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Abstract

Let r ≥ 2 be an integer. The real number α ∈ [0, 1] is a jump for r if there exists a
constant c > 0 such that for any ǫ > 0 and any integer m ≥ r, there exists an integer
n0(ǫ,m) satisfying any r-uniform graph with n ≥ n0(ǫ,m) vertices and density at
least α+ ǫ contains a subgraph with m vertices and density at least α+ c. A result of
Erdős, Stone and Simonovits implies that every α ∈ [0, 1) is a jump for r = 2. Erdős
asked whether the same is true for r ≥ 3. Frankl and Rödl gave a negative answer by
showing that 1 − 1

lr−1 is not a jump for r if r ≥ 3 and l > 2r. After that, more non-
jumps are found using a method of Frankl and Rödl. In this note, we show a method
to construct maps f : [0, 1] → [0, 1] that preserve non-jumps, if α is a non-jump for
r given by the method of Frankl and Rödl, then f(α) is also a non-jump for r. We
use these maps to study hypergraph Turán densities and answer a question posed by
Grosu.

1 Introduction

For an integer r ≥ 2 an r-uniform hypergraph (henceforth r-graph) H is a collection
of r-subsets of some finite set V . Let d(H) = |H|/

(|V (H)|
r

)
denote the density of H.

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

(
n
r

)
; the existence of the limit was established in [12].

Determining ex(n,F), which is perhaps the central topic in extremal combinatorics, is
closely related to jumps. Let r ≥ 2 be an integer. The real number α ∈ [0, 1] is a jump
for r if there exists a constant c > 0 such that for any ǫ > 0 and any integer m ≥ r, there
exists an integer n0(ǫ,m) satisfying any r-graph with n ≥ n0(ǫ,m) vertices and density at
least α + ǫ contains a subgraph with m vertices and density at least α + c. For graphs,
the classical Erdős-Stone-Simonovits Theorem [6, 7] determined the Turán numbers of
all non-bipartite graphs asymptotically, which implies that every α ∈ [0, 1) is a jump for
r = 2. For r ≥ 3, Erdős [4] proved that every α ∈ [0, r!/rr) is a jump for r and conjectured
that
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Conjecture 1.1. Every α ∈ [0, 1) is a jump for every r ≥ 2.

The conjecture was disproved by Frankl and Rödl [9] by showing that 1 − 1/(lr − 1) is
not a jump for r if r ≥ 3 and l > 2r. After that, more non-jumps were found. Frankl,
Peng, Rödl and Talbot [8] showed that 5r!

2rr is a non-jump for r ≥ 3, and for any integer

s ≥ 1 and l ≥ 9s+6 the number 1− l
3 +

3s+2
l2

is a non-jump for r = 3. Recently, Yan and

Peng [23] show that 54r!
25rr is a non-jump for r ≥ 3 and this is the smallest known non-jump

number. Meanwhile, they gave infinitely many irrational non-jumps for every r ≥ 3 in
the same paper. For more non-jump results, please refer to [15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21].
A well-known open question of Erdős [5] is that whether r!/rr is a jump for r ≥ 3 and
what is the smallest non-jump number? Baber and Talbot [1] showed that every α ∈
[0.2299, 0.2316) ∪ [0.2871, 8/27) is a jump for r = 3. However, both questions still remain
open.

The above results about non-jumps depends on a approach given by Frankl and Rödl
[9]: First, construct a sequence of r-graph (Gt)

∞
t=1 (call it non-jump r-graph sequence in

Section 2) each of whose Lagrangian is greater than α/r!, then choose a specific graph
Gt such that the Lagrangian of its induced subhypergraphs with fixed vertices is at most
α/r!, at last use a lemma given by Frankl and Rödl [9] to get a contradiction, call it
Frankl-Rödl method. In this note, we show a method to construct infinitely many maps
f : [0, 1] → [0, 1] that preserve non-jumps and prove that

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that r ≥ 3 is an integer and α is a known non-jump for r given
by the Frankl-Rödl method. Then we can generate infinitely many reals f(α) which are
non-jumps for r.

The method used in the proof of Theorem 1.2 is motivated by Liu and Pikhurko [14], who
defined an operation of patterns to study hypergraph Turán densities. We will define the
union of two patterns and show that the resulting pattern still preserves some properties
of the original one. It also has applications in hypergraph Turán densities. Now, we list
one. For every integer r ≥ 2, define

Π
(r)
fin := {π(F) : F is a finite family of r-graphs} , and

Π(r)
∞ := {π(F) : F is a (possibly infinite) family of r-graphs} .

Grosu [11] asked the following question.

Question 1.3 (see Grosu [11]). For any r ≥ 3 find a polynomial f ∈ Q[x] such that for
any Turán density x for r-graphs, f(x) is also a Turán density for r-graphs.

In fact, the arguments in [11] with a minor modification imply that 1 − 1−a
2r−1 ∈ Π

(r)
∞ if

a ∈ Π
(r)
∞ . We generalize this by showing

Theorem 1.4. For an integer r ≥ 2, if a ∈ Π
(r)
∞ , then 1 − 1−a

mr−1 ∈ Π
(r)
∞ for each integer

m ≥ 2.

We remark that if α is a non-jump for r, then for any constant c > 0 there exists a Turán
density γ such that γ ∈ (α,α + c]. By Theorem 1.2 and the fact that f(x) = 1− 1−x

mr−1 is
a linear strictly monotone increasing function on [0, 1], we have

Corollary 1.5. If α is a non-jump for r, then for each integer m ≥ 2, 1− 1−α
mr−1 is also a

non-jump for r.
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The rest of the paper is organized as follow. In Section 2 we introduce some preliminary
definitions and results about patterns, and define the union of patterns. In Section 3, we
give a property of the union of two patterns and prove Theorem 1.2. In Section 4, we
prove Theorem 1.4.

2 Pattern and the union

2.1 Pattern

In this subsection, we introduce some preliminary definitions and results about patterns.
Pikhurko [22] defined patterns to study the possible hypergraph Turán densities. In this
note, we give the special case of patterns. The general case can be found in [22]. Let r ≥ 2
be an integer and S be a finite set. A r-multiset E on S is an unordered collection of r
elements from S with repetitions allowed. For i ∈ S, we use E(i) denote the multiplicity
of i in E. An r-uniform pattern (henceforth r-pattern) is a pair P = (m, E) where m is
a positive integer, E is a collection of r-multisets on [m]. For i ∈ [m] and s = 0, 1, · · · , r,
let E i,s = {E ∈ E : E(i) = s}. Let V1, . . . , Vm be disjoint sets and let V = V1 ∪ · · · ∪ Vm.
The profile of an r-set S ⊆ V (with respect to V1, . . . , Vm) is the r-multiset on [m] that
contains element i with multiplicity |S ∩ Vi| for every i ∈ [m]. For an r-multiset E ⊆ [m]
let E((V1, . . . , Vm)) consist of all r-subsets of V whose profile is E. We call this r-graph
the blowup of E and the r-graph

E((V1, . . . , Vm)) :=
⋃

E∈E

E((V1, . . . , Vm))

is called the blowup of E (with respect to V1, . . . , Vm). We say an r-graph H is a P -
construction it is a blowup of E .

Let S be a subset of [m], we use P [S] = (|S|, E [S]) to denote the induced subpattern with
respect to S, where E [S] = {E ∈ E : E is a multiset on S}. For i ∈ [m] let P − i be the
pattern obtained from P by removing index i, that is, we remove i from [m] and delete all
multisets containing i from E (and relabel the remaining indices to form the set [m− 1]).
Note that these are special cases of the more general definitions from [22].

It is easy to see that the notion of a pattern is a generalization of hypergraphs, since
every r-graph is a pattern in which E is a collection of (ordinary) r-sets. Thus, we use
PG to denote the pattern with respect to r-graph G. For many families F the extremal
F-free constructions are usually a blowup of some simple patterns. For example, let
PB = (2, {{{1, 2, 2}}, {{1, 1, 2}}}) (here we use {{ }} to distinguish it from ordinary sets).
Then a PB-construction is a 3-graph H whose vertex set can be partitioned into two parts
V1 and V2 such that H consists of all triples that have nonempty intersections with both
V1 and V2. A famous result in Hypergraph Turán problem shows that the pattern PB

characterizes the structure of (large) extremal constructions that do not contain a Fano
plane (see [3, 10, 13]).

Denote by ∆m−1 the standard (m− 1)-dimensional simplex, i.e.,

∆m−1 = {(x1, . . . , xm) ∈ [0, 1]m : x1 + · · ·+ xm = 1} .

For a pattern P = (m, E) let the Lagrange polynomial of E be

λE(x1, . . . , xm) := r!
∑

E∈E

m∏

i=1

x
E(i)
i

E(i)!
.
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In other words, λE gives the asymptotic edge density of a large blowup of E , given its
relative part sizes xi. The Lagrangian of P is defined as follows:

λ(P ) := max {λE(x1, . . . , xm) : (x1, . . . , xm) ∈ ∆m−1} .

Since ∆m−1 is compact, a well known theorem of Weierstraß implies that the restriction
of x to ∆m−1 attains a maximum value. Thus λ(P ) is well-defined. We call P minimal
if λ(P − i) is strictly smaller than λ(P ) for every i ∈ [m]. Note that if P is minimal and
x = (x1, . . . , xm) ∈ ∆m−1 is a vector that maximizes λE , then xi > 0 for i ∈ [m]. In
particular, for an r-graph G, the Lagrangian of G is defined as λ(G) = λ(PG).

Fact 2.1. Let P = (m, E) be a r-pattern. For S ⊆ [m], λ(P ) ≥ λ(P [S]).

The following lemma is simple, whose short proof is included here for the sake of com-
pleteness.

Lemma 2.2. Let P be a r-pattern. If G is a P -construction, then λ(P ) ≥ λ(G).

Proof. Let P = (m, E) be a r-pattern and G be a P -construction. Notice that for a r-graph
G (or r-pattern P ) λ(G) (or λ(P )) equals the maximum edge density of its blowup. So, it
suffices to show any blowup of G is a subgraph of some P -construction on |V (G)| vertices.
Since G is a P -construction, G has a partition V (G) = V1 ∪ · · · ∪ Vm such that for each
e ∈ G, the profile of e with respect to V1, . . . , Vm is contained in E . Suppose that G′ is a
blowup of G where each vertices v in G is replaced by a set Wv in G′. Let V ′

i = ∪v∈Vi
Wv.

Then V ′
1 , . . . , V

′
m is a partition of V (G′) and the profile of each e ∈ G′ with respect to

V ′
1 , . . . , V

′
m is also contained in E . This means that G′ is a subgraph of the P -construction

E(V ′
1 , . . . , V

′
m).

We remark that the inequality in Lemma 2.2 can be strictly true. For example, consider the
3-pattern P = (2, {{{1, 1, 2}}}) and a P -construction G with exactly one edge {v1, v2, v3}.
Clearly,

λ(P ) = max{3x21x2 : (x1, x2) ∈ ∆1} = 4/9 > 2/9 = λ(G).

Now we give some results about non-jump, Frankl and Rödl [9] gives a necessary and
sufficient condition for a number λ0 to be a jump.

Lemma 2.3. The following two properties are equivalent.

(a) λ0 is a jump for r.

(b) There exists some finite family F of r-uniform graphs satisfying π(F) ≤ λ0 and
λ(F ) > λ0 for all F ∈ F .

Definition 2.4. Let r ≥ 2 be an integer, and (Pt)
∞
t=1 be a sequence of r-patterns. We call

(Pt)
∞
t=1 is a (k, λ0)-sequence if there exists a positive real number sequence (ǫ(t))∞t=1 such

that the following holds:

(1) lim
t→∞

λ(Pt) = λ0,

(2) λ(Pt) ≥ λ0 + ǫ(t) for all t, and

(3) λ(Pt[S]) ≤ λ0 for every t and subset S ∈
([mt]

k

)
.
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We call an r-pattern sequence (Pt)
∞
t=1 is non-jump sequence on λ0 if for any constant k > 0,

there exist a constant t(k) such that (Pt)
∞
t=t(k) is a (k, λ0)-sequence. For r-graphs, we have

corresponding definitions. We remark that λ0 is a non-jump through the Frankl-Rödl
method mentioned in Introduction is to construct a non-jump r-graph sequence (Gt)

∞
t=1

on λ0. In the following, we show Frankl-Rödl method also holds for patterns.

Lemma 2.5. If there exists an r-pattern sequence (Pt)
∞
t=1 which is a non-jump sequence

on λ0, then λ0 is a non-jump for r.

Proof. By contradiction, suppose that λ0 is a jump for r. By Lemma 2.3, there exists
a finite collection F of r-graphs satisfying π(F) ≤ λ0 and λ(F ) > λ0 for all F ∈ F .
Let k = max{|V (F )| : F ∈ F}. Since (Pt)

∞
t=1 is a non-jump seuqence on λ0, there exist

t(k) such that (Pt)
∞
t=t(k) is a (k, λ0)-sequence. This means there exists a positive constant

ǫ(t(k)) such that λ(Pt(k)) ≥ λ0 + ǫ(t(k)). So, for a sufficiently large n, we can find a Pt(k)-
construction G = E(V1, . . . , Vm) with n vertices and edge density at least λ0 + ǫ(t(k))/2.
It follows from the fact π(F) ≤ λ0 that there exists a subset S ⊆ V (G) with |S| = k such
that G[S] contains some r-graph F ∈ F . Suppose that the profiles of G[S] (with respect
to V1, . . . , Vm) is Sf . Then G[S] is a Pt(k)[Sf ]-construction. By Lemma 2.2 and the fact
that λ(Pt(k)[Sf ]) ≤ λ0,

λ(F ) ≤ λ(G[S]) ≤ λ(Pt(k)[Sf ]) ≤ λ0,

a contradiction.

2.2 Union of partterns

In this subsection, we define the union of two patterns and study its properties. To
study the hypergraph Turán densities that have arbitrarily large algebraic degree, Liu and
Pikhurko [14] give an ingenious approach by defining an operation on the pattern. Let
r ≥ 3 and s ≥ 1 be two integers, and P = (m, E) be a r-pattern. An (r + s)-pattern
P + s = (m + s, Ê) is defined in the following way: for every E ∈ E we insert the s-set
{m+1, . . . ,m+ s} into E, and let Ê denote the resulting family of (r+ s)-multisets. The
new pattern P + s has many elegant properties. For examply, if P is minimal, then so is
P + s, and λ(P + s) can be determined completely with respect to λ(P ). Motivated by it,
we define the union of two patterns by the following.

Definition 2.6. Let r > 0 be an integer. Given two r-patterns P1 = (m1, E1) and P2 =
(m2, E2), the union of P1 and P2 on i, denoted by P1⊕iP2, is a r-pattern (m1+m2−1, Ê),
such that Ê is a collection of r-multisets on {1, . . . , i− 1, i1, . . . , im2 , r+1, . . . ,m1} that is
defined in the following way:

(a) if E = {a1, . . . , ar} belongs to E2, then {ia1 , . . . , iar} ∈ Ê;

(b) if E ∈ E i,0
1 , then E ∈ Ê;

(c) for every s ∈ [r] and E ∈ E i,s
1 ,
(
E \ i(a)

)
∪A ∈ Ê for all a-multisets A in {i1, . . . , im2},

where i(a) denotes the multiset {{i, . . . , i︸ ︷︷ ︸
a

}}.

Remarks.
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• By the definition of P1 ⊕i P2, we know if an r-graph H is a (P1 ⊕i P2)-construction,
then there exists a partition V (H) = V1 ∪ · · · ∪ Vm1 such that the following holds:

(a) the induced subgraph H[Vi] is a P2-construction, and

(b) H \H[Vi] consists of all r-sets whose profiles are in E1.

• For a set T = {i1, . . . , it} ⊆ [m1], we can define the union P1 ⊕T P2 of P1 and P2

on T similarly. If an r-graph H is a (P1 ⊕T P2)-construction, then there exists a
partition V (H) = V1 ∪ · · · ∪ Vm1 such that the following holds:

(a) the induced subgraph H[Vi] is a P2-construction for each i ∈ T , and

(b) H \ ∪i∈TH[Vi] consists of all r-sets whose profiles are in E1.

Lemma 2.7. Let P1⊕iP2 = (m1+m2−1, Ê) be the union of two r-patterns P1 = (m1, E1)
and P2 = (m2, E2) on i ∈ [m1], and x = (x1, . . . , xi−1, xi1 . . . , xim2

, xi+1 . . . , xm1) ∈
∆m1+m2−1. Then

λÊ(x) = λE1 (x1, . . . , xm1) + λE2(xi1 , . . . , xim2
),

where xi =
∑m2

j=1 xij .

Proof. For a multisets A on {i1, . . . , im2}, let xA =
∏

a∈A xa. Then for s ∈ [r]

∑

A is a s-multisets on {i1,...,im2}

xA = (xi1 + . . .+ xim2
)s = xsi (1)

Considering the r-multisets in Ê , we have

λÊ(x) = r! (f(x) + g(x)) (2)

where

f(x) =
∑

E={a1,...,ar}∈E2

m2∏

j=1

x
E(j)
ij

E(j)!
=

λE2(xi1 , . . . , xim)

r!
, (3)

g(x) =
∑

E∈Ei,0
1

m1∏

j=1

x
E(j)
j

E(j)!
+

r∑

s=1

∑

E∈Ei,s
1

∑

A is a s-multisets on {i1,...,im2}




m1∏

j=1,j 6=i

x
E(j)
j

E(j)!


×

xA
s!

=
∑

E∈Ei,0
1

m1∏

j=1

x
E(j)
j

E(j)!
+

r∑

s=1

∑

E∈Ei,s
1

m1∏

j=1

x
E(j)
j

E(j)!

=
λE1 (x1, . . . , xm1)

r!
. (4)

Note that the second equation in g(x) hold by (1). Combining (2), (3) and (4), we complete
the proof.

For a subset we can also get the following similar result by Lemma 2.7 and induction on
the size of the subset.
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Corollary 2.8. Let T ⊆ [m1], P1 = (m1, E1) and P2 = (m2, E2) be two r-patterns. If
P1 ⊕T P2 = (m1 + |T |(m2 − 1), Ê) is the union of P1 and P2 on T and x ∈ ∆m1+|T |(m2−1),
then

λÊ(x) = λE1 (x1, . . . , xm1) +
∑

i∈T

λE2(xi1 , . . . , xim2
),

where xi =
∑m2

j=1 xij for each i ∈ T .

The following interesting result shows that the Lagrangian of P1 ⊕i P2 is not related to
the structure of P2.

Lemma 2.9. Let P1⊕iP2 = (m1+m2−1, Ê) be the union of two r-patterns P1 = (m1, E1)
and P2 = (m2, E2) on i ∈ [m1] with λ = λ(P2). Then

λ(P1 ⊕i P2) = max{λE1(x) + λxri : x = (x1, . . . , xm1) ∈ ∆m1−1}.

Proof. Let
f(λ) = max{λE1(x) + λxri : x = (x1, . . . , xm1) ∈ ∆m1−1}.

By Weierstraß’s Theorem, f(λ) is well-defined. Firstly, we prove λ(P1 ⊕i P2) ≤ f(λ).
Suppose that x = (x1, . . . , xi−1, xi1 . . . , xim2

, xi+1 . . . , xm1) ∈ ∆m1+m2−1 satisfies λ(P1 ⊕i

P2) = λÊ(x). Let xi =
∑m2

j=1 xij . Then (x1, . . . , xm1) ∈ ∆m−1, and so by Lemma 2.7,

λÊ(x) = λE1 (x1, . . . , xm1) + λE2(xi1 , . . . , xim2
), (5)

If xi = 0, then λE2(xi1 , . . . , xim2
) = 0, and so

λ
Ê
(x) = λE1 (x1, . . . , xm1) ≤ f(λ),

we are done. Suppose that xi > 0. Then y = (
xi1
xi

, . . . ,
xim2
xi

) ∈ ∆m2−1. Since λE2(xi1 , . . . , xim2
)

is homogenous, we have

λE2(xi1 , . . . , xim2
) = λE2

(
xi1
xi

, . . . ,
xim2

xi

)
xri ≤ λxri ,

which together with (5) yields that

λ
Ê
(x) ≤ λE1 (x1, . . . , xm1) + λxri ≤ f(λ).

Next, we prove the other side, i.e., λ(P1 ⊕i P2) ≥ f(λ). Suppose that y = (y1, . . . , ym1) is
a vector in ∆m1−1 such that λE(y) + λyri = f(λ). If yi = 0, then

f(λ) = λE1(y) ≤ λ(P1) ≤ λ(P1 ⊕i P2),

we are done. Assume that yi > 0. Let z = (z1, . . . , zm2) be a vector in ∆m2−1 that
maximizes λE2(x). For j ∈ [m1] and j 6= i, let xi = yi. For j ∈ [m2], let xij = yi × zj.
Then x = (x1, . . . , xi−1, xi1 . . . , xim2

, xi+1 . . . , xm1) ∈ ∆m1+m2−1. Again, by Lemma 2.7,
we have

λ(P1 ⊕i P2) ≥ λÊ(x)

= λE1 (x1, . . . , xm1) + λE2(xi1 , . . . , xim2
)

= λE1 (x1, . . . , xm1) + λE2 (z1, . . . , zm2) y
r
i

= λE (y1, . . . , ym) + λyri

= f(λ).

This completes the proof.

7



If we use Corollary 2.8 and the idea in the proof of Lemma 2.9, then we have

Corollary 2.10. Let P1 ⊕T P2 = (m1 +m2 − 1, Ê) be the union of two r-patterns P1 =
(m1, E1) and P2 = (m2, E2) on T ⊆ [m1] with λ = λ(P2). Then

λ(P1 ⊕T P2) = max

{
λE1(x) + λ

(
∑

i∈T

xri

)
: x = (x1, . . . , xm1) ∈ ∆m1−1

}
.

3 The proof of Theorem 1.2

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.2 using the following result.

Theorem 3.1. Let P = (m, E) be a minimal pattern with λ(P ) < 1, and (Pt = (mt, Et))
∞
t=1

be a (k, λ0)-sequence. Then (P ⊕i Pt)
∞
t=1 is a (k, f(λ0))-sequence for every i ∈ [m], where

f(λ0) = max{λE(x) + λ0x
r
m : x = (x1, . . . , xm) ∈ ∆m−1}.

Proof. By symmetry, it suffices to show (P ⊕m Pt)
∞
t=1 is a (k, f(λ0))-sequence. Let P ⊕m

Pt = (m+mt− 1, Êt). For x = (x1, . . . , xm) ∈ ∆m−1 and λ ∈ [0, 1), we define the function

φ(x, λ) = λE (x) + λxrm. (6)

For λ1, λ2 ∈ [0, 1),

f(λ1) = max
x∈∆m−1

(
φ(x, λ1)− φ(x, λ2) + φ(x, λ2)

)
≤ max

x∈∆m−1

|φ(x, λ1)− φ(x, λ2)|+ f(λ2).

By symmetry,
f(λ2) ≤ max

x∈∆m−1

|φ(x, λ1)− φ(x, λ2)|+ f(λ1).

This means that

|f(λ1)− f(λ2)| ≤ max
x∈∆m−1

|φ(x, λ1)− φ(x, λ2)| ≤ |λ1 − λ2|.

Thus, f(λ) is a continuous function of λ ∈ [0, 1), which together with limt→∞ λ(Pt) = λ0

yields

lim
t→∞

f(λ(Pt)) = f
(
lim
t→∞

λ(Pt)
)
= f(λ0). (7)

Combining (7) and Lemma 2.9, we have limt→∞ λ(P ⊕m Pt) = f(λ0).

Now we verify (2) of Definition 2.6. Recall that (Pt)
∞
t=1 is a (k, λ0)-sequence. There exists

a positive real number sequence (ǫ(t))∞t=1 such that for all t, λ(Pt) ≥ λ0+ ǫ(t). Notice that
φ(x, λ) is linear as a function of λ. The function f(λ) is non-decreasing. By Claim 2.9, we
have

λ(P ⊕m Pt) = f(λ(Pt)) ≥ f(λ0 + ǫ(t)). (8)

So if x = (x1 . . . , xm) ∈ ∆m−1 is a vector that maximizes φ(x, λ0), then

λ(P ⊕m Pt) ≥ f(λ0 + ǫ(t)) ≥ φ(x, λ0 + ǫ(t)) = f(λ0) + ǫ(t)xrm. (9)

Notice that xm > 0, since otherwise, φ(x, λ0) = λE(x) < λ(P ) by the fact that P is
minimal, a contradiction. Thus, λ(P ⊕m Pt) ≥ f(λ0) + ǫ′(t) by letting ǫ′(t) = ǫ(t)xrm.
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In the following, we prove that λ((P ⊕m Pt)[S]) ≤ f(λ0) for every S ∈
([m+mt−1]

k

)
. Fix a

subset S = {s1, . . . , sk} ∈
([m+nt−1]

k

)
. Let (P⊕mPt)[S] = (k, Êt[S]). Now we show λ((P⊕m

Pt)[S]) ≤ f(λ0). Let (xs1 , . . . , xsk) ∈ ∆k−1 be a vector that maximizes λÊt[S]
(xs1 , . . . , xsk).

Let x′i = xi for i ∈ S, x′i = 0 for i ∈ [m + nt − 1] \ S, and y =
∑m+mt−1

i=m x′i. Then
(x′1, . . . , x

′
m+mt−1) ∈ ∆m+mt−2, and by Observation 2.7, we have

λ((P ⊕m Pt)[S]) = λÊt[S]
(xs1 , . . . , xsk)

= λÊt
(x′1, . . . , x

′
m+mt−1)

= λE(x
′
1, . . . , x

′
m−1, y) + λEt

(
x′m, . . . , x′m+mt−1

)
. (10)

Again, if y = 0, then λ((P ⊕m Pt)[S]) ≤ λE (x
′
1, . . . , x

′
m−1, y) ≤ f(λ0), we are done.

Otherwise, it follows from |S ∩ [m,m+mt − 1]| ≤ k and λ(Pt[S]) ≤ λ0 that

λEt

(
x′m
y

, . . . ,
x′m+mt−1

y

)
≤ λ(Pt[S]) ≤ λ0,

which together with (10) yields

λ((P ⊕m Pt)[S]) ≤ λE(x
′
1, . . . , x

′
m−1, y) + λ0y

r ≤ f(λ0).

All the arguments above shows that (P⊕mPt)
∞
t=1 is a (k, f(λ0))-sequence, which completes

the proof of Theorem 3.1.

Now we prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. For a minimal pattern P = (m, E), let

fi(λ) = max{λE (x) + λxri : x = (x1, . . . , xm) ∈ ∆m−1}

Suppose that α is a non-jump for r given by the Frankl-Rödl method. Then there exists
a non-jump sequence (Gt)

∞
t=1 on λ0, then we have (P ⊕i PGt)

∞
t=1 is a non-jump sequence

on fi(α) for every i ∈ [m] by Theorem 3.1. By Lemma 2.5, fi(α) is a non-jump for each
i ∈ [m], which completes the proof of Theorem 1.2.

We end this section by the following remarks.

• Let m, r be integers with m ≥ r ≥ 2, and let Pm = (m, Em) be a r-pattern by letting
Em be a collection of all r-sets of [m]. This means that if G is a Pm-construction
if and only if G is a complete m-partite r-graph. For x = (x1, . . . , xm) ∈ ∆m−1

and S ∈
([m]

r

)
, let xS =

∏
i∈S xi. Then λEm(x) =

∑
S∈([m]

r )
xS. For every non-jump

number α obtained by the Frankl-Rödl method, we have

fm(α) = max
x∈∆m−1





∑

S∈([m]
r )

xS + αxrm





is a non-jump for r.

• Suppose α is a known non-jump number obtained by the Frankl-Rödl method. If a
minimal pattern P in the proof of Theorem 1.2 satisfies λ(P ) ≤ α, then the resulting
value f(α) maybe equal α. However, if λ(P ) > α, then we can obtain a non-jump
number f(α) that is strictly greater than α.

• We can replace the i ∈ [m] in the proof of Theorem 1.2 with the subset T ⊆ [m],
and then we can get more functions.
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4 An application to Turán density

In Section 2, we have defined the union of two patterns, and studied its properties. Beside
finding non-jumps, it has many applications to Turán densities. In this section, we list one
and prove Theorem 1.4. First, we give some fundamental theorems on Turán densities.
Define

Λ(r) := {λ(G) : G is an r-graph}

for every integer r ≥ 2. Pikhurko [22] proved the following result.

Theorem 4.1 (see Pikhurko [22]). Λ(r) ⊆ Π
(r)
fin .

It was shown by Brown and Simonovits [2] that Λ(r) is dense in Π
(r)
∞ . As the latter is a

closed set, Grosu [11] showed that the closure of Λ(r) is Π
(r)
∞ . Namely, it was proved that

Lemma 4.2 (see Grosu [11]). Λ
(r)

= Π
(r)
∞ .

Next we apply Lemma 4.2 to prove Theorem 1.4

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Let r ≥ 2 be an integer. By Lemma 4.2, it suffices to show that if

a ∈ Λ
(r)

, then 1− 1−a
mr−1 ∈ Λ

(r)
for each integer m ≥ 2.

For m ≥ 2, let P = (m, E) be a r-pattern with E = [m](r) \ {{{i(r) }} : i ∈ [m]}, where
[m](r) denotes all r-multiset on [m]. For x = (x1, . . . , xm) ∈ ∆m−1,

λE(x) = r!
∑

E∈E

m∏

i=1

x
E(i)
i

E(i)!
= 1−

m∑

i=1

xri . (11)

For a r-graph G, consider the pattern P ⊕[m] PG = (m|V (G)|, Ê). By Corollary 2.10 and
(11), we have

λ(P ⊕[m] PG) = max

{
λE(x) + λ(G)

(
m∑

i=1

xri

)
: x = (x1, . . . , xm) ∈ ∆m−1

}

= 1− (1− λ(G)) max
x∈∆m−1

m∑

i=1

xri

= 1−
1− λ(G)

mr−1
. (12)

Thus, if a ∈ Λ(r), then 1 − 1−a
mr−1 ∈ Λ(r). Suppose that a ∈ Λ

(r)
\ Λ(r). Then there

exists a sequence of r-graphs (Gt)
∞
t=1 such that limt→∞ λ(Gt) = a. Considering the pattern

P ⊕[m] PGt , we have 1− 1−λ(Gt)
mr−1 ∈ Λ(r), which together with

lim
t→∞

(
1−

1− λ(Gt)

mr−1

)
= 1−

1− a

mr−1

yields that 1− 1−a
mr−1 ∈ Λ

(r)
.
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