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Solution to a problem of Katona on counting cliques of

weighted graphs

Peter Borg∗ Carl Feghali† Rémi Pellerin‡

Abstract

A subset I of the vertex set V (G) of a graph G is called a k-clique independent

set of G if no k vertices in I form a k-clique of G. An independent set is a 2-clique
independent set. Let πk(G) denote the number of k-cliques of G. For a function
w : V (G) → {0, 1, 2, . . . }, let G(w) be the graph obtained from G by replacing
each vertex v by a w(v)-clique Kv and making each vertex of Ku adjacent to each
vertex of Kv for each edge {u, v} of G. For an integer m ≥ 1, consider any w with
∑

v∈V (G) w(v) = m. For U ⊆ V (G), we say that w is uniform on U if w(v) = 0 for
each v ∈ V (G)\U and, for each u ∈ U , w(u) = ⌊m/|U |⌋ or w(u) = ⌈m/|U |⌉. Katona
asked if πk(G(w)) is smallest when w is uniform on a largest k-clique independent
set of G. He placed particular emphasis on the Sperner graph Bn, given by V (Bn) =
{X : X ⊆ {1, . . . , n}} and E(Bn) = {{X, Y } : X ( Y ∈ V (Bn)}. He provided an
affirmative answer for k = 2 (and any G). We determine graphs for which the answer
is negative for every k ≥ 3. These include Bn for n ≥ 2. Generalizing Sperner’s
Theorem and a recent result of Qian, Engel and Xu, we show that πk(Bn(w)) is
smallest when w is uniform on a largest independent set of Bn. We also show that
the same holds for complete multipartite graphs and chordal graphs. We show that
this is not true of every graph, using a deep result of Bohman on triangle-free graphs.

1 Introduction

Let N denote set of positive integers, and let N0 denote {0} ∪N. For n ∈ N0, let [n] denote
the n-set {i ∈ N : i ≤ n} (note that [0] = ∅). For a set X, let 2X denote the power set of

X ({A : A ⊆ X}) and, for k ∈ N0, let
(

X
k

)

denote {A ∈ 2X : |A| = k}.

A family A of sets is called an antichain or a Sperner family if A * B for every
A, B ∈ A with A 6= B. A cornerstone in extremal set theory is Sperner’s Theorem [12],
which bounds the size of an antichain.

∗Department of Mathematics, Faculty of Science, University of Malta, Malta, email:
peter.borg@um.edu.mt

†Univ Lyon, EnsL, CNRS, LIP, F-69342, Lyon Cedex 07, France, email: carl.feghali@ens-lyon.fr
‡Univ Lyon, EnsL, CNRS, LIP, F-69342, Lyon Cedex 07, France, email: remi.pellerin@ens-lyon.fr

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2211.04153v2


Theorem 1 (Sperner’s Theorem [12]). If A ⊆ 2[n] and A is an antichain, then

|A| ≤
(

n

⌈n
2
⌉

)

.

Moreover, equality holds if and only if A =
(

[n]

⌊ n
2 ⌋
)

or A =
(

[n]

⌈n
2 ⌉
)

.

There have been many generalizations, extensions and variants of Theorem 1; see, for
example, [4, 5, 6, 9]. Of particular relevance to this paper is a generalization due to Qian,
Engel and Xu [11] in which repetition of sets is allowed. A multifamily is a pair (F , q) such
that F is a family and q is a function with domain F and codomain N0. A multifamily
can be viewed as a family F such that, for each F ∈ F , F appears q(F ) times. Let

θ(F , q) =
∑

F ∈F

(

q(F )

2

)

+
∑

F,F ′∈F : F(F ′

q(F )q(F ′).

Theorem 2 (Qian, Engel and Xu [11]). For any n ≥ 1 and m ≥ 1, the minimum of

θ(F , q) over all multifamilies (F , q) with F ⊆ 2[n] and
∑

F ∈F q(F ) = m is attained if

F ∈
{(

[n]
⌊n/2⌋

)

,
(

[n]
⌈n/2⌉

)}

and q(F ) ∈ {⌊m/|F|⌋ , ⌈m/|F|⌉} for each F ∈ F .

Qian, Engel and Xu actually proved that the result holds for the quantity θ(F , q)+
∑

F ∈F

(

q(F )
2

)

rather than θ(F , q) [11, Theorem 1.1], but Theorem 2 follows from this and Theorem 1.
Recently, Katona [8] obtained a far-reaching generalization of Theorem 2. To be able

to state his result, we require a number of definitions.
As usual, we denote the vertex set and the edge set of a graph G by V (G) and E(G),

respectively. We take any graph G to be simple, that is, G = (V (G), E(G)) with E(G) ⊆
(

V (G)
2

)

. We may represent any edge {u, v} by uv. The open neighbourhood NG(v) of a

vertex v of G is the set of neighbours of v, that is, NG(v) = {u ∈ V (G) : uv ∈ E(G)}. The
closed neighbourhood NG[v] of v is the set NG(v) ∪ {v}. For X ⊆ V (G), G[X] denotes the

subgraph of G induced by X, that is, G[X] = (X, E(G) ∩
(

X
2

)

).

For a graph G and a (weight) function w : V (G) → N0, let G(w) be the graph obtained
from G by replacing each vertex v by a w(v)-clique Kv and making each vertex of Ku

adjacent to each vertex of Kv for each edge uv of G. More formally, G(w) is given by

V (G(w)) = {(v, i) : v ∈ V (G), i ∈ [w(v)]}

and

E(G(w)) =
⋃

v∈V (G)

(

{(v, i) : i ∈ [w(v)]}
2

)

∪
⋃

uv∈E(G)

{(u, i)(v, j) : i ∈ [w(u)], j ∈ [w(v)]}.

We call w an m-weighting of G, where m =
∑

v∈V (G) w(v). For k ≥ 1, let Kk(G) denote the
set of vertex sets of k-cliques (k-vertex complete subgraphs) of G, and let πk(G) denote
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the number of k-cliques of G. Thus, πk(G) = |Kk(G)|. Observe that the number of edges
of G(w) is

π2(G(w)) =
∑

v∈V (G)

(

w(v)

2

)

+
∑

uv∈E(G)

w(u)w(v),

and for any k ≥ 1,

πk(G(w)) =
k
∑

i=1

∑

{v1,...,vi}∈Ki(G)

∑

k1+···+ki=k
k1,...,ki≥1

i
∏

j=1

(

w(vj)

kj

)

.

Given an m-weighting w of G and a subset U of V (G), we say that w is uniform on U if
w(v) = 0 for each v ∈ V (G) \ U and, for each u ∈ U , w(u) = ⌊m/|U |⌋ or w(u) = ⌈m/|U |⌉.
If U is an independent set of G (that is, uv /∈ E(G) for every u, v ∈ U) of maximum size
and w is uniform on U , then, as in [8], w is said to be uniform-α.

For n ≥ 1, let Bn be the Sperner graph given by V (Bn) = 2[n] and E(G) = {XY : X (
Y ∈ 2[n]}. Note that Sperner’s Theorem gives us the size of a largest independent set of
Bn. Theorem 2 may thus be restated as follows.

Theorem 3. If n ≥ 1, m ≥ 1, w and w′ are m-weightings of Bn, and w′ is uniform-α,

then π2(Bn(w′)) ≤ π2(Bn(w)).

Rather surprisingly, Katona showed that Theorem 3 can be generalized to arbitrary graphs.

Theorem 4 (Katona [8]). If m ≥ 1, w and w′ are m-weightings of a graph G, and w′ is

uniform-α, then π2(G(w′)) ≤ π2(G(w)).

He then asked the general question below. For a graph G and k ≥ 1, we call a subset I
of V (G) a k-clique independent set of G if no k-element subset of I is a member of Kk(G)

(that is,
(

I
k

)

∩ Kk(G) = ∅). Let the size of a largest k-clique independent set of G be

denoted by αk(G) and called the k-clique independence number of G.

Problem 1 ([8, Problem 3]). Is it true that if m ≥ 1, k ≥ 2, w and w′ are m-weightings of

a graph G, and w′ is uniform on a largest k-clique independent set of G, then πk(G(w′)) ≤
πk(G(w))?

Theorem 4 provides a positive answer to Problem 1 for k = 2. Unfortunately, if k ≥ 3, one
cannot hope for a positive answer to Problem 1, as shown in the following counterexample
and in Section 4 (see Remarks 1 and 2).

Counterexample 1. Let G be the 3-vertex path ({a, b, c}, {ab, bc}), let k ≥ 3, let w′

be the 3k-weighting of G that is uniform on V (G), and let w be the 3k-weighting of G
defined by w(a) = w′(a)+w′(b), w(b) = 0, and w(c) = w′(c). Note that V (G) is the largest
k-clique independent set of G. We have

πk(G(w′)) =

(

w′(a) + w′(b)

k

)

+

(

w′(b) + w′(c)

k

)

−
(

w′(b)

k

)

= 2

(

2k

k

)

−
(

k

k

)

,
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πk(G(w)) =

(

w′(a) + w′(b)

k

)

+

(

w′(c)

k

)

=

(

2k

k

)

+

(

k

k

)

,

and hence πk(G(w)) < πk(G(w′)).

As our primary contribution, we completely address Problem 1 for Sperner graphs,
thereby answering another question of Katona [8, Problem 3].

Theorem 5. If n ≥ 1, m ≥ 1, k ≥ 2, w and w′ are m-weightings of Bn, and w′ is uniform

on
(

[n]
⌈n/2⌉

)

, then πk(Bn(w′)) ≤ πk(Bn(w)).

Theorem 5 generalizes the inequalities in Theorems 1 and 3. Indeed, let A ⊆ 2[n] such
that A is an antichain. Let w1 and w2 be

((

n
⌈n/2⌉

)

+ 1
)

-weightings of Bn such that w1

is uniform on A and w2 is uniform on
(

[n]
⌈n/2⌉

)

. Note that π2(Bn(w2)) = 1. Thus, by

Theorem 5, π2(Bn(w1)) ≥ 1. The inequality in Theorem 1 follows. Now, by Theorem 1,
w′ is uniform-α. By Theorem 5 for k = 2, Theorem 3 follows.

Remark 1. In [8, Problem 3], Katona placed particular emphasis on solving Problem 1
for G = Bn. Theorem 5 already tells us how to minimize πk(Bn(w)). In Section 4, we
show that, furthermore, the answer to Problem 1 for G = Bn is negative if n ≥ 2, k ≥ 3,
and m ≥ kαk(Bn).

We also address Problem 1 for complete multipartite graphs and chordal graphs.
If I1, . . . , Ir are pairwise disjoint non-empty sets and G is the graph with V (G) =

⋃r
i=1 Ii

and E(G) =
⋃

{i,j}∈([r]
2 ){xy : x ∈ Ii, y ∈ Ij}, then G is called a complete multipartite graph,

and I1, . . . , Ir are called the maximal partite sets of G.

Theorem 6. If m ≥ 1, k ≥ 2, w and w′ are m-weightings of a complete multipartite graph

G, and w′ is uniform-α, then πk(G(w′)) ≤ πk(G(w)).

Remark 2. In Section 4, we show that, furthermore, if G is a complete multipartite graph
with a maximal partite set I that is larger than the others, k ≥ 3, and m ≥ kαk(G), then
the answer to Problem 1 is negative. Note that Counterexample 1 is the special case where
the maximal partite sets of G are {a, c} and {b}.

Let K(G) denote the set of vertex sets of cliques of G; that is, K(G) =
⋃|V (G)|

k=1 Kk(G). A
graph G is said to be chordal if for some sequence v1, . . . , vn such that V (G) = {v1, . . . , vn}
and n = |V (G)|, NG[vi] \ {vj : j ∈ [i − 1]} ∈ K(G) for each i ∈ [n].

Theorem 7. If m ≥ 1, k ≥ 2, w and w′ are m-weightings of a chordal graph G, and w′ is

uniform-α, then πk(G(w′)) ≤ πk(G(w)).

In view of Theorems 5–7, one may wonder whether the minimum of πk(G(w)) is always
attained when w is uniform-α. We show this to be false for k = 3, using a result on
triangle-free graphs (graphs containing no 3-clique) due to Bohman [2].
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Theorem 8. There exist a graph G, a positive integer m, and an m-weighting w of G such

that π3(G(w)) < π3(G(w′)) for every uniform-α m-weighting w′ of G.

We propose the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1. If m ≥ 1, k ≥ 2, and G is a graph, then for some k-clique independent

set I of G and some m-weighting w′ of G that is uniform on I, πk(G(w′)) ≤ πk(G(w)) for

any m-weighting w of G.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 contains basic tools that are used in the
proofs of Theorems 5–7. In Section 3, we establish a general weight shifting lemma from
which Theorems 5–7 follow, and we prove Theorems 6 and 7. In Section 4, we prove our
main results, given by Theorems 5 and 8 and the claims in Remarks 1 and 2.

2 Basic lemmas

The following known fact is very useful, and we prove it for completeness.

Lemma 1. If n ≥ 1, m ≥ 1, k ≥ 2, w and w′ are m-weightings of an n-vertex graph G
with no edges, and w′ is uniform-α, then πk(G(w′)) ≤ πk(G(w)).

Remark 3. Let k, G, and w′ be as in Lemma 1. Thus, w′(v) ∈ {⌊m/n⌋, ⌈m/n⌉} for each
v ∈ V (G). By the division algorithm, m = ⌊m/n⌋n + r for some r ∈ {0} ∪ [n − 1]. If
r = 0, then ⌊m/n⌋ = m/n = ⌈m/n⌉. Suppose r 6= 0. Then, m/n > ⌊m/n⌋ = ⌈m/n⌉ − 1.
Since

∑

v∈V (G) w′(v) = m, we obtain |{v ∈ V (G) : w′(v) = ⌊m/n⌋}| = n − r and |{v ∈
V (G) : w′(v) = ⌈m/n⌉}| = r. Therefore, if w1 and w2 are uniform-α m-weightings of G,
then πk(G(w1)) = πk(G(w2)).

Proof of Lemma 1. Let v1, v2 ∈ V (G) such that w(v1) = min{w(v) : v ∈ V (G)} and
w(v2) = max{w(v) : v ∈ V (G)}. Since

∑

v∈V (G) w(v) = m, we have w(v1) ≤ m/n and
w(v2) ≥ m/n. Since w(v) ∈ N0 for each v ∈ V (G), w(v1) ≤ ⌊m/n⌋ and w(v2) ≥ ⌈m/n⌉.
If w(v1) = ⌊m/n⌋ and w(v2) = ⌈m/n⌉, then w is uniform-α, so πk(G(w′)) = πk(G(w))
by Remark 3. Suppose w(v1) 6= ⌊m/n⌋ or w(v2) 6= ⌈m/n⌉. Then, w(v1) ≤ ⌊m/n⌋ − 1 or
w(v2) ≥ ⌈m/n⌉ + 1.

Suppose w(v1) ≤ ⌊m/n⌋ − 1. Let w1 be the m-weighting of G such that w1(v1) =
w(v1) + 1, w1(v2) = w(v2) − 1, and w1(v) = w(v) for each v ∈ V (G) \ {v1, v2}. We have

πk(G(w)) − πk(G(w1)) =

(

w(v2)

k

)

−
(

w(v2) − 1

k

)

+

(

w(v1)

k

)

−
(

w(v1) + 1

k

)

=

(

w(v2) − 1

k − 1

)

−
(

w(v1)

k − 1

)

≥ 0 (1)

as w(v2) − 1 ≥ w(v1) and k − 1 ≥ 1. Thus, πk(G(w)) ≥ πk(G(w1)). We apply this
procedure until we obtain an m-weighting wp of G such that min{wp(v) : v ∈ V (G)} =
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⌊m/n⌋. We have πk(G(w)) ≥ πk(G(wp)). Let vp,1, vp,2 ∈ V (G) such that wp(vp,1) = ⌊m/n⌋
and wp(vp,2) = max{wp(v) : v ∈ V (G)}. If wp(vp,2) = ⌈m/n⌉, then wp is uniform-α, so
πk(G(w′)) = πk(G(wp)) by Remark 3. Suppose wp(vp,2) 6= ⌈m/n⌉. Since wp(vp,2) ≥ ⌈m/n⌉,
we obtain wp(vp,2) ≥ ⌈m/n⌉ + 1. Since

∑

v∈V (G) wp(v) = m, m/n > ⌊m/n⌋ = wp(u) for
some u ∈ V (G) \ {vp,1}. Let wp+1 be the m-weighting of G such that wp+1(u) = wp(u) + 1,
wp+1(vp,2) = wp(vp,2) − 1, and wp+1(v) = wp(v) for each v ∈ V (G) \ {u, vp,2}. As in (1),
we obtain πk(G(wp)) ≥ πk(G(wp+1)). We apply this procedure until we obtain an m-
weighting wq of G such that max{wq(v) : v ∈ V (G)} = ⌈m/n⌉. Since wq(vp,1) = ⌊m/n⌋ =
min{wq(v) : v ∈ V (G)}, wq is uniform-α, so πk(G(w′)) = πk(G(wq)) by Remark 3.

If w(v2) ≥ ⌈m/n⌉ + 1, then πk(G(w′)) ≤ πk(G(w)) by a similar argument.

Lemma 2. If n ≥ 1, m ≥ 1, k ≥ 2, w and w′ are m-weightings of an n-vertex graph G,

I and I ′ are independent sets of G with |I| ≤ |I ′|, w(v) = 0 for each v ∈ V (G) \ I, and w′

is uniform on I ′, then πk(G(w′)) ≤ πk(G(w)).

Proof. Let u1, . . . , ur be the distinct vertices in I. Let v1, . . . , vs be the distinct vertices in
I ′. Then, r ≤ s. Let H = G[I ′]. Let wH be the m-weighting of H such that wH(vi) = w(ui)
for each i ∈ [r] and wH(vj) = 0 for each j ∈ [s]\ [r]. Let w′

H be the uniform-α m-weighting
of H such that w′

H(vi) = w′(vi) for each i ∈ [s]. By Lemma 1, πk(H(w′
H)) ≤ πk(H(wH)).

Since πk(H(w′
H)) = πk(G(w′)) and πk(H(wH)) = πk(G(w)), the result follows.

3 A weight shifting lemma

In the proof of Theorem 4, Katona defined the following weight shifting operation along
an edge. For a graph G, an m-weighting w of G, and an edge ab of G, let wab be the
m-weighting of G given by

wab(v) =











0 if v = a,
w(b) + w(a) if v = b,
w(v) otherwise

for each v ∈ V (G). It was proved in [8] that π2(G(wab)) ≤ π2(G(w)) or π2(G(wba)) ≤
π2(G(w)). Thus, by applying the weight shift operation repeatedly, one arrives at an
m-weighting w′ of G such that π2(G(w′)) ≤ π2(G(w)) and w′ is non-zero only on an
independent set. Theorem 4 follows from this.

Remark 4. Unfortunately, for k ≥ 3, Katona’s shifting technique does not always decrease
πk(G(w)) or leave it unchanged. For instance, for k = 3, consider the illustration in
Figure 1. If we start with the m-weighting in Figure 1(a), then each shift produces a larger
number of triangles, as demonstrated in Figures 1(b) and 1(c).

In view of the remark above, new ideas would therefore be needed to address Problem 1.
Still, instead of shifting along one edge at a time, is shifting simultaneously along many
edges at a time conceivable? In our main lemma, we show that this is indeed the case,
provided a number of conditions are satisfied.
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1

1

1

1

1

1

(a) π3(G(w)) = 2

2

0

1

1

1

1

(b) π3(G(w)) = 3

1

0

1

1

2

1

(c) π3(G(w)) = 4

Figure 1: A weight shift along an edge

Lemma 3. If m ≥ 1, k ≥ 2, w is an m-weighting of a graph G, A = {a1, . . . , ar} and

B = {b1, . . . , br} are disjoint r-element subsets of V (G) such that

1. aibi ∈ E(G) for each i ∈ [r],

2. B is an independent set of G, and

3. NG(bi) \ (A ∪ {v ∈ V (G) : w(v) = 0}) ⊆ NG(ai) for each i ∈ [r],

and w′ is the m-weighting of G given by

w′(v) =











0 if v ∈ A,

w(bi) + w(ai) if v = bi for some i ∈ [r],
w(v) otherwise

for each v ∈ V (G), then πk(G(w′)) ≤ πk(G(w)).

Proof. Our strategy is to associate a unique k-clique of G(w) to each k-clique of G(w′).
More precisely, we construct an injective function from Kk(G(w′)) to Kk(G(w)). This gives
us πk(G(w′)) ≤ πk(G(w)).

Let φ : V (G(w′)) → V (G(w)) such that, for each (v, i) ∈ V (G(w′)),

φ((v, i)) =

{

(aj , i − w(bj)) if v = bj and i ∈ [w(bj) + w(aj)] \ [w(bj)],
(v, i) otherwise.

Note that φ is bijective. We may abbreviate φ((v, i)) to φ(v, i).
Consider any X ∈ Kk(G(w′)). Thus, G(w′)[X] is a k-clique of G(w′). Let (v1, y1), . . . ,

(vk, yk) be the vertices in X. Let φ(X) denote {φ(v1, y1), . . . , φ(vk, yk)}. Since φ is injective,
|φ(X)| = k. We show that φ(X) ∈ Kk(G(w)), that is, φ(vi, yi)φ(vj , yj) ∈ E(G(w)) for
every i, j ∈ [k] with i 6= j. If φ(vi, yi) = (vi, yi) and φ(vj, yj) = (vj, yj), then yi ∈ [w(vi)],
yj ∈ [w(vj)], and, since (vi, yi)(vj, yj) ∈ E(G(w′)) (as (vi, yi), (vj, yj) ∈ X ∈ Kk(G(w′))),
φ(vi, yi)φ(vj , yj) ∈ E(G(w)). Suppose φ(vi, yi) 6= (vi, yi) or φ(vj, yj) 6= (vj, yj). We may
assume that φ(vi, yi) 6= (vi, yi). Thus, vi = bp for some p ∈ [r], yi /∈ [w(vi)], and φ(vi, yi) =
(ap, y) for some y ∈ [w(ap)]. If vj = bp, then φ(vj, yj) ∈ ({ap} × [w(ap)]) ∪ ({bp} × [w(bp)]),
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and hence, since apbp ∈ E(G), φ(vi, yi)φ(vj, yj) ∈ E(G(w)). Suppose vj 6= bp. Since
(vi, yi)(vj, yj) ∈ E(G(w′)), vivj ∈ E(G). Thus, vj /∈ B as vi ∈ B and B is an independent
set of G. Since (vj , yj) ∈ V (G(w′)), we have w′(vj) 6= 0, so vj /∈ A. Since vj /∈ A ∪ B,
we have φ(vj , yj) = (vj, yj), yj ∈ [w(vj)], and hence w(vj) 6= 0. Given that NG(bp) \
(A ∪ {v ∈ V (G) : w(v) = 0}) ⊆ NG(ap), vj ∈ NG(ap) (as bpvj = vivj ∈ E(G)). Thus, since
φ(vi, yi)φ(vj , yj) = (ap, y)(vj, yj), φ(vi, yi)φ(vj, yj) ∈ E(G(w)).

Let Φ : Kk(G(w′)) → Kk(G(w)) such that Φ(X) = φ(X) for each X ∈ Kk(G(w′)).
Suppose Φ(X1) = Φ(X2) for some X1, X2 ∈ Kk(G(w′)). Let (v1, y1), . . . , (vk, yk) be the
members of X2. For each i ∈ [k], let (v′

i, y′
i) be the member of X1 such that φ(v′

i, y′
i) =

φ(vi, yi). Since φ is injective, (v′
i, y′

i) = (vi, yi) for each i ∈ [k]. Thus, X1 = X2. Therefore,
Φ is injective, and hence the size of its domain Kk(G(w′)) is at most the size of its codomain
Kk(G(w)).

We remark that the condition in Lemma 3 that B is an independent set can be gener-
alized to condition 2 in the next lemma, using the same argument.

Lemma 4. If m ≥ 1, k ≥ 2, w is an m-weighting of a graph G, A = {a1, . . . , ar} and

B = {b1, . . . , br} are disjoint r-element subsets of V (G) such that

1. aibi ∈ E(G) for each i ∈ [r],

2. aiaj , aibj , ajbi ∈ E(G) for every i, j ∈ [r] with bibj ∈ E(G), and

3. NG(bi) \ (A ∪ {v ∈ V (G) : w(v) = 0}) ⊆ NG(ai) for each i ∈ [r],

and w′ is the m-weighting of G given by

w′(v) =











0 if v ∈ A,

w(bi) + w(ai) if v = bi for some i ∈ [r],
w(v) otherwise

for each v ∈ V (G), then πk(G(w′)) ≤ πk(G(w)).

We now provide the proofs of Theorems 6 and 7, immediately demonstrating the ap-
plicability of Lemma 3. The lemma also has a crucial role in the proof of Theorem 5.

Proof of Theorem 6. Let I1, . . . , Ir be the distinct maximal partite sets of G such that
|I1| ≥ · · · ≥ |Ir|. Note that I1, . . . , Ir are independent sets of G. For each j ∈ [r], let
nj = |Ij| and let aj,1, . . . , aj,nj

be the distinct vertices in Ij.
Let W be the set of m-weightings of G. For each w ∈ W , let h(w) = max{j ∈

[r] : w(v) 6= 0 for some v ∈ Ij}. Let W ∗ = {w∗ ∈ W : πk(G(w∗)) ≤ πk(G(w)) for each w ∈
W}. Let w0 ∈ W ∗ such that h(w0) ≤ h(w) for each w ∈ W ∗.

Suppose h(w0) > 1. Let s = h(w0). Let J = {as−1,1, . . . , as−1,ns
}. Since J ⊆ Is−1, J

is an independent set of G. Since G is a complete multipartite graph, as,ias−1,i ∈ E(G)
and NG(as−1,i) \ Is ⊆ NG(as,i) for each i ∈ [ns]. Let w1 be the m-weighting of G such
that w1(as,i) = 0 for each i ∈ [ns], w1(as−1,i) = w0(as−1,i) + w0(as,i) for each i ∈ [ns], and
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w1(v) = w0(v) for each v ∈ V (G) \ (Is ∪ J). By Lemma 3, πk(G(w1)) ≤ πk(G(w0)). We
have h(w1) = h(w0) − 1, contradicting the choice of w0. Therefore, s = 1.

We have shown that w0(v) = 0 for each v ∈ V (G) \ I1. By Lemma 2, πk(G(w′)) ≤
πk(G(w0)). Consequently, w′ ∈ W ∗.

Proof of Theorem 7. We use induction on |V (G)|+|E(G)|. Let n = |V (G)|. The result
is trivial if n = 1 (the base case). Suppose n ≥ 2. If E(G) = ∅, then the result is given by
Lemma 1. Suppose E(G) 6= ∅. Since G is chordal, there exists a sequence v1, . . . , vn such
that V (G) = {v1, . . . , vn} and NG[vi] \ {vj : j ∈ [i − 1]} ∈ K(G) for each i ∈ [n].

Suppose NG(v1) = ∅. Let G1 = G[V (G) \ {v1}] and m1 = m − w(v1). Let w1 be the
m1-weighting of G1 such that w1(v) = w(v) for each v ∈ V (G1). Let w′

1 be a uniform-α
m1-weighting of G1. Then, for some largest independent set I1 of G1, w′

1(v) = 0 for each
v ∈ V (G1) \ I1 and, for each u ∈ I1, w′

1(u) = ⌊m1/|I1|⌋ or w′
1(u) = ⌈m1/|I1|⌉. By the

induction hypothesis, πk(G1(w
′
1)) ≤ πk(G1(w1)). Let w′′ be the m-weighting of G such

that w′′(v1) = w(v1) and w′′(v) = w′
1(v) for each v ∈ V (G1). We have πk(G(w′′)) =

(

w(v1)
k

)

+ πk(G1(w
′
1)) ≤

(

w(v1)
k

)

+ πk(G1(w1)) = πk(G(w)). Since NG(v1) = ∅, {v1} ∪ I1

is an independent set of G, so πk(G(w′)) ≤ πk(G(w′′)) by Lemma 2. Thus, πk(G(w′)) ≤
πk(G(w)).

Now suppose NG(v1) 6= ∅. Let h = min{i ∈ [n] \ {1} : vi ∈ NG(v1)}. Let w∗ be the
m-weighting of G such that w∗(v1) = w(v1) + w(vh), w∗(vh) = 0, and w∗(v) = w(v) for
each v ∈ V (G) \ {v1, vh}. By Lemma 3, πk(G(w∗)) ≤ πk(G(w)). Let G2 = G[V (G) \ {vh}].
Let w2 be the m-weighting of G2 such that w2(v) = w∗(v) for each v ∈ V (G2). Let w′

2 be a
uniform-α m-weighting of G2. By the induction hypothesis, πk(G2(w

′
2)) ≤ πk(G2(w2)). Let

w′′ be the m-weighting of G such that w′′(vh) = 0 and w′′(v) = w′
2(v) for each v ∈ V (G2).

By Lemma 2, πk(G(w′)) ≤ πk(G(w′′)). Since πk(G(w′′)) = πk(G2(w′
2)) ≤ πk(G2(w2)) =

πk(G(w∗)) ≤ πk(G(w)), it follows that πk(G(w′)) ≤ πk(G(w)).

4 Proofs of the main results

In the proof of Theorem 5, we use the following well-known consequence of the Kőnig–Hall
Theorem [10, 7]; see, for example, [3, page 7, Corollary 4].

Lemma 5. Let r and n be integers such that 0 ≤ r ≤ n. If r < n/2, then there exists an

injection f :
(

[n]
r

)

→
(

[n]
r+1

)

such that A ⊂ f(A) for each A ∈
(

[n]
r

)

. If r > n/2, then there

exists an injection f :
(

[n]
r

)

→
(

[n]
r−1

)

such that f(A) ⊂ A for each A ∈
(

[n]
r

)

.

Proof of Theorem 5. Let W be the set of m-weightings of Bn. For any w ∈ W , let
g(w) = min{i ∈ {0} ∪ [n] : w(v) 6= 0 for some v ∈

(

[n]
i

)

} and g′(w) = max{i ∈ {0} ∪
[n] : w(v) 6= 0 for some v ∈

(

[n]
i

)

}, and let

h(w) = min{⌈n/2⌉, g(w)} and h′(w) = max{⌈n/2⌉, g′(w)}.
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Let W ∗ = {w∗ ∈ W : πk(G(w∗)) ≤ πk(G(w)) for each w ∈ W}. Let w0 ∈ W ∗ such that
h′(w0) − h(w0) ≤ h′(w) − h(w) for each w ∈ W ∗. It suffices to show that πk(Bn(w′)) ≤
πk(Bn(w0)).

Suppose h(w0) < ⌈n/2⌉. Let a1, . . . , ar be the distinct members of
(

[n]
h(w0)

)

. By Lemma 5,

there exist r distinct members b1, . . . , br of
(

[n]
h(w0)+1

)

such that a1b1, . . . , arbr ∈ E(Bn). Let

I = {a1, . . . , ar} and J = {b1, . . . , br}. For each i ∈ {0} ∪ [n],
(

[n]
i

)

is an independent set

of Bn. Thus, I and J are independent sets of Bn. For any i ∈ [r] and c ∈ V (Bn) with
bi ⊂ c, we have ai ⊂ c as ai ⊂ bi. Thus, NBn

(bi) \ (I ∪ {v ∈ V (Bn) : w0(v) = 0}) ⊆ NBn
(ai)

for each i ∈ [r]. Let w1 be the m-weighting of Bn such that w1(ai) = 0 for each i ∈ [r],
w1(bi) = w0(bi) + w0(ai) for each i ∈ [r], and w1(v) = w0(v) for each v ∈ V (Bn) \ (I ∪ J).
By Lemma 3, πk(Bn(w1)) ≤ πk(Bn(w0)). We have h′(w1) − h(w1) = h′(w0) − h(w0) − 1,
contradicting the choice of w0. Therefore, h(w0) = ⌈n/2⌉.

Suppose h′(w0) > ⌈n/2⌉. Let a1, . . . , ar be the distinct members of
(

[n]
h′(w0)

)

. By

Lemma 5, there exist r distinct members b1, . . . , br of
(

[n]
h′(w0)−1

)

such that a1b1, . . . , arbr ∈
E(Bn). Let I = {a1, . . . , ar} and J = {b1, . . . , br}. For any i ∈ [r] and c ∈ V (Bn) with
c ⊂ bi, we have c ⊂ ai as bi ⊂ ai. Thus, NBn

(bi) \ (I ∪ {v ∈ V (Bn) : w0(v) = 0}) ⊆ NBn
(ai)

for each i ∈ [r]. Let w1 be the m-weighting of Bn such that w1(ai) = 0 for each i ∈ [r],
w1(bi) = w0(bi) + w0(ai) for each i ∈ [r], and w1(v) = w0(v) for each v ∈ V (Bn) \ (I ∪ J).
By Lemma 3, πk(Bn(w1)) ≤ πk(Bn(w0)). We have h′(w1) − h(w1) = h′(w0) − h(w0) − 1,
contradicting the choice of w0. Therefore, h′(w0) = ⌈n/2⌉.

We have shown that w0(v) = 0 for each v ∈ V (Bn)\
(

[n]
⌈n/2⌉

)

. By Lemma 2, πk(Bn(w′)) ≤
πk(Bn(w0)). Consequently, w′ ∈ W ∗.

We now show that, as stated in Remark 1, the answer to Problem 1 for G = Bn is
negative if n ≥ 2, k ≥ 3, and m ≥ kαk(Bn).

Theorem 9. If n ≥ 2, k ≥ 3, m ≥ kαk(Bn), w and w′ are m-weightings of Bn, w is

uniform-α, and w′ is uniform on a largest k-clique independent set of G, then πk(G(w)) <
πk(G(w′)).

Proof. We build on the proof of Theorem 5. Let w0 be an m-weighting of Bn that
is uniform on a largest k-clique independent set I of Bn. For a contradiction, suppose
w0 ∈ W ∗. Since m ≥ kαk(Bn) = k|I|, w0(v) ≥ k for each v ∈ I. Let M =

(

[n]
⌈n/2⌉

)

and M ′ =
(

[n]
⌈n/2⌉−1

)

. Since k ≥ 3 and M ∪ M ′ is a 3-clique independent set of Bn,

|I| ≥ |M | + |M ′|. Thus, I * M , and hence h(w0) < h′(w0).
Suppose h(w0) < ⌈n/2⌉. Let p = h′(w0) − ⌈n/2⌉. Thus, p ≥ 0. If p > 0, then, as shown

in the proof of Theorem 5, we can define a sequence w1, . . . , wp of m-weightings of Bn

such that, for each i ∈ [p], h′(wi) = h′(wi−1) − 1, πk(Bn(wi)) ≤ πk(Bn(wi−1)), and hence
wi ∈ W ∗. Note that h′(wp) = ⌈n/2⌉ and h(wp) = h(w0). Let q = p + ⌈n/2⌉ − h(w0). Since
h(w0) ≤ ⌈n/2⌉−1, q ≥ p+1. As shown in the proof of Theorem 5, we can define a sequence
wp+1, . . . , wq of m-weightings of Bn such that, for each i ∈ [q −p], h(wp+i) = h(wp+i−1)+1,
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h′(wp+i) = h′(wp) = ⌈n/2⌉, πk(Bn(wp+i)) ≤ πk(Bn(wp+i−1)), and hence wp+i ∈ W ∗. Since
h(wq) = ⌈n/2⌉ = h′(wq),

wq(v) = 0 for each v ∈ V (Bn) \ M . (2)

Suppose wq(u) = 0 for some u ∈ M . Since m ≥ k|I| > k|M |, wq(u
′) > k for some

u′ ∈ M . Let w′
q be the m-weighting of Bn such that w′

q(u) = 1, w′
q(u

′) = wq(u
′) − 1,

and w′
q(v) = wq(v) for each v ∈ V (Bn) \ {u, u′}. This gives us πk(Bn(w′

q)) < πk(Bn(wq)),
contradicting wq ∈ W ∗. Thus, wq(v) > 0 for each v ∈ M . Note that, since w0(v) ≥ k for
each v ∈ I, and w0(v) = 0 for each v ∈ V (Bn) \ I, we have

wi(v) ≥ k for each i ∈ [q] and each v ∈ V (Bn) such that wi(v) 6= 0.

Let a1, . . . , ar be the distinct members of {v ∈ M ′ : wq−1(v) 6= 0}. There exist r distinct
elements b1, . . . , br of M such that aibi ∈ E(Bn) and wq(bi) = wq−1(bi) + wq−1(ai) ≥ 2k for
each i ∈ [r], and we have wq(ai) = 0 and wq−1(ai) ≥ k for each i ∈ [r], wq(v) = wq−1(v) ≥ k
for each v ∈ M \ {b1, . . . , br}, and wq(v) = wq−1(v) = 0 for each v ∈ V (Bn) \ (M ∪
{a1, . . . , ar}). Let X = {a1, . . . , ar}, Y = {b1, . . . , br}, and Y ′ =

⋃r
i=1(NBn

(ai) ∩ M). Thus,
Y ⊆ Y ′. Each member of X is a set of size ⌈n/2⌉ − 1 and has exactly n − (⌈n/2⌉ − 1)
supersets in M , and each member of M has exactly ⌈n/2⌉ subsets in M ′. We have

(n − ⌈n/2⌉ + 1)r =
∑

x∈X

|NBn
(x) ∩ M | = {xy ∈ E(Bn) : x ∈ X, y ∈ Y ′}

=
∑

y∈Y ′

|NBn
(y) ∩ X| ≤ ⌈n/2⌉ |Y ′|,

so r ≤ |Y ′|, and equality holds only if n is odd. Suppose r < |Y ′|. Then, y /∈ Y for
some y ∈ Y ′. Now y ∈ NBn

(aj) for some j ∈ [r], so ajy ∈ E(G) and y 6= bj . Let
S = {A ∈ Kk(Bn(wq−1)) : A ∩ {(aj , i) : i ∈ [wq−1(aj)]} 6= ∅ 6= A ∩ {(y, i) : i ∈ [wq−1(y)]}}.
Then, S 6= ∅ as k ≥ 3, wq−1(aj) ≥ k, and wq−1(y) ≥ k. We have

πk(Bn(wq−1)) ≥
∑

v∈M\Y

(

wq−1(v)

k

)

+
r
∑

i=1

(

wq−1(ai) + wq−1(bi)

k

)

+ |S| = πk(Bn(wq)) + |S|,

(3)
contradicting wq−1 ∈ W ∗. Therefore, r = |Y ′|, and hence Y ′ = Y and n is odd. Thus, no
member of X is a subset of a member of M \ Y , and hence X ∪ (M \ Y ) is an antichain
of size |M |. By Theorem 1, X ∪ (M \ Y ) is M or M ′. Since ∅ 6= X ⊆ M ′, we obtain
X = M ′ and Y = M . Suppose wq−1(bi) > 0 for some i ∈ [r]. Since n ≥ 2, n is odd,
and X = M ′, we have ajbi ∈ E(Bn) for some j ∈ [r] \ {i}. Let y = bi and define S as
above. As in (3), we obtain πk(Bn(wq−1)) ≥ πk(Bn(wq)) + |S| > πk(Bn(wq)), contradicting
wq−1 ∈ W ∗. Thus, since M = Y = {b1, . . . , br}, wq−1(v) = 0 for each v ∈ V (Bn) \ M ′.

This implies that max{i ∈ {0} ∪ [n] : w0(v) 6= 0 for some v ∈
(

[n]
i

)

} ≤ ⌈n/2⌉ − 1, so p = 0

and, since |I| > |M ′|, we have h(w0) ≤ ⌈n/2⌉ − 2, q ≥ 2, and h(wq−2) = ⌈n/2⌉ − 2. Let

M ′′ =
(

[n]
⌈n/2⌉−2

)

. We apply the argument starting after (2) for M ′, M ′′, wq−1, and wq−2
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instead of M , M ′, wq, and wq−1, respectively, and the inequality corresponding to r ≤ |Y ′|
that we obtain is strict. Similarly to the above, this contradicts wq−2 ∈ W ∗.

Therefore, we must have h(w0) ≥ ⌈n/2⌉. For any v ∈ V (Bn), let v′ = [n] \ v. Let
I ′ = {v′ : v ∈ I}, and let w′

0 be the m-weighting of Bn such that w′
0(v) = w0(v′) for each

v ∈ V (Bn). For any u, v ∈ V (Bn), u′ ⊆ v′ if and only if v ⊆ u, so u′v′ ∈ E(Bn) if and only
if uv ∈ E(Bn). Thus, πk(Bn(w′

0)) = πk(Bn(w0)). Recall that h(w0) < h′(w0). We have
h(w′

0) = n − h′(w0) < ⌈n/2⌉ as h(w0) ≥ ⌈n/2⌉. By applying the argument for I to I ′, we
obtain a contradiction.

Therefore, w0 /∈ W ∗. By Theorem 5, the result follows.

We next show that, as stated in Remark 2, the answer to Problem 1 is also negative if
G, k, and m are as in Remark 2.

Theorem 10. If I1, I2, . . . , Ir are the distinct maximal partite sets of a complete multi-

partite graph G, |I1| > |I2| ≥ · · · ≥ |Ir|, k ≥ 3, m ≥ kαk(G), w and w′ are m-weightings

of G, w is uniform-α, and w′ is uniform on a largest k-clique independent set of G, then

πk(G(w)) < πk(G(w′)).

Proof. We build on the proof of Theorem 6. We use the same idea in the proof of
Theorem 9, which is to shift weights from one end to a largest independent set and shift
weights from the other end to a second largest independent set. The proof for the current
setting is similar but simpler.

Let M = I1 and M ′ = I2. For each w ∈ W , let h(w) be as in the proof of Theorem 6,
and let h′(w) = min{j ∈ [r] : w(v) 6= 0 for some v ∈ Ij}. Let w0 be an m-weighting of G
that is uniform on a largest k-clique independent set I of G. Then, |I| ≥ |M | + |M ′|, so
h′(w0) < h(w0). Since m ≥ kαk(G) = k|I|, w0(v) ≥ k for each v ∈ I. For a contradiction,
suppose w0 ∈ W ∗.

Let p = h′(w0) − 1. If p > 0, then, as shown in the proof of Theorem 6, we can define a
sequence w1, . . . , wp of m-weightings of G such that, for each i ∈ [p], h′(wi) = h′(wi−1) − 1,
πk(G(wi)) ≤ πk(G(wi−1)), and hence wi ∈ W ∗. Note that h′(wp) = 1 and h(wp) = h(w0) >
1. Let q = p + h(w0) − 1. Since h(w0) ≥ 2, q ≥ p + 1. We can define a sequence
wp+1, . . . , wq of m-weightings of G such that, for each i ∈ [q − p], h(wp+i) = h(wp+i−1) − 1,
h′(wp+i) = h′(wp) = 1, πk(G(wp+i)) ≤ πk(G(wp+i−1)), and hence wp+i ∈ W ∗. Since
h(wq) = 1 = h′(wq),

wq(v) = 0 for each v ∈ V (G) \ M .

As in the proof of Theorem 9, wq(v) > 0 for each v ∈ M , and

wi(v) ≥ k for each i ∈ [q] and each v ∈ V (G) such that wi(v) 6= 0.

Let a1, . . . , as be the distinct members of {v ∈ M ′ : wq−1(v) 6= 0}. Let a1,1, . . . , a1,n1 , . . . ,
ar,1, . . . , ar,nr

be as in the proof of Theorem 6. For each i ∈ [s], ai = a2,ji
for some ji ∈ [n2].

For each i ∈ [s], let bi = a1,ji
. We have wq(bi) = wq−1(bi) + wq−1(ai) ≥ 2k for each i ∈ [s].

Let Y = {b1, . . . , bs}. Let y = a1,n1 . Since n1 > n2, y /∈ Y . As in the proof of Theorem 9,
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we obtain πk(G(wq−1)) > πk(G(wq)) (as y ∈ M ⊆ NG(x) for each x ∈ M ′), contradicting
wq−1 ∈ W ∗.

Therefore, w0 /∈ W ∗. By Theorem 6, the result follows.

Proof of Theorem 8. For any n ∈ N, let Gn be a triangle-free n-vertex graph and let In

be a largest independent set of Gn. Let αn = |In|, let wn be a 3n-weighting of Gn that is
uniform on V (Gn) (so w(v) = 3 for each v ∈ V (Gn)), and let w′

n be a 3n-weighting of Gn

that is uniform on In. It suffices to show that π3(Gn(wn)) < π3(Gn(w′
n)) for some n ∈ N.

We have

π3(Gn(wn)) =

(

3

3

)

n + 2

(

3

1

)(

3

2

)

|E(Gn)| = n + 18 |E(Gn)|

and

π3(Gn(w′
n)) ≥

(

⌊3n/αn⌋
3

)

αn.

Bohman [2] showed that we can choose the sequence {Gn}n∈N so that αn = O(
√

n log n)
and the maximum degree ∆(Gn) (max{|NGn

(v)| : v ∈ V (Gn)}) of Gn satisfies ∆(Gn) =
Θ(

√
n log n) (see [1, Theorem 2.5]). Since In is maximal, V (Gn) = In ∪ ⋃v∈In

NGn
(v), so

n = |In ∪
⋃

v∈In

NGn
(v)| ≤ |In| +

∑

v∈In

|NGn
(v)| ≤ (1 + ∆(Gn))αn,

and hence αn ≥ n/(1 + ∆(Gn)). Thus, for n sufficiently large, we have

αn ≥ n

a
√

n log n
and

1

αn
≥ 1

b
√

n log n

for some positive real numbers a and b, and hence

π3(Gn(w′
n)) ≥

(

⌊

3n/b
√

n log n
⌋

3

)

n

a
√

n log n
.

Since
(

p
3

)

∼ p3/6, we obtain

(

⌊

3n/b
√

n log n
⌋

3

)

= Θ

(

n3/2

(log n)3/2

)

,

so π3(Gn(w′
n)) = Ω (n2/(log n)2). By the handshaking lemma, 2|E(Gn)| ≤ n∆(Gn), so

|E(Gn)| = O
(

n

2

√

n log n
)

= O
(

n3/2
√

log n
)

.

Thus, π3(Gn(wn)) = O
(

n3/2
√

log n
)

. Since n3/2
√

log n = o(n2/(log n)2), π3(Gn(wn)) <

π3(Gn(w′
n)) for n sufficiently large.
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