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Steiner triple systems with high discrepancy

Lior Gishboliner * Stefan Glock | Amedeo Sgueglia |

Abstract

In this paper, we initiate the study of discrepancy questions for combinatorial designs.
Specifically, we show that, for every fixed » > 3 and n = 1,3 (mod 6), any r-colouring of
the triples on [n] admits a Steiner triple system of order n with discrepancy Q(n?). This
is not true for r = 2, but we are able to asymptotically characterise all 2-colourings which
do not contain a Steiner triple system with high discrepancy. The key step in our proofs
is a characterization of 3-uniform hypergraphs avoiding a certain natural type of induced
subgraphs, contributing to the structural theory of hypergraphs.

1 Introduction

Discrepancy theory aims to answer the following question: Given a ground set €2 and a family
P C 29 does there exist an r-colouring of Q such that each set in P contains roughly the same
number of elements of each colour? Formally, let » > 2 be an integer and f : Q — [r] be
an r-colouring of €2. For a set P € P and a colour ¢, let ¢(P) := {z € P : f(z) = c¢}. The
discrepancy of P with respect to f is defined as Dy(P) := 7 - max ¢, (]c(P)| — @); the larger
Dy(P) is, the less balanced is the colouring of P. The discrepancy of the family P with respect
to f is then defined as maxp Dy (P).

Here we consider discrepancy for hypergraphs. In this setting, {2 is the edge set of a given
hypergraph G and P is a family of subgraphs of G. Two early results of this type are the works
of Erdés and Spencer [12] on the discrepancy of cliques in the complete graph, and of Erdds,
Fiiredi, Loebl and Sés [11] on the discrepancy of copies of a given spanning tree in the complete
graph. In the last few years, there has been a renewed interest in questions of this type. For
(2-uniform) graphs, there are by now discrepancy results for many different types of subgraphs,
such as perfect matchings and Hamilton cycles [2, 13, 16, 17], 1-factorisations [1], spanning
trees [17], H-factors [3, 8] and powers of Hamilton cycles [7]. More recently, the analogous
question has been studied in the context of hypergraphs for perfect matchings and Hamilton
cycles [4, 14, 15, 20, 24].

In this paper, we initiate this type of research for combinatorial designs, which form another
natural class of spanning hypergraphs. One of the most intensively studied objects in design
theory are Steiner triple systems, which also have connections and applications to other areas
such as coding theory, geometry, graph decompositions and group theory (see e.g. [9]).

A Steiner triple system (STS for short) of order n is a set S of 3-subsets of [n]| such that
every 2-subset of [n] is contained in exactly one of the triples of S. Hence, we view an STS
as a substructure of the complete 3-uniform hypergraph Kr(f’). Due to the required symmetry
condition with respect to the 2-subsets, they are much more complex than the previously studied
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substructures like perfect matchings and Hamilton cycles. In fact, even the existence question
is highly non-trivial. By a famous result of Kirkman [23], we know that a Steiner triple system
of order n exists if and only if n = 1,3 (mod 6). Given the multitude of results concerning dis-
crepancy problems for spanning graphs and hypergraphs, the following question suggests itself:
Assume that n = 1,3 (mod 6), and consider an r-colouring of the 3-subsets of [n] (corresponding
to the edges of Kq(f’)). Can we find a Steiner triple system of order n in which one of the colours
appears significantly more often than the average?

Recall that an STS of order n has (Z) /3 triples; therefore, by significant, we mean that
the discrepancy is ©(n?). In other words, we would like to have a colour appearing on at least

(% + Q(l)) (?%) edges of the STS. Perhaps surprisingly, the following construction gives a negative
answer to this question when r = 2.

Example 1.1. Partition [n] into two sets X and Y, and assign colour blue to all triples touching
both X and Y, and colour red to all the other triples. In an STS, every edge between X and Y
must be covered by a blue triple, and eve‘rynb}ue triple covers exactly two of these edges. H|en”ce|,
Xy X||Y
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in any STS, the number of blue triples is . Let us now choose the sizes of X,Y so that

is roughly half of the number of edges in an STS. Take | X| = L%nj, so | X| = %n —-0(1)

and |Y|=n—|X| = 3%@714— O(1). Then % =1.1(%) £ O(n), as required. Thus, in this

colouring, any STS has discrepancy O(n), i.e., is roughly balanced.

However, we can show that this is essentially the only 2-edge-colouring of K7(13) which does
not contain a Steiner triple system with high discrepancy.

Theorem 1.2. For every n > 0, there exists p > 0 such that the following holds for all suffi-
ciently large n with n = 1,3 (mod 6). Every 2-edge-colouring of K1(13) either contains a Steiner
triple system with discrepancy at least un®, or it can be obtained from the colouring in Fa-
ample 1.1 by switching the colour of at most nn? triples.

In contrast with the 2-colour case, when the number of colours is three or more, we can show
that a Steiner triple system with high discrepancy always exists.

Theorem 1.3. For all v € N with r > 3, there exists p > 0 such that the following holds for
all sufficiently large n with n = 1,3 (mod 6). Every r-edge-colouring of K7(L3) contains a Steiner
triple system with discrepancy at least pun?.

Organisation. Section 2 provides an overview of the various ideas we use to prove our main
theorems and collects a list of known tools. In Section 3 we state and prove our key structure
theorem for 2-edge-colourings of Ky(Lg). In Sections 4 and 5, we show its relevance for finding an
STS with high discrepancy. Section 6 contains the proofs of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3, and Section 7
consists of concluding remarks and further problems.

2 Proof overview and tools

2.1 Overview

In order to obtain an STS with high discrepancy, we will set aside a certain number of small
(edge-coloured) graphs, which we call gadgets. These will be used to boost the discrepancy. Let
us formalise this notion by defining the gadgets we are going to use.

A Pasch configuration is the 6-vertex 3-graph with edges 135, 146, 236, 245 (see the left draw-
ing in Figure 1). Let K§32)2 denote the complete 3-partite 3-graph with parts of size 2. Observe

that K%)Q edge-decomposes into two Pasch configurations: Indeed, suppose that the vertex set



of K§32)2 is [6] and the three parts are {1,2},{3,4} and {5,6}. Then {135, 146,236,245} and
{136,145,235,246} are two edge-disjoint Pasch configurations covering all the 8 edges of K§32)2
(see Figure 1). The crucial property is that both Pasch configurations have the same shadow!,
namely the 12 edges of K29 2. This means that if an STS contains one of the Pasch configura-
tions, then we can exchange it for the other Pasch configuration, while still having an STS. An
edge-coloured copy K of K§?2),2 is called a gadget if there is a colour ¢ such that the two Pasch
configurations decomposing K have a different number of edges in colour ¢. We will use gadgets
to manipulate the colour profile of an STS.

6
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Figure 1: The left figure shows a Pasch configuration. The two figures together show that
the edge set of the complete 3-partite 3-graph with parts {1, 2}, {3,4} and {5,6} decom-
poses into two Pasch configurations: {135,146, 236,245} (in green) and {136, 145, 235, 246}
(in brown).
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Consider an r-edge-colouring of K (with n = 1,3 (mod 6)). If we can find a collection K
of Q(n®) many gadgets, then we proceed as follows to show that the colouring contains an STS
with high discrepancy (c.f. Theorem 4.1). We first pass to a subcollection Z C K of gadgets
whose shadows are pairwise edge-disjoint and every vertex is contained in at most a small linear
number of gadgets from Z (this will be achieved by sampling every gadget independently with a
suitable probability). Now, consider the 2-graph obtained from K,, by removing the edges which
are in the shadow of a gadget in Z. This graph still has high minimum degree and thus its edge
set can be decomposed into triangles (c.f. Theorem 2.1). Considering these triangles as edges of

Kff’), we obtain a linear hypergraph? covering almost all edges of K,. Regardless of the colour
of the edges of this linear hypergraph, we can complete it to an STS with high discrepancy by
choosing, for each gadget in Z, the appropriate Pasch configuration.

However, there are edge-colourings of K7(L3) which do not even contain a single gadget: for
example, this is the case for the 2-edge-colouring described in Example 1.1, where we do not
put any condition on the sizes of X and Y (and in particular for a monochromatic colouring,
which corresponds to one of the sets X, Y being empty). As our main structural result (c.f. The-
orem 3.1), we will show that any 2-edge-colouring having few gadgets is close to the colouring
given by Example 1.1 (up to switching the two colours).

Thus, in the 2-colour case, we either find enough gadgets (and thus get an STS with high
discrepancy, via the argument described above), or we get a partition X,Y as in Example 1.1.
Now, if the sizes of X and Y differ significantly from those specified in Example 1.1 (i.e., if | X|/n

is far from both 3%/5 and 1 — 3%/3 = 3_—\/5), then significantly more than half of the edges
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of K,(L?’) have the same colour, in which case a random embedding of any given STS into K}f’)

is expected to have high discrepancy (c.f. Fact 2.2). Therefore the only case where we cannot
guarantee an STS with high discrepancy is when the colouring is close to the one in Example 1.1
(with the same sizes for X,Y’). This proves Theorem 1.2.

!The shadow of a 3-graph P is the set of all pairs of vertices which are contained in an edge of P.
2A hypergraph is linear if every two edges intersect in at most one vertex.



Finally, let us consider the case of r > 3 colours. Before discussing our strategy, we make
the following observation. Given an r-edge-colouring of KT(?), consider the 2-edge-colouring of
K,(f) obtained by identifying r — 1 of the r colours into one colour. Observe that if a copy
of K§32)2 is a gadget for this 2-colouring, then it is also a gadget for the original colouring.
Therefore we can simply refer to a gadget without specifying the colouring. To take advantage
of our structure theorem for 2-colourings, we consider the 2-edge-colourings of K,(LB) obtained by
identifying (r — 1)-subsets of colours. If one of these 2-colourings contains many gadgets, we are
done (as, by the observation above, these gadgets are gadgets for the original colouring as well).
Otherwise, by the above discussion, we know the structures of each of them quite precisely.
By comparing them, we will prove that all but at most two colours appear on only very few
edges. Overall, when r > 3, we always find Q(n%) gadgets unless one colour class is small
(c.f. Theorem 5.1). In both cases, this implies that we can find an STS with high discrepancy:
in the first case by the argument described at the beginning of this section, and in the second
case by embedding any given STS into K,(ls) at random.

2.2 Tools

A Kjs-decomposition of a (2-uniform) graph G is a partition of F(G) into triangles. Thus, an
STS is equivalent to a Ks-decomposition of K. Note that if G has a Ks-decomposition then
|E(G)| is divisible by 3 and all vertices of G have even degree. A graph having these properties
is called K3-divisible. Kirkman’s theorem can then be rephrased as stating that K,, admits a
K3-decomposition if and only if K, is Ks-divisible.

As described in the proof overview, our strategy relies on the use of gadgets. To make this
strategy work, it is crucial to be able to find a K3-decomposition of the graph obtained from K,
by removing the edges in the shadows of the gadgets. A famous conjecture of Nash-Williams [26]
asks for a minimum degree generalisation of Kirkman’s theorem and postulates that every Kjs-
divisible n-vertex graph with minimum degree at least 3n/4 has a Ks-decomposition. This is
still wide open, but the statement is known to be true if 3/4 is replaced by a larger constant,
which suffices for our purposes. The following minimum degree version of Kirkman’s theorem
was proved in [6] by reducing the problem to a fractional variant (see [5] for a short proof).

Theorem 2.1. For sufficiently large n, every Ks-divisible n-vertex graph G with 6(G) > 0.91n
has a triangle decomposition.

Given an r-edge-coloured K,S,3), finding an STS with high discrepancy is straightforward
when there is a colour used only few times. This is formalised in the following fact, for which
we provide a proof for completeness.

Fact 2.2. For every B > 0 and r € N with r > 2, there exists p > 0 such that the following holds
for every n with n = 1,3 (mod 6). Let KT(«LB') be r-edge-coloured and suppose that there exists a
colour ¢ such that the number of edges of colour ¢ is at most (% — 5) . (g) Then there exists a

Steiner triple system with discrepancy at least pun?.

Proof. Let u < (3,1/r, fix an arbitrary STS of order n and consider a random embedding into
K9 (i.e. a random bijection from its points to [n]). Then the expected number of triples of

(=8)() _ (1 1
)y =G h) s
the STS with at most (% — 5) . %(g) triples of colour ¢. By averaging over the other colours,

there exists ¢’ € [r] \ {c} such that S has at least

600460, 110

colour ¢ is at most %( (g) Therefore there exists an embedding S of

triples of colour ¢/, as desired. O



We will use the hypergraph removal lemma, first conjectured by Erdés, Frankl and Rodl [10],
then proved independently by Gowers [19] and Nagle, R6dl, Schacht and Skokan [25, 28, 29] and
later by Tao [30]. More precisely, we will use the induced hypergraph removal lemma, proved
by Rédl and Schacht [27].

Lemma 2.3 (Induced hypergraph removal lemma). For every finite family of k-graphs F and
every a > 0, there exist 6 > 0 and ng € N such that the following holds. Let H be a k-graph on
n > ng vertices. If for every F € F, H contains at most on®F) induced copies of F, then one
can change (add or delete) at most an® edges of H so that the resulting hypergraph contains no
induced copy of any member of F.

Finally, we need the following form of the Chernoff bound (see e.g. [21, Corollaries 2.3 and 2.4]).

Lemma 2.4 (Chernoff bound). Let X be the sum of independent Bernoulli random variables.
Then for every ¢ € (0,1) we have

P[|X - E[X]| > 6 E[X]| < 2exp (—fE[X]) .

Moreover, for every k > TE[X] we have P[X > k| < exp(—k).

3 Key structure theorem

In this section we establish our key structural result, characterizing 2-edge-colourings of KT(LS')
which have no (or only few) gadgets. Recall that a gadget is an edge-coloured copy K of K§32)2
for which there is a colour ¢ such that the two Pasch configurations decomposing K have a

different number of edges in colour c.

Theorem 3.1. For any o > 0, there is § > 0 such that for every n large enough, every 2-edge-
colouring of K7(L3) satisfies (at least) one of the following properties:

(1) There are at least 6n°® gadgets.

(2) There is a partition [n] = X UY such that after changing the colour of at most an? edges,
the following holds: All edges inside X and inside Y have the same colour, and all edges
intersecting both X and 'Y have the other colour.

To prove Theorem 3.1, it is enough to prove the following proposition, which makes the
stronger assumption that the 2-edge-colouring of K7(13) has no gadgets at all. We will then
combine this with the induced hypergraph removal lemma (Lemma 2.3) to deduce Theorem 3.1.

Proposition 3.2. In cvery 2-edge-colouring of K,(l?’) with no gadgets, there is a partition [n] =
X UY such that after changing the colour of O(n?) edges, the following holds: All edges inside X
and inside Y have the same colour, and all edges intersecting both X andY have the other colour.

We now give the quick derivation of Theorem 3.1 from Proposition 3.2 and Lemma 2.3.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Let F be the family of 6-vertex 3-graphs F' such that if the edges of F
are coloured red and the non-edges of F' are coloured blue, then this 2-colouring of Kég) contains

a gadget. Then a red/blue colouring of E (K,(lg)) has no gadgets if and only if the hypergraph H
of red edges is induced F-free. Choose ¢ > 0 such that Lemma 2.3 applies with k¥ = 3 and «/2
in place of .

Now consider any red/blue colouring of E(Kflg)), and let H be the hypergraph consisting
of the red edges. If the colouring has at least 6n® gadgets, we are done. Otherwise, H has at

most 0n® induced copies of 3-graphs from F. Hence, by Lemma 2.3, we can change the colour



of at most an?/2 edges of KT(L?’) to obtain a colouring having no induced copies of any F' € F,
and hence no gadgets. We can then apply Proposition 3.2 to this colouring. Overall, we have
changed the colour of at most an3/2 + O(n?) < an® edges, where the inequality holds since n
is large enough. O

We now move on to the proof of Proposition 3.2. We will consider edge-colourings f: E(K,) —
{0, £1}. In such a colouring, an unbalanced Cy4 consists of 4 distinct vertices a,b,c,d and the
edges ab, be, cd, da such that f(ab) + f(cd) # f(be) + f(ad). The following lemma characterizes
the structure of {0, £1}-edge-colourings of K,, with no unbalanced Cj.

Lemma 3.3. Let n > 50. Let f: E(K,) — {0,+1} with no unbalanced Cy. Then, after deleting
at most 8 vertices, one of the following holds:

(1) All edges have colour 0.

(2) There is a vertex-partition AUB such that all edges inside A have colour 1, all edges inside
B have colour —1, and all edges between A and B have colour 0.

Proof. Let My (resp. M_1) be a largest matching of edges of colour 1 (resp. —1). We first
claim that every edge inside V(M) is coloured with colour 1, and similarly for M_;. So let
ab,cd € M. If one of the edges between {a,b} and {c,d} has colour different from 1, then
we get an unbalanced Cy. Indeed, without loss of generality, suppose that f(bc) # 1. Then
f(ab) + f(ed) = 2 while f(be) + f(ad) < f(ad) <1, so a,b, c,d is an unbalanced Cy4. This shows
that Vi := V(M) is a clique in colour 1. Similarly, V_; := V(M_;) is a clique in colour —1.
Also, by the maximality of My, M_1, all edges inside V; := [n] \ (V4 U V_1) have colour 0.

Next, we claim that for all distinct «,5 € {0,£1}, all but at most 3n of the edges in
E(V4, V) have colour 0‘2& (Note that it could happen that 0‘2& ¢ {0,£1}.) Indeed, suppose
otherwise, i.e., that at least 3n + 1 of the edges in E(V,, V3) do not have this colour. Then, by
using the pigeonhole principle (over the colours) and the fact that any graph with more edges
than vertices has a matching of size 2, there exist two disjoint edges ab,cd € E(V,, V) such
that f(ab) = f(cd) =: v # # Without loss of generality, a,d € V, and b,c € V3. But now
flad) + f(bc) = a+ B # 2y = f(ab) + f(cd), meaning that a,b,c,d is an unbalanced Cy. This
proves our claim.

If « =0 and 8 € {£1}, then O‘—Jz“g is not an integer, so no edge can have colour O‘Tw This
means that |Vp| - |Vi| < 3n and |Vp| - |[VZ1| < 3n. So [Vp|(n — |Vo|) < 6n. Hence, |Vo| < 6 or
n — Vo] <6 (using n > 50). In the latter case, after deleting the at most 6 vertices in [n] \ Vp,
all remaining edges have colour 0, meaning that Item 1 in the lemma holds.

Suppose now that |Vy| < 6. Delete the vertices of Vy. Set A := V; and B := V_; \ V7,
so that A, B are disjoint. By the same argument as above, there is no matching of size 3 in
E(A, B) whose edges have colours 1 or —1 only. Indeed, otherwise, by the pigeonhole principle,
there would be two edges between A and B with the same colour v # 0, and this would give an
unbalanced C4. By the Konig-Egervary theorem, we can delete at most 2 vertices such that in
the remaining graph, all edges between A and B have colour 0. Thus, Item 2 in the lemma holds.

O

We also need the following result concerning 2-edge-colourings of K,(f’). Given (not necessarily
disjoint) A, B,C C [n], we say that an edge abc is of type ABC if a € A,b € B,ce C.

Lemma 3.4. Let x be a 2-edge-colouring of K and let A,B,C C [n] with |Al,|B|,|C| > 360.
Suppose that every two of the sets A, B,C are disjoint or equal. Also, suppose that there are at
least m edges of type ABC' in each colour. Then there exists Z € {A, B,C} such that there are

at least ”&Lg' pairs of edges e, e’ of type ABC with x(e) # x(€/), [eNne|=2 andeNe C Z.




Proof. Let the two colours be red and blue, and assume that red is the smallest colour class with
respect to edges of type ABC'. Every time we consider an edge, it is implicitly assumed that it
is of type ABC, and we denote by e(A, B, C') the number of edges of this type. We first consider
pairs of edges f = abe, f' = d'b/d witha,d’ € A, b,b € B, ¢,d € C, x(f) # x(f) and fNnf' =0.
Then the number of such pairs is at least m - (% —|A||B|—|B||C| - |AHC’]> >m- %.
Indeed, we have at least m choices to choose a red edge, and for each such choice, we then
have to choose a blue edge which is vertex-disjoint from the chosen red one. There are at least

w blue edges, and at most |A||B| + |B||C| + | A||C] of them intersect the chosen red edge.
Moreover, 6(A,2B,C) > \AI(\B\—112)(|C|—2) > IAHQB;HC\ and

e(4,B,C) [AllBlIC]

AABE \aisl - Blor - 1a)er = PPN 451 - 1iic) - 40

11 1 1 |A||B||C]
> |A||B — - ) >
= |4l HC’(M IC] A yB|>— 30

where we used that |Al,|B|, |C| > 360.

Now, fix a pair f, f’ as above. Consider the 4 edges f1 = f = abe, fo = abd, f3 = ab/'d, fy =
[ =dVd. Then |f; N fitz1] = 2 for every 1 < i < 3. As x(f1) # x(f1), there must exist
1 < i < 3 with x(fi) # x(fix1). Note that if i = 1 then f; A fiy1 = {¢,c}, if i = 2 then
fi A fiyn ={b,0'}, and if i = 3 then f; A fit1 = {a,d’}. Therefore, in any case, f; A fiy1 C Z

for some Z € {A, B,C'}. This shows that there are at least %mmgfnq = m|A3|£|\C| vertex sets

of size six which contain a pair of edges e, e’ with x(e) # X(Z’), lene'l=2and e Ae' C Z for
some Z € {A, B,C}. The factor of 2- (g)_l accounts for the fact that each such 6-set is counted
at most % . (g) times.

By averaging, there exists Z € {A, B,C} such that for at least % of the 6-sets
considered above it holds that e A ¢/ C Z. Suppose that Z = A; the other cases (i.e., Z = B or
Z = () are analogous. Each pair e,e’ with [eNe/| =2 and e A e’ C A is contained in at most
|B||C| vertex sets of size six with two vertices from each part, where we used the assumption
that any two of the sets A, B,C are disjoint or equal. Hence, the number of pairs e, e’ with
x(e) # x(e), lene| =2and e A e’ C Ais at least

m|A[|B||C|/900  m|A|

1B||C| 900

We are now ready to prove Proposition 3.2.

Proof of Proposition 3.2. We may and will assume that n is large enough. Let y : E(Kq({g’)) —
{0,1} be a 2-edge-colouring of K with no gadgets. For distinct vertices z,y € [n], let fuy
be the function fy,, : ([”]\{25':’9}) — {0, %1} given by fzy(uv) = x(zuv) — x(yuv). Thus, fzy is a
colouring with colours 0,41 of the (2-uniform) clique on the n — 2 vertices [n] \ {z,y}. Also,
observe that f;y, = —fy.. We first claim that f;, has no unbalanced Cj. Indeed, let a,b,c,d €

[n] \ {z,y} be distinct vertices. Consider the copy of K§?2),2 with parts {z,y}, {a,c}, {b,d}.
The two Pasch configurations decomposing this copy are P, = {zab, zcd, yad, ybc} and Py =
{yab, ycd, vad, zbc}. Since there is no gadget, we have »  .p x(e) = > .cp, X(e). On the
other hand,

0=> x(e)= > xle)= > (x(zuw)—x(yuww))— > (x(zw) - x(yw))

ecP; echPs uve{ab,cd} uve{bc,ad}
= D falw)= 3 fulw).
uve{ab,cd} uve{bc,ad}



S0 fay(ab) + foy(cd) = fuy(bc) + foy(ad). This shows that f,, has no unbalanced Cy, as claimed.
By Lemma 3.3 (applied to fgy), there is a set Sz, C [n] \ {z,y} of size at most 8 such that
after deleting Sy, the colouring f;, satisfies one of the following:

1. All edges have colour 0.

2. There is a vertex-partition A,, U By, such that all edges inside A, have colour 1, all edges
inside By, have colour —1, and all edges between A, and B, have colour 0.

The pair zy is called even if Item 1 holds and odd if Item 2 holds. Note that xy is even (resp. odd)
if and only if yz is even (resp. odd). Also, if 2y is odd, we may assume that A,, = B, and
By, = Agy.

Claim 1. Let x,y,z € [n] be distinct vertices. If xy and yz have the same parity (i.e., both are
even or both are odd) then xz is even. If xy and yz have different parity then xz is odd.

Proof. Note that restricted to (["]\{g’y’z}), we have fy, = fuy + fyz. Indeed, for every distinct
u,v € [n]\ {z,y, 2}, it holds that

frz(wv) = x(zuv) — x(2uv) = (X (ruv) — x(yw)) + (X (yuv) — X (2uv)) = foy(uv) + fyz(uv).

Delete the (at most 17) vertices in Sg, U Sy, U {y}. Suppose first that zy, yz are even. Then
fay(uv) = fy-(uv) = 0 for any two remaining vertices u,v and fy.(uv) = foy(uv) + fy-(uv) = 0.
This means that f,. = fzy + fy. cannot satisfy Item 2, so it must satisfy Item 1 and hence
xz is even. Suppose now that xy, yz have different parity, say xy is odd and yz is even. Then
for every u,v € Agy or u,v € Byy, we have fy.(uv) = foy(uv) + fy.(uv) € {£1}. This means
that f,, cannot satisfy Item 1, so it must satisfy Item 2 and xz is odd. Finally, suppose that
xy,yz are both odd. One of the four sets A,y N Ay, Azy N By, By N Ay, By N By, has size at
least =27, For any two u,v in this set, fy,(uv), fy.(w) € {£1} and thus f,.(uv) =0 (mod 2).
This means that xz cannot satisfy Item 2 (because in that case the edges with colour 0 form a
bipartite graph), so xz is even. O

Claim 1 implies that the even pairs induce cliques (since if zy and yz are even, then xz is
even) and that the number of disjoint even cliques is at most 2 (since if zy and yz are odd, then
xz is even). In other words, there is a partition of [n] into X UY such that every pair of vertices
which is fully contained in X or fully contained in Y is even, and every other pair is odd. We
will show that either X UY or [n] U0 is the desired partition.

We start by proving that almost all edges of any given type have the same colour. There are
four edge types: XX X (i.e., edges entirely contained in X); X XY (i.e., edges with two vertices
in X and one in Y); and similarly YY X and YYVY.

Claim 2.  There exist colours c1,ca,c3,cq € {0,1} such that all but at most 108|X|? edges of
type X X X have colour cy1, all but at most 10%| X |n edges of type X XY have colour ca, all but
at most 10%|Y|n edges of type XYY have colour c3, and all but at most 103|Y|? edges of type
YYY have colour ca.

Proof. We start with the edges of type XX X and let m := 108X |2. First note that we can
assume |X| > 360, as otherwise the total number of edges inside X is smaller than m. We
upper-bound the number of pairs of edges e,/ C X with x(e) # x(¢/) and [eNne€'| = 2, as
follows. Write e := zuv, e’ := x'uv. We first choose z,z’. Since zz’ is even, if u,v ¢ S,/ then
fzer(uv) = 0 and hence x(zuv) = x(2'uv). Therefore we must have u € S, or v € S;,r, and
thus there are at most 8| X| choices of uv (because |S,,/| < 8). Hence, the total number of pairs
of edges e, ¢’ C X with x(e) # x(¢’) and |eNé’| = 2 is at most ('*)2(‘) 81X | < %. By Lemma 3.4
(applied on input A = B = C' = X)), there must be ¢; € {0,1} such that all but at most m of
the edges of type X X X have colour ¢;.



We now move to edges of type X XY and let m’ := 108/ X|n. As before, we can assume
| X1,]Y] > 360. We bound the number of pairs of edges e,€’ of type X XY with x(e) # x(¢'),
lene|=2and e Ae’ CY, as follows. Write e := yuv, e’ := y'uv with u,v € X and y,y € Y.
We first choose y,%'. Since yy' is even, in order to have x(e) # x(€'), we must have u € Sy, or
v € Sy, and thus there are at most 8| X| choices of uv (because |S,,/| < 8). Hence, the number
of pairs of edges e, of type XXY with x(e) # x(¢/), [ene/| =2 and e A e’ CY is at most
(|Y|) 81X < B ‘Y| . By the same argument, the number of pairs of edges e, €’ of type X XY with

x(e) # x(e), lene'| =2 and e A e’ C X is at most ('*)2(‘) 8n < |X‘ . Therefore, by Lemma 3.4
(applied on input A = B =X and C =Y), there must be ¢ € {O 1} such that all but at most
m’ of the edges of type X XY have colour cs.

The two remaining types YY X and YYY are symmetric. [l

If | X| < 10'2, then the number of edges touching X is at most |X|n? < 10'2n2. We may
then recolour these O(n?) edges, as well as at most O(n?) other edges (using Claim 2), to obtain
a colouring for which the assertion of the proposition holds (for the partition X UY'). Thus, we
may assume that | X| > 10'? and similarly [Y| > 102

An edge of type X X X (resp. X XY, XYY, YYY)is called good if it has colour ¢ (resp. ca, 3, ¢c4).
Otherwise, the edge is bad. Sample a set S of six distinct vertices, three from X and three from
Y, uniformly at random. We claim that with positive probability, all (g) = 20 edges inside S are

good. Indeed let e be an edge of K,(f) with ¢ vertices in X and 3 — i vertices in Y (so 0 < i < 3).
The probability that e C S is

(55 (g
CORENCY

Using Claim 2, the expected number of bad edges e C S of type XX X is at most 10%X|? -
729X |73 < 1/4 (where the inequality uses that | X| > 10'?). By symmetry, the expected number
of bad edges e C S of type YYVY is less than 1/4. Similarly, the expected number of bad edges
e C S of type X XY is at most 108X |n - 729|X|~2|Y|~! < 1/4 (using that, since | X|, |Y| > 10'2
and n is large, we have | X| - |Y| > 10'2(n — 10'?) > 10'2n/2). By symmetry, the same holds for
edges of type XYY. By linearity of expectation, the total number of bad edges e C S is less
than 1, and hence there is an outcome in which all edges in S are good.

Fix a set S for which this holds and write SN X =: {z1,22,23} and SNY =: {y1,y2,y3}.
Let Py := {z12223, T1Y2Y3, Y1T2Y3, Y1y2x3} and Py := {x122y3, T1y2x3, Y1223, Y1y2y3 }. Observe
that P; and Ps are two edge-disjoint Pasch configurations, P; has exactly one edge of colour
c1 and three edges of colour c3, while Py has exactly one edge of colour ¢4 and three edges of

) o
) < 729\ X YR

colour c3. Moreover P; U Py is a copy of K§32)2 with parts {z;,y;} for i = 1,2,3. Observe that
in order for this copy to not be a gadget, we must have ¢; = ¢4 and ¢ = c3.

If ¢1 # c9, then the partition X U Y satisfies the assertion of the proposition. Otherwise,
€1 = ¢y = c3 = ¢4 =: ¢, and all but at most 4 - 108n? edges of Kr([g) have colour ¢, so we can take
the partition [n] U 0. O

4 From many gadgets to high discrepancy

In this section, we prove that if a colouring of E(K,(lg)) contains many gadgets, then it admits a
Steiner triple system with high discrepancy.

Theorem 4.1. For every r € N with r > 2 and § > 0, there exist ng € N and p > 0 such
that for every n > ng with n = 1,3 (mod 6) the following holds. Consider an r-edge-colouring

of Ky(f)’) and assume that there exists a collection of 6n® gadgets. Then there is a Steiner triple

system with at least % . %(g) + pn? triples of the same colour.
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Proof. Let € := 107° and assume n is sufficiently large with n = 1,3 (mod 6). Let K denote

the collection of at least 6n® gadgets. Recall that the shadow of a 3-uniform hypergraph P

is the (2-uniform) graph consisting of all pairs which are contained in some edge of P. Also,

two graphs are edge-disjoint if they share no edges. We refine K to a subcollection containing

quadratically many gadgets, which do not use the same vertex too much, and whose shadows are

pairwise edge-disjoint. We will do so by sampling the gadgets with an appropriate probability.
We first show that, for p := en™*, there exists J C K such that the following hold:

(P1) [T1 = [Klp/2;

(P2) denoting by ) the set of pairs of gadgets of J whose shadows are not edge-disjoint, we
have |Y| < |K|p/100;

(P3) every vertex of K7(13) is contained in at most 7en gadgets of 7.

Let J be obtained from I by sampling each gadget with probability p, independently. We
show that with positive probability all the properties (P1), (P2) and (P3) hold. First, note that
E[|J]] = |K|-p > en? and thus, by the Chernoff bound (Lemma 2.4), we have | 7| > |K|p/2

with probability at least 0.9. Next, observe that there are at most n* copies of K§32)2 in K,(LS)
3)

whose shadow contains a given (2-uniform) edge, and that the shadow of Ké 99 contains 12
edges. Therefore, given a gadget K, there are at most 12n* other gadgets whose shadow shares
an edge with K. Tt follows that E[|V|] < |K| - (12n?) - p? < 12|K|pe and, by Markov’s inequality,
P[Y| > |K|p/100] < 1200 < 0.1. Finally, given v € V(K,(lg)), let X, be the collection of
gadgets of J containing the vertex v. Then E[|X,|] < n®-p = en, using that there are at most
n® copies of K§32)2 in K,(L?’) containing v. Then, using the second part of Lemma 2.4, we have
P[| X,| > 7Ten] < exp(—T7en), and by a union bound over the n vertices, with probability at least
0.9, we have |X,| < 7en for every v € V(K,(f’)). Overall, this proves the existence of a suitable
J C K.

Let J C K satisfy the properties (P1)—(P3) and define Z by removing from J all gadgets
appearing in a pair in ). Then |Z| > |K|p/3 > den?/3, the shadows of the gadgets in T are
pairwise edge-disjoint and every vertex of K7(13) is contained in at most 7en gadgets of 7.

Let G be the n-vertex (2-uniform) graph obtained from K, by removing the edges which
are in the shadow of a gadget in Z. Since we remove 12 (2-uniform) edges per gadget, e(G)
is divisible by 3. Moreover, for each gadget and each vertex v contained in the gadget, we
remove exactly 4 edges adjacent to v and, since the shadows of the gadgets in Z are pairwise
edge-disjoint, the removed edges adjacent to v are distinct for distinct gadgets. Therefore G is
Ks-divisible and 6(G) > n—1—4-7en > 0.91n. It follows from Theorem 2.1 that G has a
triangle decomposition 7. Observe that the number of triples in T is exactly

() — 12/7]
3 .
We now show that by choosing the appropriate Pasch configuration in each gadget of Z,

Tl = (4.1)

we get an STS with high discrepancy. Note that each Pasch configuration in a K§32)2 forms a
triangle decomposition of the shadow of the K§32)2 Hence, choosing a Pasch configuration for
each gadget completes the triangle-decomposition 7 of G to an STS.

Let [r] be the colour-set of E(KS’)). For each gadget I € Z and colour ¢ € [r], let I, be the

largest number of edges in colour ¢ among the two Pasch configurations of I. We claim that

Y I>s (4.2)

c€|r]

Indeed, let P;, P, be the two Pasch configurations in I, and let a. (resp. b.) be the number of
edges of colour ¢ in P (resp. P;). Then I. = max(ac,b.), so I. > %b“. Also, since [ is a
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gadget, there is a colour ¢* with ac # ber, and so I« > % It follows that Zce[r} I. >

i > cepr(@c +be) = $(e(P1) + e(P,)) = 4, implying (4.2).

For each colour ¢ € [r], let T, be the number of triples of colour ¢ in 7. By choosing for
each I € 7 the Pasch configuration with I. edges of colour ¢, we get a Steiner triple system with
S.:=1T,+ ZIGI 1. edges in colour c. We have

12| den?
S s= Y ey e W -y () vz 5(5) « 5

celr] celr] celr) 1€

where the first inequality uses (4.1) and (4.2). By averaging, there is a colour ¢ € [r] such that

S>1 1n+55n2
= 13\2 3 |’

which proves the theorem with p := (d¢)/(3r). O

5 Edge-colourings with more than two colours

Here we use the structure theorem (Theorem 3.1) to show that for » > 3, if an r-edge-colouring
of KT(L3) does not have many gadgets, then all but at most two colour classes are tiny.

Theorem 5.1. Let r € N with r > 3 and ¢ > 0. Then there exists 6 > 0 such that for every
r-edge-colouring of KT({O’), (at least) one of the following properties holds:

(1) There are two colours c*,d* such that at most (n® edges have colour different from c*, d*;
(2) There are at least 6n°® gadgets.

Proof. Fix a new constant a such that § < o < (,1/r. Let the colour-set be [r] and assume
that Item (2) in the statement of the theorem does not hold, i.e. that K7(l3) contains less than
onb gadgets. For a colour ¢ € [r], let x. : E(KT(L?’)) — {e¢, ¢} be the colouring of K which
identifies the colours in [r]\ {¢} into one (new) colour ¢. ILe., x.(e) = cif x(e) = c and x.(e) =¢
otherwise. Then Y. has less than én® gadgets, because a gadget in x. is also a gadget in the
original colouring. Hence, by Theorem 3.1, there is a partition [n] = X. U Y, such that after
changing the colours of at most an® edges, all edges inside X and Y have colour a., and all
edges intersecting both X, and Y, have colour b., where {a.,b.} = {c,¢}. We call a. the colour
inside the parts X, Y., and b, the colour across the partition (X, Ye).

In particular, by considering the Venn diagram of the partitions (X, YC)CE[T] and averaging,
we get a set Z of size at least n/2" such that Z C X, or Z C Y, for each ¢ € [r]. By averaging,
there is a colour ¢* such that at least %(‘g ‘) > 2an? edges inside Z have colour ¢*. Therefore ¢*
is the colour inside the part X .~ and Y+, that is a~ = ¢*. If | X+| < (n/2, then the number of
edges of colour different from ¢* (in x. and thus in the original colouring of KS’)) is at most
| X [n? + an?® < (n?/2 +an® < (n?, so Item (1) in the statement of the theorem holds (in fact,
all colour classes but one are tiny). Similarly, Item (1)
now on, we can assume |Xg-|, |Yer| > (n/2.

The number of edges of colour distinct from ¢* (in x.+ and thus in the original colouring) is

at least
X* }* X* . }* . —2
<| 26|>'|Yc*|+|Xc*|'(|2C|>—om3:’ || 62| (n )—om3

> (n3/16 — an® > (n3/20,
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where we used that |Xe«| + |Yer| = n, |Xex|,|Yer| > (n/2 and so |Xe| - |Yer| > (n%/4. By
averaging, there is a colour d* € [r] \ {¢*} such that the number of edges of colour d* is at least
¢n3/(20r).

We now show that d* is the colour across in x4+. (In fact, the same argument shows that
for any d € [r] \ {c¢*}, d is the colour across in x4.) Let A := X N Xg+, B := X« N Yy,
C :=YexNXg and D := Y« NYy+. Then at least one of these four sets has size at least n/4.
Without loss of generality, suppose that |A| > n/4. Since A C X+ and a.~ = ¢*, the number of
edges of colour ¢* inside A is at least (“g‘) — an® > 2an3. Since d* % c¢* and A C X4+, then d*
cannot be the colour inside the parts in x4+, as wanted.

Moreover, we must have | Xg«|, |[Yy<| > (n/(5r) as otherwise, by a similar calculation as above,
the number of edges of colour d* would be at most (‘Xg* ‘) Y |+ | Xg= |- ('Yg* ‘) +an3 < ¢(n?/(20r),
contradicting the choice of d*. Next, we show that the partitions (X, Y+) and (Xg4+, Yy+) do
not differ too much, in the following sense.

Claim 3. Let m :=(n/(10r). We have |A| < m or |B| < m. Similarly, |C| < m or |D| < m.

Proof. We only prove the first statement, the second one can be proved similarly. So suppose
by contradiction that |A|, |B| > m. As bg= = d*, the number of the edges across (A, B) of colour
d* is at least (";') -|B] — an3 > 2an3. On the other hand, as AU B C X, and a.~ = c*, all but
at most an? of the edges inside A U B have colour c¢*, a contradiction. U

As already mentioned, we can assume that |A| > n/4. Then, by Claim 3, |B| < (n/(10r).
Since BU D = Yy« and |Yy+| > (n/(5r), we must have |D| > (n/(10r). Therefore, again by
Claim 3, we have |C| < (n/(10r). Then |BUC| < {n/(5r) and the number of edges touching
BUC is at most |[BUC/|-n? < ¢n3/(5r). As ae = c*, all but an® of the edges inside A and
inside D have colour ¢*. Also, as bg = d*, all but at most an? of the edges across (A, D) have
colour d*. This means that the number of edges whose colour is neither ¢* nor d* is at most
2an® + ¢n3/(5r) < (n®. In particular, Item (1) in the statement of the theorem holds. O

6 Proofs of main theorems

We are now ready to prove our main theorems, concerning Steiner triple systems with high
discrepancy in r-edge-colourings of K}(l?’). We start with the case r > 3.

Proof of Theorem 1.53. Let r > 3 and 1/n < p < 0 < (,1/r. Let K® be edge-coloured in [r].
Then by Theorem 5.1, there exists a colour ¢ such that the number of edges of colour c is at
most (n3, or there are at least dn® gadgets. In the first case, the result follows from Fact 2.2.
In the second case, we conclude using Theorem 4.1. O

Finally, we move to the case r = 2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Given 7, define new constants such that
In<p<gdi<a<spfLy<Lnl/r.

Let KT(LS) be 2-edge-coloured. By Theorem 3.1, there are at least 6n® gadgets or there is a
partition [n] = X UY such that after changing the colour of at most an® edges, which we
call the bad edges, all edges inside X or inside Y have the same colour, say red, and all edges
intersecting both X and Y have the other colour, say blue. In the first case (i.e., if there are at
least n% gadgets), Theorem 4.1 immediately gives an STS with discrepancy at least pn?.
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In the second case, we consider the sizes of X and Y. Put z := | X|/n, so |Y| = (1—x)n. Put
2 := 23+ (1 — )3, Then the number? of red edges in K s (z+0(1))(3) £an® = (z+7a)(}).
Hence, if [z — 1/2| > 28, then, as 3> «, the number of red edges is at least (1/2+ 3)(}) or at
most (1/2 — 3)(3). Now Fact 2.2 gives an STS with discrepancy at least pn?.

. 3£V3
Suppose now that |z —1/2| < 2. The solutions to 2% + (1 —2)3 = 1/2 are x = T\[ € [0,1].
By continuity, and as § < «, we have that |z — %] <~yor|r— %| < ~. These two cases

are symmetric (by replacing x with 1 — ), so assume that |z — 3+TY§| < ~. Then, by moving
O(vyn) vertices between X and Y, we can make sure that | X| = L%nj By recolouring the
edges touching the moved vertices, as well as the at most an® bad edges, we obtain that all
edges inside X and inside Y are red and all edges intersecting both X, Y are blue. As o,y < 7,
this recolours at most nn® edges. After this recolouring, we have the construction given by

Example 1.1, as required. O

7 Concluding remarks

It would be interesting to extend our results to general designs. Given k,¢ € N, a (k, ¢)-Steiner
system of order m is a set S of k-subsets of [n] such that every f-subset of [n] is contained
in exactly one of the sets of S. Thus, an STS corresponds to (k,¢) = (3,2). When general
Steiner systems exist was a long-standing open problem, until finally settled by Keevash [22],
who showed that they exist whenever n is sufficiently large and satisfies a necessary “divisibility
condition”. An alternative proof of Keevash’s result and a minimum degree version analogous
to Theorem 2.1 was proved in [18]. In the following, we will always assume that n is such that
a (k,£)-Steiner system of order n exists. It would be interesting to understand for which values

)

of k, ¢, r it holds that every r-edge-colouring of Kff contains a (k, £)-Steiner system of order n
with high discrepancy.

A natural starting point would be to generalize Example 1.1 as follows. Let & > 3, and
partition [n] into k — 1 sets X1,..., X;_1. Assign colour blue to all k-sets which intersect all of
the sets X1, ..., Xk_1, and colour red to all other k-sets. Every (k—1)-subset in Xy x -+ x X
must be covered by a blue k-set, and every blue k-set covers exactly two (k — 1)-subsets in
X1 X -+ X Xg_1. Therefore, the number of blue k-sets in any (k, k — 1)-Steiner system is always

M Unfortunately, for £ > 4, one cannot choose the sizes of X71,..., X;_1 such that

is roughly half the number of edges of a (k, k—1)-Steiner system. Indeed, a (k, k—1)-

Steiner system has % edges, whereas the AM-GM inequality gives | X1|-.. .| Xp_1| < (%)L

k—1
As (k_ll)k,l < (k:—ll)!k for k > 4, this means that L;Xk_ll is always strictly less than half the
number of edges in a (k, k — 1)-Steiner system.

This suggests the possibility that for & > 4, every 2-edge-colouring (and also r-edge-colouring

| X o X
2

for r > 3) of Kfzk) has a (k,k — 1)-Steiner system with high discrepancy. One way to try and
prove this would be to generalize our approach in this paper. The suitable generalization of a
gadget is as follows. Consider a copy K of Kékz)Q (the complete k-partite k-graph with parts of
size 2). Let {a1,b1},...,{ag,br} be the parts of K, let A := {a1,...,ar} and B := {b1,..., by},
and let P := {e € E(K) : |[eN A| even} and P := E(K)\ Py ={e € E(K) : [en A| odd}. It
is easy to see that each (k — 1)-tuple in the shadow of K belongs to exactly one edge of P, and
exactly one edge of P».* We say that K is a gadget if there is a colour ¢ such that Py, P, have
a different number of edges of colour ¢. One can show that if a 2-edge-colouring of K,(Lk) has
Q(n?F) gadgets, then there exists a (k, k — 1)-Steiner system with high discrepancy. We wonder
if the following analogue of Proposition 3.2 is true.

3We use the notation a = b=+ ¢ to mean that b — ¢ < a < b+ c.
4In the case k = 3, P1, P> are Pasch configurations.
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Problem 7.1. Is the following true? If a 2-edge-colouring of Kq(f) has no gadgets, then there is
a partition [n] = Xj U--- U Xj_1 such that, after changing the colour of o(n*) edges, all edges
which intersect all of the sets X7,..., X;_; have the same colour, and all other edges have the
other colour.
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