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Abstract

In 1979, Erdős conjectured that if m = O(n2/3), then ex(n,m, {C4, C6}) = O(n).
This conjecture was disproven by several papers and the current best-known bounds

for this problem are

c1n
1+ 1

15 ≤ ex(n, n2/3, {C4, C6}) ≤ c2n
1+1/9

for some constants c1, c2. A consequence of our work here proves that

ex(n, n2/3, {C4, θ3,4}) = Θ(n1+1/9).

More generally, for each integer t ≥ 2, we establish that

ex(n, n
t+2

2t+1 , {C4, θ3,t}) = Θ(n1+ 1

2t+1 )

by demonstrating that subsets of points S ⊆ PG(n, q) for which no t + 1 points lie

on a line give rise to {C4, θ3,t}-free graphs, where PG(n, q) is the projective space of

dimension n over the finite field of q elements.

1 Introduction

Let m,n be positive integers and F be a family of graphs. The bipartite Turán number
ex(m,n,F), is the maximum number of edges in a bipartite graph whose part sizes are m

and n and such that it contains no graph in F as a subgraph. The function ex(m,n,F)
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has been studied extensively for many different sets F , but many questions remain. See
the well-known survey by Füredi and Simonovits [4] for a history of the work done on these
types of problems.

One of the most notorious cases of determining ex(n,m,F) is when F = C2k for some
positive integer k. When m = n, the order of magnitude of ex(n, n, {C2k}) is only known
for k = 2, 3, 5 [4], which coincides with the existence of special finite geometries called
generalized polygons. When m = na for any a < 1, and we allow n → ∞, even less
is known. The best constructions in this aforementioned case which yield C4-free graphs
come from the point-block incidence graphs of 2-designs.

In 1979, Erdős conjectured that when m = O(n2/3), then ex(m,n, {C4, C6}) = O(n)
[3]. This was disproven first by de Caen and Székely [1] who constructed an infinite family
of graphs which yielded

cn1+ 1

57
+o(1) ≤ ex(n, n2/3, {C4, C6})

for a constant c. Later this lower bound was improved by Lazebnik, Ustimenko and Woldar
[6] who constructed an infinite family of graphs which yielded

cn1+ 1

15 ≤ ex(n, n2/3, {C4, C6}).

for some constant c. It is worth mentioning that the class of graphs which is constructed
in [6] is very much related to the (q, q2)-generalized quadrangle. In fact, it seems to have
escaped the graph theory community that the existence of such quadrangles also yields the
bound obtained in [6] by taking an induced subgraph. The bounds on ex(n, n2/3, {C4, C6})
have not budged in 30 years. In this paper, we establish results which suggest that the
upper bound for this problem may be closer to the truth.

A common generalization of the cycle C2k, is the theta graph θt,k which is the graph
consisting of two vertices joined by t internally vertex-disjoint k-edge paths. While the
lower and upper bounds for ex(n, n, {C2k}) do not have matching orders of magnitude for
all k 6= 2, 3, 5 [4], it is known that for each k, there exists a (relatively large) constant
t = t(k) such that

ex(n, n, θk,t) = Θ(n1+ 1

k ).

which is the same order of magnitude as the upper bound for ex(n, n, C2k) [2]. In [2], Conlon
uses a random algebraic method to construct infinite families of graphs not containing θk,t,
where t is fixed, but large relative to k. Therefore, explicit constructions yielding the same
bounds and with a smaller t are of great interest.

There has also been some recent progress on determining ex(n,m, θt,k). Jiang, Ma,
and Yepremyan [5] proved that there exists a constant c = c(k, t) such that

ex(m,n, {θk,t}) ≤

{

c[(mn)
k+1

2k
+m+n] if k is odd

c[(mn)
k+2

2k
n

1
2+m+n] if k is even
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and when k = 3, they obtained that

ex(m,n, {θ3,t}) ≤ 144t3((mn)
2

3 +m+ n).

Theodorakopoulos [8] extended the random algebraic methods used in [2] to prove that for
each odd positive integer k and rational number a satisfying k−1

k+1
< a < 1, there exists a

constant c = c(k) such that

ex(n, na, {θk,ck}) = Θ(
(

n1+a
)

k+1

2k )

Here we prove that subsets of points S of the projective space PG(n, q) satisfying the
condition that no t + 1 points of S lie on a line, produce {C4, θ3,t}-free graphs via their
linear representations. In particular, this implies the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Let q be a prime power and t, n be positive integers. Suppose that S is

a subset of points of PG(n, q) satisfying the condition that no t + 1 points of S lie on a

common line. Then

|S|qn+1 ≤ ex(qn+1, |S|qn, {C4, θ3,t}).

We remark that such sets with many elements are known to exist as shown in Lin and
Wolf [7]. Consequently, we obtain our result.

Theorem 1.2. Let t ≥ 2 be a positive integer. Then

ex(n, n
t+2

2t+1 , {C4, θ3,t}) = Θ(n1+ 1

2t+1 ).

Finally, our theorem implies the following corollary which suggests that the true value
of ex(n, n2/3, {C4, C6}) may be closer to the best-known upper bound.

Corollary 1.3. We have

ex(n, n2/3, {C4, θ3,4}) = Θ(n1+ 1

9 ).

2 Linear Representations of Point Sets

Let q be a prime power, let Fn+1
q denote the vector space of dimension n+1 over the finite

field Fq, and let PG(n, q) be the corresponding projective space.

Definition 2.1. Let S be a set of points of PG(n, q) and embed PG(n, q) as a hyperplane

into PG(n + 1, q). A linear representation of S is the geometry whose points are all the

points in PG(n + 1, q) \ PG(n, q) and the lines are all the lines of PG(n + 1, q) which

intersect PG(n, q) in precisely one point, namely a point of S.
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Remark: Observe that if two lines in PG(n+ 1, q) not contained in PG(n, q) intersect in
a point of S, then they are parallel in the linear representation of S.

From this geometry we may build its point-line incidence graph. This graph is bipartite
with bipartition classes given by the points and the lines of the geometry. A point will be
adjacent to a line in the graph if they are incident in the geometry, i.e. the point is on the
line. Denote this graph by ΓS,n,q. It can easily be verified that ΓS,n,q will have the following
properties:

1. There are qn+1 point vertices, each of degree |S|.

2. There are |S|qn line vertices, each of degree q.

Theorem 2.2. Let S be a subset of points of PG(n, q) such that any line in PG(n, q)
intersects S in at most t points. Then ΓS,n,q is {C4, θ3,t}-free.

Proof. Note that by construction, the linear representation of S is a geometry in which
any two lines intersect in at most one point and any two points lie on at most one line.
Thus, the graph ΓS,n,q is necessarily C4-free.

Suppose that ΓS,n,q contains a θ3,t. This implies there exists a point vertex r and line
vertex ℓ between which there are t vertex-disjoint paths of length 3. Geometrically, this
implies that the linear representation of S contains a configuration consisting of a point
r, t lines which contain r, call them m1, m2, . . . , mt, all of which intersect the line ℓ in
our geometry, and such that r is not on ℓ. Note that the set of lines ℓ,m1, m2, . . . , mt all
pairwise intersect, and so no two can be parallel. Thus, in PG(n + 1, q), each of the lines
ℓ,m1, . . . , mt contains a distinct point in S.

Note that all of the lines of this configuration lie in a common plane, Π, the plane in
PG(n + 1, q) spanned by r and ℓ. Since Π is not contained in the hyperplane PG(n, q), it
intersects PG(n, q) in a line, call it ℓ∞. But this implies that there is a set of t+1 points in
S (one for each line ℓ,m1, . . . , mt) which lie on ℓ∞. Since we assumed any line in PG(n, q)
intersects S in at most t points, this is a contradiction. Thus ΓS,n,q is also θ3,t-free.

In [7], the authors obtained the following result. For completeness, we give an explicit
construction of such a set for all integers t ≥ 2 and prime powers q > t.

Theorem 2.3. Let q be a prime power and t > q be a positive integer. Then there exists

a subset S of points of PG(t+ 1, q) of size qt such that no t + 1 points of S lie on a line.

It is well-known that the field Fqt can be viewed as a vector space over Fq. Fix any
basis, α1, . . . , αt for Fqt over Fq. For each x in Fqt , denote by x|q the vector of the field
reduced elements of x. That is, x|q = (x1α1 + · · · + xtαt)|q = (x1, . . . , xt). Denote by N

the norm function from Fqt to Fq, i.e. N(x) = x(qt−1)/(q−1) = x · xq · xq2 · . . . · xqt−1

.
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Theorem 2.4. Let t ≥ 2 be a positive integer and q > t be a prime power. Then the set

S = {(1, x|q, N(x)) : x ∈ Fqt}

as a subset of points of PG(t + 1, q) contains no t + 1 points on a line.

Proof. We will omit the notation of field reduction to avoid getting bogged down in nota-
tion. Take any two vectors in S, call them (1, x, N(x)) and (1, y, N(y)). These two points
lie on some line in PG(t+1, q). We will count how many other points (1, z, N(z)) in S can
lie on this same line. If (1, z, N(z)) lies on the same line, it implies that the matrix





1 1 1
x y z

N(x) N(y) N(z)





has an element in its null space v = [a, b, c] with each a, b, c ∈ F
∗

q. Without loss of generality,
we assume c = −1. Thus we obtain a linear system

a+ b = 1,

ax+ by = z,

aN(x) + bN(y) = N(z).

This system implies that

aN(x) + (1− a)N(y) = N(ax + (1− a)y) (1)

Since x and y are fixed, that leaves a as the only variable. Since a ∈ Fq, then aq = a

and so expanding (1), we obtain a polynomial equation in a of degree t. In particular, the
largest degree term at has coefficient N(x − y) 6= 0. Observe that a = 0 and a = 1 are
both solutions to (1), which are not valid choices of a for us (since a, b 6= 0). Consequently,
there are at most t − 2 valid choices of a which solve (1). Each a determines a unique
z = ax+ (1− a)y, so any line contains at most t points of S.

Consequently, the linear representation of this set produces a biregular, unbalanced
bipartite graph with bipartition class sizes m = qt+2, n = q2t+1, and q2t+2 edges which is
{C4, θ3,t}-free. By an application of Bertrand’s postulate, we obtain that for each t, there
exists a constant ct such that

ctn
1+ 1

2t+1 ≤ ex(n, n
t+2

2t+1 , {C4, θ3,t}).

For each such t, the order of magnitude matches the upper bounds given in [5]. Thus we
prove Theorem 1.2

ex(n, n
t+2

2t+1 , {C4, θ3,t}) = Θ(n1+ 1

2t+1 ).
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