from f’.
Meanwhile, e, f € E;;Uuwl and ¢, f' € EZUUQW. Then by Proposition 9.4 (ii) and (A5.2), we obtain that
e is n?*—2l4l_reachable from €. O

9.4 (A, K)-reachable

In this subsection, we aim to prove that our host graph G is (A, K)-reachable for A = 0 104 2(G). Recall the
definition of G* and Ejy in Definition 7.1.

Proof of Lemma 9.3. Suppose that G is (A, K)-reachable for some upward closed subset A C 9 104 2(G). If
A =0 104 2(G), then we are done. Otherwise, let A be a maximal subset of 0 1,04 2(G)\A. By Proposition 9.5,
we can assume that |A| < k — 2. Note that AU {A} is still upward closed. To prove the lemma, it suffices to
show that G is (AU {A}, KU {K4})-reachable for some K 4.

Let I4 be the set of isolated vertices in d5(A). By Definition 2.3, we have [I4| < an. We now define K4
as follows.

Case 1: every edge e € E4 is n3*t1-24_reachable from every edge ¢/ € E4. Then set K4 = 02(A)\I4. Note
that (A1), (A2) and (A4) hold by construction. Since |V (92(A4))\Ia| > (1 — a)n, (A3) holds.

Case 2: there exists an edge e € E4 is not n3k+t1-2l4]_reachable to some € € E4 C Ey. Define ¢4 as in
Definition 9.9. Then ¢4 has at least two monochromatic components. Let Hq,..., H,, be monochromatic
components of ¢4 with |V (Hi)| > --- > |V(Hp)|. Set K4 = 02(A)[V (H2)].

Note that by our construction and the definition of ¢4, (A1), (A2) and (A5.1) hold for K 4.

Claim 9.20. (1/2+3a)n < |V(H2)| < (1 —3a)n.

Proof of claim. Suppose to the contrary. By Corollary 9.15 (c3), |V(H;)| > (1—2a)n or |[V(H;)| < (1/243a)n
for all i € [m]. By Proposition 9.6 (ii), Ea = U;cpm Uuwerm,) EAavuw. Hence together with Lemmas 9.18

3k—2|A|+1

and 9.16, all edges in F4 are n -reachable from all edges in Ej contradicting with our assumption. W

By Claim 9.20, |V (K4)| = |V (H2)| > (1/2 + 3a)n. So (A3) holds for K 4.

Suppose that eq,eq € EX. By Proposition 9.6 (ii), there exist ujv1, ugve € E(K 4) such that e; € EZquUj
for j € [2]. By Lemma 9.19, (A5.2) holds.

Suppose that e; € E,. By Proposition 9.6 (ii), we have

EIZ = U EZUU/U U U EAUU/U .
w€eE(Ky) wéE(K4)

If e; € £, for some uv € E(K,), then by Proposition 9.6 (iv) on AU uw, e; is n3k=2l41=3_reachable from

all edges in Ey. If e1 € Eauyw with wv ¢ E(K4), then wv € E(H;) with ¢ # 2. By Corollary 9.15 (c3),
|V(H;)| > (1 — a)n or |V(H;)| < n/2. Hence, by Lemmas 9.18 and 9.16, e; is n**~2l4l-reachable from all
edges in Ey. Thus (A5.3) holds for K4.

Therefore, the definition of K4 is as required. O

9.5 Proof of Lemma 9.1 for odd k

For odd k, ) ¢ A = 0 104 2(G) and all non-isolated vertices in G are contained in 0 04 2(G). Next we will
define an auxiliary vertex-colouring on V(G) which enables us to partition label edges in different E,,.
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Definition 9.21. Let 1/n < a < v < 1/k < 1/5 with k odd. Let G be a k-graph on n vertices
with &, (G) > 1/2 + ~ and Ig be the set of isolated vertex in G. Suppose that G is (A, K)-reachable
for A = 0 mod 2(G). We define a vertex-colouring ¢ on V(G)\Ig such that for all distinct u,v € V(G)\Iq,
Y(u) = (v) if and only if there exists e € E} and ¢’ € E;f such that e is n3~%-reachable from €’ and ¢’ is
n3k~2_reachable from e.

Then we have the following property by Proposition 9.6 (v).

Proposition 9.22. Let 1/n < o < v < 1/k < 1/5 with k odd. Let G be a k-graph on n wvertices
with 6, o(G) > 1/2 + ~ and Ig be the set of isolated vertex in G. Suppose that G is (A, K)-reachable
for A =0 nod 2(G). Let 1 be the vertex-colouring as in Definition 9.21. If x,y € V(G)\Ig with ¥ (x) = ¥ (y),

then for any e1 € E;f and any es € E;, e1 is 3n3*2-reachable from e.

Next we can show that i is 2-vertex-colouring.
Lemma 9.23. Let 1/n < a < v < 1/k < 1/5 with k odd. Let G = (V,E) be a k-graph on n vertices

with 6 o(G) > 1/2 4 ~. Suppose that G is (A, K)-reachable for A = & moq 2(G). Then v is 2-coloured
on V(G)\Ig.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that there are 21, 22, z3 with distinct 1(21), ¥ (22) and 9(z3).
Claim 9.24. There is a (21, 22, 23, (k — 3)/2)-common set C.

Proof of claim. Let m = (k—3)/2. Suppose that we have chosen 1,1, .., 2+, y; for some j* € [m—1]JU{0}
such that Ujgj* zjy; = X and X« is a (AU 21, AU 29, AU 23, j*)-common set. By the definition of 4, for

any e € Ef and ¢’ € EJ, e is not n®*~2reachable from ¢’ or € is not n32

with (C, A) = (Xj+,0), it implies that

-reachable from e. By Lemma 9.8

Vo, OV (Koo, )] > /2
Since |V (Kyux,. )| = (1/2 4 3a)n by (A3), we have

| m V(K ux;.) 2 [V(Kzux) NV(Eyux,. )|+ [V(Eux,. )l —n > 3an.
1€[3]

Then there exists xj«11y+41 € ﬂie[?:] E(KinXj*) by Proposition 2.4 (L2). Let C = {x1,y1...,Zm,Ym} as
required. [

Let B; = z; UC for i € [3]. Note that |B;| = k — 2 for ¢ € [3]. By Lemma 8.4, there exist B;, and B;, such
that E(Cp, )N E(Cp,,) # 0 for distinct 1,4z € [3]. Let uyuz € E(Cp, )N E(Cg,,) and e; = By, Uujug € B
' J

for j € [2]. Then

|€1 N 82’ = |(B11 U U1UQ) N (BZ'2 U U1UQ)| =k — |B¢1\Bi2| =k-1

and so e; is 1-reachable from e; for {j,j'} = [2] by Proposition 9.4 (iv). However, ¢;; € Ef for j € [2]. This
J
contradicts with the fact that ¥ (z;,) # ¥(zi,)- O

Finally, we show the reachable lemma for odd case.

Proof of Lemma 9.1 for odd k. By Lemma 9.3, G is (A, K)-reachable for A = 0 ,0q 2(G). Let I5 be the set
of isolated vertices in G. Define a vertex-colouring ¢ on V(G)\Ig as in Definition 9.21. By Lemma 9.23, ¢
is 2-vertex coloured. Let H; and Hs be the colour classes of ¢ with |Hi| > |Hz|. Note that |Ig| < an by
Definition 2.3. Then |H;| > (1 — a)n/2.

Let B, = {e | e € E}f with z € H;}. Now, we enumerate all edges in E(G*) = Ej such that if e;, €
By, e, € Bo\B; and e;, € Ey\(B1 U By), then i1 < ia <i3. We claim this is the enumeration as required.

If e € Ey\(B1 U By), then by Proposition 9.6 (i), e € E for some x € V(G). By Proposition 9.6 (iv), e is

*_reachable from all edges in Ej.

n3

28



Claim 9.25. Ife € B, then e is n3k+1_reqchable from all € € By U Bs.

Proof of claim. Suppose that ¢ € E;} for some z € Hy and €’ € E;' for some y € V(G). If y € Hy, then
our claim follows 1 (x) = ¥ (y) and Proposition 9.22. If y € Hy, then ¢’ € By. Since |V (K;)| > (1/2 + 3a)n
by (A3),

V(L) 0| > V(K| + [Hy| — > 0.
Let z € V(K,) N Hy. By Proposition 9.7, there exists a (z, z, (k — 3)/2)-common set C. Then |z UC| =
|zUC| =k —2. By Lemma 8.4 (M1), we have that

V(Cruc) NV (Couc)l > [V (Cauo)| + [V(Coue)| —n > 0.
Let w1 € V(Cruc) NV (Cuuc), wiwe € E(Cyuc) and wiws € E(Cypuc). Let
f=2UCUwws and f = zU C U wiws.

Then f € Ef and f' € Ef. We claim that f is 2n3%-reachable from f’. Note that f'\f = {z,ws}. By
Proposition 9.4 (iii) and (i), it suffices to show that f is n3*-reachable from z. Since z € V(K,), by Proposi-
tion 9.6 (ii), there exists an f” € E} with z € f”. Then f is n3*-reachable from f” by (A5.2). Hence, f is
n®F_reachable from z and so 2n3*-reachable from f’.

Note that f and e are both in Ef. So e is n**-reachable from f by (A5.2). Since f’ € Ef and ¢’ € Ef
with y,z € Hy, by ¥(y) = () and Proposition 9.22, f’ is n®*-reachable from ¢’. Therefore, by Proposi-
tion 9.4 (ii) with (e,e,e”) = (f, f,e) and (¢, f', ), e is n3**1-reachable from €. [ |

Finally, if e, ¢’ € By, suppose that e € E;f with 2 € Hy and ¢’ € E} with y € Hy. Then by ¢(x) = (y)

and Proposition 9.22, e is n3**!-reachable from ¢’

Therefore our enumeration is as required. ]

10 Rotatable lemma

Let C € N, let G be a k-graph, and e = u; ... ux € E(G). Recall that e is C-rotatable if for any u € e, o € Sj
and any rooted k-loose tree T' at r, there exists a homomorphism ¢ from 7" to G such that ¢(r) = u and
B(v) = ug(s) for all v € Cs(T') with dist(r,v) > C.

Our aim of this section is to prove the rotatable proposition for G*.

Lemma 10.1. Let 1/n < a < v < 1/k < 1/4. Let G be a k-graph on n vertices with 65 o(G) > 1/2 + ~.
Then all edges in G* is 107 (k!)n*-rotatable.

When k = 4, we prove the following (slightly stronger) statement.

Lemma 10.2. Let 1/n < a < v < 1/4. Let G be a 4-graph on n vertices with 64 (G) > 1/2 +~. Then all
edges in G* is 10"n*-rotatable.

Then together with Lemmas 8.1 and 9.1, these imply Lemma 7.3.

Proof of Lemma 7.3. By Lemmas 8.1, 9.1 and 10.1, (R1), (R2) and (R3) in Definition 4.5 hold for G*. There-
fore G* is n-robust. O

In the next subsection, we refine the definition of rotatable. In Section 10.2 we show that Lemma 10.1
can be deduced from Lemma 10.2. We show some auxiliary structures in Section 10.3 when k& = 4. At last,
We prove Lemma 10.2 in Section 10.4.

29



10.1 Definitions refinement and basic properties

We refine the definition of rotatable as follows. Let C' € N and s € [k]. Let G be a k-graph and e = uy ... ux €
E(G). Let T be a rooted k-loose tree at . Recall that C;(T) in Section 2.2. For j > 0 and s € [k], let
CUT) ={v | v € C4(T) : dist(r,v) = j}, CF(T) = Ujery CUT) and CF(T) = U5, CUT).

Let o,m € Sg. We say that e is (C,m,0)-rotatable if, for any rooted k-loose tree T at r, there exists a
homomorphism ¢ from T to G such that

_ Juxq ifvo=r,
#(v) {ug(s) if v e C29(T).

We say that e is [C,w, o]-rotatable if e is (C,w, on)-rotatable. We say that e is [C, i, c]-rotatable if e is
[C, 7, o]-rotatable for all 7 € Sy, with w(1) = i. We say that e is [C, *, o]-rotatable if e is [C, 7, o]-rotatable for
all m € S;. Note that the order of vertices of e matters, but it will be known from context.

We illustrate one key idea used in the proof of Lemma 10.2. Suppose that ¢ € S;. Let e = uy...ug
be an k-edge. Consider a tree T rooted at r. Let T; = {T(v) : v € C}T)} for i € [k — 1]. By Fact 2.2,
r,V(T1),...,V(Tx—1) partition V(T). If e is [C, i, o]-rotatable for i # 1. Then we attempt to initially embed r
to w1 and C’Z-1 (T) to u;. Next we extend our embedding for each 7" € 7; such that the root vertex in T’
mapping to u; and most vertices of C;(T) N V(T") mapping to uy(;)-

We now list some basic properties of rotatable.

Proposition 10.3. Let C' € N. Let G be a k-graph and e = uy...ux € E(G). Let m,0,7 € Sy, with T =
(123...k) € Si. Then the following holds
(i) if o(i) =1, then e is [1,i,0]-rotatable and so e is [1, x,id|-rotatable;
(ii) if e is (C, 777, 077)-rotatable for all j € [k — 1], then e is (C + 1,7, c)-rotatable;
(iii) ifip € [k] and e is [C,i,0]-rotatable for all i € [k]\{io}, then e is [C + 1, x, o]-rotatable;
(iv) if e is C-rotatable, then e is [C, *, o]-rotatable;
(v) if e is [C, %, o]-rotatable for all o € Sy, then e is C-rotatable;
(vi) if e is [C,*, o]-rotatable, then ¢’ = ur(y ... urpy is [C, *, ron~1]-rotatable.;
(vii) if 01,09 € Sk and e is [C, x, o;]-rotatable for i € 2], then e is [2C, x, o109]-rotatable;
(viii) if A is a generator of Sy and e is [C, x, o|-rotatable for all o € A, then e is k!C-rotatable.

Proof. For (i), note that if # € Si and 7(1) = i, then on(1) =1i. Set ¢ : V(T') — V(G) to be such that, for
all v € Cs(T'), ¢(v) = Ugr(s)- Then e is [1,4, o]-rotatable and so e is [1, ¥, id]-rotatable.

We now prove (ii). Consider any rooted k-loose tree T" at r. For j € [k—1], let 7; be all rooted subtrees T'(v)
with v € C’ij(l)(T). Note that 7, V(T1), ...,V (Tk—1) partition V(T). Consider j € [k — 1], let 7' € T; rooted
at 1. Let Cs(T") = Cpioy(T) N V(T') for s € [k] and ce(T) = C’STSI) N V(T"). By our assumption, there

exists a homomorphism ¢ from T to G such that

b () = Unriy fv=1"¢€ CTJ(l)( ),
' Uorie i v € CZO(T) = CZ((T) N V(T).

™7 (s)

Define ¢ : V(T') — V(G) to be such that

6(0) ury ifv=r,
V) =
¢ (v) if v e V(T") for some T € U;ep—1) Tj-

It is easy to check that ¢ is a homomorphism from 7' to G' with ¢(r) = ur() and for all v € Ccz¢H(T),
P(v) = tg(s)-

For (iii), it suffices to show that e is [C' + 1,ig,0]-rotatable. Let m € Si with 7(i) = i9p. Note that
for j € [k — 1], 77/(1) # ig. Then e is (C, 77/, omr?)-rotatable by our assumption. So e is (C' + 1,7, 07)-
rotatable by (ii). Hence e is [C' + 1, ¢, o]-rotatable.
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It is easy to see that (iv), (v) and (vi) hold.
For (vii), consider any rooted k-loose tree T at r. By our assumption, there exists a homomorphism ¢
from T to G such that

_ Juxq ifv=r,
¢1(v) {uglﬂ(s) ifve C’SZC(T).

For j € [k], let T; be all rooted subtrees T'(v) with v € C']-C(T). Consider j € [k] and let T” € T, rooted at r’.
Let mj = o177/~ and Cy(T") = Cyi-1(4)(T) N V(T") for s € [k]. So CE(T") = CSFT (T)NV(T). Since e is

Ti—1(s)
[C, %, oa]-rotatable, there exists a homomorphism ¢/, from T" to G to be such that

B () = § D w0 e -
Ugyrs(s) = Uggormri—1(s) ifve CSZC(T/) = C;jfl(s) (T) N V(T/)

Next, define ¢ : V(T') = V(G) to be such that

¢(v) . d)l (’U) if diSt(’/", 'U) S Oa
) ér(v) ifve V(T for some T' € Ujep—1 T-

It is easy to check that ¢ is a homomorphism from 7" to G' with ¢(r) = u,(;) and for all v € Cz2¢(T),
B(V) = Ug, gyr(s)- Therefore (vii) holds and (viii) follows. O

10.2 Reduction to the case £ =4

We now prove Lemma 10.1 assuming Lemma 10.2. Recall the Definition 7.1 of G*.

Proof of Lemma 10.1. Let e = uy ... u, € Ey = E(G*) with ujug € Cys,. v,. Note that {(17) : i € [2,k]} is
a generator set of Si. By Proposition 10.3 (viii), it suffices to show that for i € [2,k], e is [107n?, *, (14)]-
rotatable.

Let i € [4,k], X = {1,2,3,i} and o € Sx. We now show that e is [107n*, x, o]-rotatable (which implies the
lemma). Let L be the link graph of e\{u1,ug, us,u;} in G and L’ be the link graph of e\{u1, ug, us,u;} in G*.
So a-perturbed relative 2-degree in L is at least 1/2+~ by Proposition 2.4 (L1). Let L* be the corresponding
graph of L as in Definition 7.1. Then by Proposition 7.2, we have that L* C L'.

Let T be a rooted k-loose tree at r and @ € Sy with n(1) = y. If y ¢ X, then o(y) = y. Thus by
Proposition 10.3 (i), e is [1,y, o]-rotatable for y ¢ X.

Suppose that 7(1) = y for some y € X. Remove vertices in (J;cp x Cr-1(7)(7) from each edge of T
Then we obtain a set T of vertex-disjoint 4-trees. Let T” € T be the unique tree with root vertex r. Let
Cor1(j)(T") = Crm1(j(T) N V(T") for j € X. By our assumption, each edge in L* is 10"n*-rotatable. Then
there is a homomorphism ¢ from T' to L* such that for u € V(T’) and s € 7 1(X),

oy - U ifu=r,
o1 (v) {um(s) if u e 082107”4 (1").

Define ¢ : V(T') — V(G) to be such that

Un(s) = Ugn(s)  if u € Cs(T') with 7(s) ¢ X,

P(u) =  Ugr(s) if u e Cs(T)\V(T') with 7(s) € X,
o (u) if ue V(T).
Note that ¢ is the desired homomorphism from T to G. O
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10.3 Rotatable Structures for 4-graphs

We now establish some rotatable structures for proving Lemma 10.2. Thus throughout this subsection, we
will take k = 4. We will also adapt the following notation throughout. Let G be a 4-graph and e an edge
in G*. We write e = ujtzugus to mean that e € Ey 4.

We sketch the proof for Lemma 10.2. Let A = {(13),(23),(43)} € Ss4. Note that A is a generator set
of S4. By Proposition 10.3 (viii), if any edge e is [C, *, o]-rotatable for all o € A, then e is rotatable and we
are done. In this subsection, we will focus on the cases that ¢ = (34) and (23) (see more in Lemmas 10.7
and 10.8). Furthermore, we will show a structure in Lemma 10.10 with a transitive property which will help
us prove [C, x, (13)]-rotatable for edge e in Section 10.4.

The next proposition states that the relationship between rotatablility of two edges that are tight con-
nected.

Proposition 10.4. Let C € N. Let G be a 4-graph. Let e = uy...us and f = u}...u} be two edges in G.
Suppose that there is a tight walk W = w1 ... wye from e to f such that

Wi = Up, () and Wy(p—1)4; = u;f(i) fori € [4].

Let T be a rooted k-loose tree at r, j € [4] and o € Sy. Suppose that ¢ is a homomorphism from T to G such
that

)y ifv=r,
ov) = {ug(s) ifve C'SZC(T).

Then there exists a homomorphism ¢’ from T to G such that

¢ (v) = {uf o= 71’>4(c+z)(

upfpgla(s) ifveCs T).
Moreover, if e is [C, *,0]-rotatable, then f is [AC + 8, %, p~Lo]-rotatable, where p = pepfl. Furthermore, if e
is C-rotatable, then f is (4C + 8¢)-rotatable.

Proof. Recall that the definition of layers L; of T' for j > 1 in Section 2.2. Note that if u € L;, then
J/4 < dist(r,u) < j. For allt > 0 and j € [4], let wyy—144)+j = Wae—1)4j- To define ¢, we first embed the
first 4C layers of T as ¢’ so that it has the correct “orientation”. We then use W to transfer the embedding
onto f. Formally, we define ¢’ : V(T') — V(G) to be such that

S0 = {¢(v) if v € L; with i < 4C,

W14 (5) 14 (i—1) if v € Lycqaiys with i > 1 and s € [4].

Then for each i > ¢ and s € [4], if v € Lyc14i+s, we have

’ . o
G (V) = Wy 1) t0(s) = Uy, potos)”

Therefore ¢’ is the desired homomorphism.

For the moreover statement, suppose that e is [C, %, o]-rotatable. Let m € Si. Let w € T with w €
Ujepy) Lae+j- Consider subtree T'(w). Then for each i € [4], there exists a homomorphism ¢y,; from T'(w)
to G* such that

bua(0) {uz if v =w,
w,ilV) = ’ . >4(C+2)
U oo (s) it v e C3 (T(w)).
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Thus, define ¢g : V(T') = V(G) to be such that for j € [4],

foo) {¢1(1}) = Wy iyepingy U E Laryy and 1<i <4,
0 pr—
(bw,i(v) lf RS V(T(w)) Wlth w e U]€[4] L4Z+j7 d)l (w) = Uj;.

Note that we have that
po(r) = Wa(e-1)+p7n(1) = Un(1)

and for vertex v € CZ3+1C(T), ¢o(v) = u;),la(s). Hence, f is [4C + 8¢, %, p~'o]-rotatable and so the further-

more statement follows. O

The next proposition states that there is an even tight walk between any edges in F,,. Recall that Cy,, is
the induce graph of the largest component in the link graph of uv in G.

Proposition 10.5. Let 1/n < o < v. Let G be a 4-graph on n vertices with 6o (G) > 1/2 4+ ~. Let
Upugugug, U1ugysys € E(G). Then there exists a tight 4-walk W = wyws . .. wye such that,

(w1, w2, W3, W, Wag—3, Wag—2, Wag—1, War) = (U1, U2, Y3, Ya, U1, U2, U3, Us).

Proof. Note that there is a 2-walk W/ = w/ ... wh, with £ < 2n? and (w}, wh,wh, |, wh,) = (y3,Ya, U3, us)
in Cy,u,- Indeed, Cy,q, is a connect component and there exists a triangle in Cy,,, by Lemma 8.4 (M3).
Using this triangle, we can adjust the length of walk between uszus and y3y4 to be a even number.

Then define W to be wy(_1)4; = uj and wy;_1)4904+5 = wé(i_l)ﬂ. for i € [¢] and j € [2]. Note that W is
the desired tight walk. O

Let e = urugusuy and f = Urugysys. Together with Lemma 10.4 (with p. = py = id), we immediately
imply following corollary for edges in E,, ;.

Corollary 10.6. Let 1/n < a < 7. Let G be a 4-graph on n vertices with 09 (G) > 1/2 +~. Suppose that
uugusug € E(G) is [C, *,0]-rotatable. Then all edges e = urugu'u” € Eyu, are [AC + 1612, x, o]-rotatable.

Following lemma states that every edge in G* is [30n2, *, (34)]-rotatable.

Lemma 10.7. Let 1/n < o < 7. Let G be a 4-graph on n vertices with 89 (G) > 1/2 4 ~. Then each edge
urugusug € E(G*) is [30n?, x, (34)]-rotatable.

Proof. By Proposition 10.5 with (uiuzusuy, uiuzusug) playing the role of (ujuzusug, Urtuzysys), there exists
a tight walk W = wjws ... wy with £ < 2n? such that

(wla W2, W3, W4, W4p—3, W4p—2, W4g—1, w4€) — (ula U2,U3,Uq,U1,U2,U4, Ug).

By Proposition 10.3 (i), uiuzuguy is [1, *, id]-rotatable. Apply Proposition 10.4 with (@iuzusuy, titizusuy, id, (34))
playing the role of (e, f, pe, py). It implies that wruouzuy is [30n2, , (34)]-rotatable. O

Next, we show that under some circumstances, uiuzusuy is (23)-rotatable.

Lemma 10.8. Let 1/n < o < ~. Let G be a 4-graph on n vertices with 09 (G) > 1/2 4 ~. Let Grtzusuy,
UTUzy3y4, utusysys € E(G). Then Uruzuguyg is [10n2, *, (23)]-rotatable.

Proof. Let 0 = (23) and T be a rooted k-loose tree at r. Since o(i) = i for i € {1,4}, by Proposition 10.3 (i),
uruzysys is [1,4,0]-rotatable for ¢ € {1,4}. By Proposition 10.3 (iii), it suffices to show that ujuzuguy is
[9n?, 3, o]-rotatable. Let 7 € Sy with 7(1) = 3.
By Proposition 10.5 with Tau1ysys and Taujusuy, there exists a tight walk W = wiws . . . wy with £ < 2n?
such that
(w1, wa, W3, Wy, Wap—3, Wap—2, Wae—1, Wae) = (U2, U1, Y3, Y4, U2, U1, U3, Ug).
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Let W’ be the tight walk obtained by concatenating uzuiysys and W. Rewrite W' = w] ... w:l(€+1) such that

/ / / / / / / /
(wl,wz,w3, w47w4€+17w4€+27w4£+37w4£+4) = (U?n Uy, 9379471127“1,“3,“4)-

Define the homomorphism ¢’ from T to G such that

up if v e Cy(T)

ug ifv e Cy(T) and o
)
)

(
oy ( :
¢'(v) = ys i CuT (10.1)

(

ya ifve Cy(T

In particular, ¢'(r) = wug as om(1) = 2. Apply Proposition 10.4 with (uguiysys, usujusuyg, W', id,id) =
(e, f,W,om, pe, ps). Then there exists a homomorphism ¢ from T" to G to be such that

( .
ug ifv=r,

up ifwve CSZA‘(H?) T) and o7 (s) =

d(v) =< uy ifve 0524(“2)
uz ifove CSZ (t+2)

(ug ifve czA) (T

Note that ¢ < 2n%. Hence, Uiuausuy is [9n?, 3, o]-rotatable as required. O
By the lemma, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 10.9. Let 1/n < a < 7. Let G be a 4-graph on n vertices with Sg(G) > 1/2+~. Let uyugusuy €
G*. Suppose that E(Cyyuy) N E(Cuyus) # 0. Then urtzusuy is [30n2, %, (23)]-rotatable.

Proof. Let ysys € E(Cujuy) N E(Cujus). Then uiuzysys and wiuszysys € E(G). By Lemma 10.8, we are
done. ]

Next, we use a special structure to imply a rotation transitivity lemma.

Lemma 10.10. Let 1/n < o < v. Let G be a 4-graph on n vertices with 65 (G) > 1/2 4 ~. Let o € Ss.
Let urugusuyg, utuaysys € E(G). Suppose that zususyys € E(G) which is [C, *, o]-rotatable. Then uiuzusuy is
[C + 30n2, %, o]-rotatable. Moreover, if xususyy is C-rotatable, then uruzusuy is 4'(C + 30n2)-rotatable.

Proof. By Proposition 10.3 (iii), it suffices to show that uruauzuy is [C' 4 10n2,i*, o]-rotatable for i* € {2, 3, 4}.
Consider i* € {2,3,4}. Let m € Sy be with 7(1) = ¢*. Let T be a rooted 4-tree at .

If i* = 4, then o(4) = 4. By Proposition 10.3 (i), uiugusuy is [1,4, o]-rotatable.

We may assume that i* = 2 or 3. Let

(’Ul, v2, U3, U4) = (I’, u2,us, y4)

Since v1v9v3vy is [C, %, o]-rotatable, there is a homomorphism ¢’ from T to G such that

i+ if u=r
/ w) = Ui 1 )
¢ (u) {Umr(j) ifue C']-ZC(T).
Next consider each rooted subtree T'(v) with dist(r,v) = C.

Claim 10.11. Let v € U;cyy CE(T) with C' > C and ¢ (v) = v;. Then there exists a homomorphism ¢,
from T'(v) to G such that

_ )W) =v;  ifu=nv,
Po(u) = {UM(S) if u e CZCH1(T) AV (T(v)).
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Proof of claim. If j = 2 or 3, then ¢/'(v) = v; = u; and v € C},(T') with o7 (jo) = j. Define ¢, be such that
Po(W) = Ugr(sy if we Cs(T)NV(T(v)).
If j =4, then ¢/(v) = v4 = ys and v € C (T) with om(jo) = 4. Let 7 = (1234). for s € [k], let

CoT(®)) = Cpov1((T) NV (T(0)).

T

Note that Ci(T(v)) = i) (T) N V(T(v)). Let vjububu) = ujugysys. Since o(4) = 4, by Proposi-

TI0=1(s) .
tion 10.3 (i), uiuaysys is [1,4, o]-rotatable and so (1,7770~% o)-rotatable. Then define a homomorphism ¢/,
from T'(v) to G to be such that

ufy =uy  ifu € Cy(T(v)) and onrio=t(s) = 1,
o (u) u) if u=no, uhy =up ifu € Cs(T(v)) and onrio~1(s) = 2,
u) = = .
: u;WTjo—l(S) if ue CZYT(v)) uy =y3 ifue Cs(T(v)) and onrio~1(s) = 3,
uy =ys ifu€ Cs(T(v)) and onrio~1(s) = 4.
By Proposition 10.3, there exists a tight walk W = wy ... wy, with £ < 2n? such that
(w1, w2, W3, Wa, Wag—3, Wag—2, Wag—1, Wag) = (U1, U2, Y3, Y4, U1, U2, U3, Us).
Apply Proposition 10.4 and obtain a homomorphism ¢, from T'(v) to G such that
bu(1) Yqa = V4 ifu=r, (10.2)
T Vtomrinrey ifue CE @) = 2D @) nv ). '

For vertex u € CZ0"T9*(T) NV (T(v)) with s € [4], we have ¢, (u) = Ugr(s)-
Therefore we may assume j = 1. Consider w € V(T'(v)) with dist(v,w) = 1. Then w € ¢y Ci(C/H)(T)

and ¢'(w) # ¢'(v) = vy. Since ¢'(w) € {va,v3,v4}, by our previous argument, there exists a homomorphism ¢,,
from T'(w) to G such that

bu(t) ¢ (w) ifu=w,
w\u) = ! 2
Ugn(sy it w € O T A V(T (w)).

Define the homomorphism ¢, from T'(v) to G to be such that

bol) = v1 if u=wv,
= dw(u) if v e V(T(w)) for some w with dist(v,w) = 1.

in ¢y, we have that ¢,(u) = Uyr(s) if u € C2C" 1% (TY N V(T (v)) for s € [4]. Therefore our claim holds. M

Now we can give the final homomorphism ¢ from 7" to G*. Define ¢ as follow

B(u) = {WU) if u € Ujeqy C5 (D),
oy (u) if u € V(T (v)) for some v € ¢y C'jC(T).

Therefore, urtizusuy is [C' + 10n?, i*, o]-rotatable for i* € {2, 3}.

Note that S3 U {(34)} is a generator set of S;. The moreover statement follows from Lemma 10.7 and
Proposition 10.3 (viii). O
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10.4 Proof of Lemma 10.2

In this subsection, we will prove the final ingredient that e is [C, %, (13)] by digraph. First we show that there
is a special vertex from V(G).

Proposition 10.12. Let 1/n < o < . Let G be a 4-graph on n vertices with 0y (G) > 1/2+~. Let u be a
non-isolated vertex in V(G). Then there exists a vertex w such that the number of v € V(G) with E(Cyy) N
E(Cuy) # 0 is at least (1/2 — 2a)n.

Proof. Let Ni(u) be the neighbour set of u in 92(G). Then |Ni(u)] > (1 — a)n by Definition 2.3. Let
z € Ni(u) and X = {2’ € Ni(u) : E(Cyuz) N E(Cyy) # 0}. If | X| > (1/2 — 2a)n, then we are done by setting
w = z. We may assume that |X| < (1/2 — 2a)n. By Lemma 8.4 (M4), for all z,2" € Ny(u)\(X U {u,z}),
E(Cyuz) N E(Cyy) # 0. Note that

|INy (u)\(X U{u,2})| > (1 —a)n—(1/2 —2a)n—2 > n/2.
We are done by setting w = z € Ny (u)\(X U {u,z}). O
Now, we are ready to prove Lemma 10.2.

Proof of Lemma 10.2. Define a digraph D on V(G) to be ujui € E(D) if each edge ujuzu/v” in Ey,y, is
[n?, %, (23)]-rotatable.

Claim 10.13. For any non-isolated vertez uy € V(G), df,(u1) > (1/2 — 2a)n.

Proof of claim. By Proposition 10.12, there exists a vertex ug such that the number of v € V(G*) with E(Cy,u,)N
E(Cu,y) # 0 is at least (1/2 —2a)n. Let A ={v € V(GQ) | E(Cyyuy) N E(Cyyv) # 0}. Then |A] > (1/2 —2a)n.
By Lemma 8.4 (M1), we have that

’V(Cmuz) N A| > |V(Cu1u2)| + |A’ —n>0.

Let ug € V(Cyyuy) N A and urugusug € E(G*). Since E(Cuyuy) N E(Cuyug) # 0, by Corollary 10.9, uiuzusug
is [10n2, , (23)]-rotatable.

For x9 € A and uizazsxy € E(G*), let ysys € E(Cyyuy) N E(Cyya,). By Proposition 10.5, there exist two
tight walks W = wy ... wye and W' = w} ... w}, with £,¢ < 2n? such that

(w1, w2, W3, Wi, Wag—3, Wag—2, Wag—1, War) = (U1, T2, T3, T4, U1, T2, Y3, Y4)
and

/ ! / ! / / / !
(wl,wz,w3,w4,w44,_3,w45,_2,w4€,_1,w4@) = (u1,u2,Y3, Y4, U1, U2, U3, U4).

Note that WW' = wy ... wyew] ... uge is a tight 4-walk. Hence by Proposition 10.5 with uiugusus, u1T22324,
id, id) playing the role of (e, f, pe, ps), we have UiTzwszg is [n?, , (23)]-rotatable. Thus, each edge e in Ey,,
with v € A is [n%, , (23)]-rotatable. It implies that A C N (u1) and df (u1) > (1/2 — 2a)n. [ |

Claim 10.14. Let ujuj € E(D). Then every edge e € Ey,y, is 10*n*-rotatable.

Proof of claim. By Lemma 8.4 (M1) and Claim 10.13, we have that
[V (Curuz) NN (u2)| = [V (Cuyus)| + NG (u2)| = n > 0.
Let ug € V(Cyyuy) N N (u2) and uiuzusus € E(G). Meanwhile, by Lemma 8.4 (M1), we obtain that
[V (Cuyus) NV (Cugug)| = [V(Cuyuz)| + [V (Cugug)| — > 0.

Let y4 € V(Cujuy) N V(Cuyus) and uruzysys, uguzzrys € E(G*). Note that usz € NE(UQ), SO UU3TY4
is [n, %, (23)]-rotatable. Hence xususys is [n?, *, (13)]-rotatable by Proposition (vi) with 7 = (132). By
Lemma 10.10, it implies that wiuzusuy is [2n?, *, (13)]-rotatable.

By Lemma 10.7, uitzusuy is [n?, x, (34)]-rotatable. Meanwhile, since us € N (u1), urtigusuy is [n?, x, (23)]-
rotatable. Note that {(13),(34),(23)} is a generator of Si, so uruzugus is 103n*-rotatable by Proposi-
tion 10.3 (viii). By Corollary 10.6, each edge e € Ey,q4, is 10*n*-rotatable. [
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Suppose that e € Ey, ., is not 107n%-rotatable for some distinct ujuz € E(02(G)). By Claim 10.14,
uiui ¢ E(D). Then by Lemma 8.4 (M1), we have

[V(Cugu) OV N ()] 2 [V/(Cuyay)| + dF (u2) — > 0.
Let ug € V(Cuyuy) N N (ug) and urugusuy € E(G). Meanwhile, by Lemma 8.4 (M1), we obtain that
[V (Cuyuz) VV (Cuzus )| 2 [V (Cuyu )| + [V (Cugus )| =1 > 0.

Let ys € V(Cuyuy) NV (Cuyuy) and urtaysys, uausrys € E(G*). Note that uz € NE(UQ). Ugusrys is 10*nt-
rotatable. So xususyys is 10*n*-rotatable. By Lemma 10.10, it implies that Tyususuy is 105n%-rotatable. By
Corollary 10.6, each edge e € Ey 4, is 10"n*-rotatable, a contradiction. O

11 Concluding Remark

In this paper, we showed that 5gk_2 = 1/2 for k > 4. However, our proof is unable to map the root vertex to
an arbitrary vertex due to (R2). Then we may ask whether this is possible.

Question 11.1. Let 1/n < v < 1/A,1/k < 1/4. Let G be a k-graph on n vertices with §;_o(G) > 1/2 +~
and v € V(G). Let T be a rooted n-vertex k-loose tree at r with Ay(T) < A. Is there an embedding v from T
to G such that ¢ (r) =v?

Another direction is to investigate how large A;(T") in Theorem 4.6 can be. For 2-graph case, result in [18]
shows that tree T with A(T) < cn/logn can be embedded to a graph G with §;(G) > 1/2 and this is tight
up to a constant c.

Furthermore, for almost spanning loose trees, there are two directions to consider.

11.1 Almost Spanning loose trees in general hypergraphs

Ro6dl, Ruciniski and Szemerédi [29] showed that in k-graph G, if d;_1(G) > 1/k, then there exists an almost
perfect matching in k-graphs. However, the perfect matching threshold 5,5 ,i\/[_ 1 = 1/2. Note that in Theo-
rem 4.6, the 1/2 for embedding spanning tree is needed due to the absorptioﬂ step. So we wonder whether the
relative minimum degree threshold for existence of almost spanning loose trees is smaller than the threshold
for spanning loose trees.

Problem 11.2. Let 1/n < ¢ € v < 1/A,1/k and ¢ € [k — 1]. Determine infimum & such that if G is a
k-graph on n vertices with 0,(G) > § +~ and T be a k-loose tree on (1 — &)n vertices with A1(T) < A, then
there is an embedding from T to G. In particular, when £ =k —1, is § < (5,ij_1 =1/2¢

Recall that a binary k-loose tree of even depth containing a perfect matching. On the other hand, there
is no perfect matching in loose Hamiltonian path. Keevash, Kiithn, Mycroft and Osthus [16] showed that if a
k-graph G with sufficient large n vertices and dy_1(v) > ﬁ, then there exists a loose Hamiltonian cycle
and so a loose Hamiltonian path in G. Hence, we ask whether the minimum degree threshold for the existence
of embedding for a loose tree T' depends on the size of the largest matching in 7T'.

Problem 11.3. Let 1/n < v < 1/A,1/k, £ € [k —1] and § € [0,1]. Determine the infimum ¢ such that if G
is a k-graph on the n vertices with §;(G) > & +~ and T is a n-vertex k-loose tree with the largest matching
size On and A1 (T) < A, then there exists an embedding from T to G.

11.2 Almost Spanning loose trees in linear hypergraphs

The other direction is the existence of loose trees embedding in linear hypergraphs. We say a hypergraph is
linear if any two edges share at most one vertex. Recently, Im and Lee [12] considered the Dirac type problem
on linear hypergraphs. They showed that in linear k-graph G, if §;(G) > 1/k, then there exists an almost
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perfect matching in G and this bound is asymptotically tight. Moreover, they showed that in G, there exists
an embedding for every spanning k-loose tree with bounded vertex degree and o(|V(G)|) leaves. In [11], Im,
Kim, Lee and Methuku showed that 6;(G) > (1/2 — o(1))n is sufficient for the existence of embedding.

We note that in general, finding perfect matchings in linear hypergraphs is not possible. Even if the
graph is a Steiner triple system, it may not contain a perfect matching. Since a binary k-loose tree with
even depth contains a perfect matching, we can not guarantee the existence for all spanning k-loose trees in
linear hypergraphs. Hence, it would be interesting to consider the following generalization problem for almost
spanning loose trees.

Question 11.4. Let 1/n < e € v < A,1/k. Determine the infimum § such that if G is a linear k-graph
on n vertices, 01(G) > d+~ and T is a k-loose tree on (1 —e)n vertices and Aq(T) < A, then there exists an
embedding from T to G.

Note that Im, Kim, Lee and Methuku [11] showed that 6 < 1/2.
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