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Geometric structures in pseudo-random graphs
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Abstract

In this paper, we provide a general framework for counting geometric structures
in pseudo-random graphs. As applications, our theorems recover and improve several
results on the finite field analog of questions originally raised in the continuous setting.
The results present interactions between discrete geometry, geometric measure theory,

and graph theory.
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1 Introduction

Let F, be a finite field of order ¢ where ¢ is a prime power. The investigation of finite field
analogs of problems originally raised in geometric measure theory has a long tradition, for
instance, the Erdds-Falconer distance problem [6, [7, [I7], sum-product estimates [4], [10], the
Kakeya problem [8, 32], frame theory [15] [16], and restriction problems [14], 22| 23] 27, 28].
Studying these problems over finite fields is not only interesting by itself, but it also offers
new ideas to attack the original questions. Some of these problems can be proved by using
results from the in graph theory, for instance, in [17], Iosevich and Rudnev proved the

following theorem on the distribution of distances in a given set.

Theorem 1.1 (Iosevich-Rudnev, [I7]). Let E be a set in Fl. Assume that |E| > qT, then

AE) = {lle —yll = (@1 =)+ + (za —ya)*: 2,y € B} = F,.

It is well-known that this theorem can be reproved by using the famous expander mixing
lemma. More precisely, the expander mixing lemma states that for an (n,d, A)-graph G, i.e.
a regular graph with n vertices, of degree d, and all other eigenvalues bounded in absolute
value by A, the number of edges in a given vertex set U, denoted by e(U), is bounded from

both above and below by the inequality

_dUP

‘e(U) < AU

To derive Theorem from this estimate, for o € F;, one just needs to define the distance
graph DG, with the vertex set IFZ and there is an edge between two vertices x and y if
and only if ||z — y|| = «. It is not hard to check that DG, is a regular Cayley graph

! and the second eigenvalue is bounded by q% by using

with ¢ vertices, of degree ~ ¢~
Kloosterman sums [I8, B1]. So, for any a # 0, the expander mixing lemma implies directly

that any vertex set U of size at least QQ% spans at least one edge.

We observe that the argument above only made use of the pseudo-randomness properties
of the graph, and once the eigenvalues were calculated ignored anything about F, or the
distance function. Because of this observation, this machinery provides a unified proof for

a series of similar questions, for example, one can replace the distance function by bilinear



forms [I1], Minkowski distance function [I2], or other functions [30].

From this observation, it is very natural to ask what kind of finite field models can be
extended to the graph setting? That is, what “geometric structures” can we guarantee
in a general graph with some pseudo-randomness condition? The main purpose of this
paper is to provide three such configurations, and the three topics we present here can
be viewed as generalizations of the Erdds-Falconer distance conjectures, which have been
studied intensively in the literature. Our theorems imply several results found previously
as special cases. Moreover, as they rely on the pseudo-randomness of an underlying graph,
they can be applied in a straightforward manner to other settings, such as modules over

finite rings.

Throughout the paper we say that G is an (n,d, \)-colored graph with color set D if it
is a graph edge-colored with |D| colors such that the subgraph of any fixed color is an
(n,d, \)-graph.

1.1 Cartesian product structures
We first start with the following question about finding rectangles in IE‘Z.

Question 1.2. Let E be a set in Fg and A, B € F,. How large does E need to be to guarantee

that there are four points w,x,y,z € E such that they form a rectangle of side lengths «
and (3, i.e.

(w—2z)-(x=y) =0, (x=y)-(y—2) =0, (y=2)-(z-w) =0, (z-w)(w—-2x) =0, (1)

and

lw—==zl| =|ly = 2|l = a, [lz —yl[ = [z —wl|[ = 5. (2)

Lyall and Magyar [25] proved that for any 6 € (0, 1), there exists an integer gy = go(9) with
the following property: if ¢ > gy and E C F2* with |E| > d¢**, then E contains four points
a,b,c, and d satisfying and (). This is the finite field model of a result in the same
paper which states that for any given rectangle R in R?¢, if S C R?? has positive Banach
density, then there exists a threshold \g = \g(S, R) such that S contains an isometric copy
of AR for any A > \g. Notice that the result in [25] was actually proved in a more general

form, for d-dimensional rectangles, though we state it here for 2-dimensional rectangles.
In the first theorem of this paper, we extend this result to a general graph setting.

For two graphs G and H, the cartesian product of G and H, denoted by GLH, is the graph
where V(GOH) = V(G) x V(H) and (u1,v1) ~ (uz2,v9) if and only if either u; = uy and
{v1,v2} € E(H) or vy = vy and {uy,us} € V(G). We use S(z) to denote the indicator

function of the set S.



Theorem 1.3. Let G; be (n;,d;, \;)-graphs with 1 < i < 2. Set G = G10Gs. For any
0 <0 <6 <1, there exists € > 0 such that for any S C V(G10G3) with |S| > 0|V (G10G2)|,
if max {3—1, 3—;} < €, then

N = Z S(Ul,Ul)S(Ul,’Ug)S(UQ,Ul)S(UQ,"Ug) > (5'4n1n2d1d2.
(u1,u2)€E(G1),(’U1,’UQ)EE(GQ)

Theorem recovers the theorem on rectangles in Ffj by Lyall and Magyar (Proposition
2.1 in [25]) as follows. Let G; and G5 be the graphs each with vertex set IFZ where a ~ b
in Gy if [la —b|| = a and x ~ y in Gy if ||a — b|]| = 8. Then G and G, are graphs with ¢¢
vertices, degree asymptotically ¢?~! and A < 2¢(4=1/2 (see [I], 21], summarized as Theorem
10.1 in [30]). Note that if ||uy — ua|| = a and |Jv; — vo|| = B, then letting w = (uy,v1),
x = (u1,v2), y = (ug,v1) and z = (ug,v), we have that w, z,y, and z form a rectangle in
]F?Id with side lengths a and 3. Applying Theorem to these specific graphs shows that

44=2) rectangles, giving

for ¢ large enough, any subset of ng of size at least dg>¢ contains Q(q
a quantitative strengthening of Lyall and Magyar’s result. Another application of Theorem
is on the number of rectangles in Fg with side lengths in a given multiplicative subgroup
of Fy, precisely, given a multiplicative subgroup A of F, we define Gy = G, being the graph
with the vertex set F, and there is an edge between x and y if x —y € A. This is clear that
this is a Cayley graph with ¢ vertices, of degree |A|, and it is also well-known that \ < ¢'/2

(see [19, (1)] for computations). Applying Theorem [1.3]| we recover Theorem 1.1 from [19].

1.2 Distribution of cycles
Our motivation of this section comes from the following question.

Question 1.4. Let E be a set in Fg and m > 4 be an integer. How large does E need to be
to guarantee that the number of cycles of the form (xq,...,%y) with ||z; — z.44|| = 1 for all

1<i<m-—1, and ||z,, — x1|| = 1, is close to the expected number |E|™q ™ ?

losevich, Jardine, and McDonald [13] proved that the number of cycles of length m, denoted
by Cp,(E), satisfies

() = (1 + o) EL”. 3)

m

whenever

s(d2-5548) L =
q :m = 2k, even
|E] > 3 (d+2-2=3+9)

q2 2k—1 :m =2k +1 odd



where

0<d< 5
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In the continuous setting, this is a difficult problem, and there are only a few partial results.
For instance, as a consequence of a theorem due to Eswarathasan, lTosevich, and Taylor [9],
we know that if the Hausdorff dimension of E, denoted by s, is at least %, then we know
that the upper Minkowski dimension of the set of cycles in E is at most 2s — m. If we
consider the case of paths, then Bennett, Tosevich, and Taylor [3] showed that there exists
an open interval I such that for any sequence {¢;}, of elements in I, we always can find
paths of length m + 1 with gaps {t;}7*, between subsequent elements in E as long as the
Hausdorff dimension of E is greater than “f*. We refer the reader to [24] for the recent
study on this problem. It is worth noting that in the discrete setting, results on distribution

of paths also play crucial role in proving .

In the graph setting, we have the following extension. We note here that we are counting
any sequence of m vertices (vy, -+, v,,) with v; ~ v, and v; ~ v, as a cycle of length m.
That is, we are counting labeled cycles and we include degenerate cycles in the count. One
could combine Theorem for various values of m and lemmas used to prove it to obtain

results about non-degenerate cycles as well, but we do not do this explicitly here.

Theorem 1.5. Let G be an (n,d, A)-graph and U be a vertex set with X - % = o(|U|). Let
Ci(U) denote the number of (labeled, possibly degenerate) cycles of length m with vertices

i U. Then we have

_ lojrar

nm

m—1_gm—1 m—2 2
i) _O()\|U| -t AU d>,

nm—1 n

The error term cannot be improved for m = 4. For instance, we define a graph with the
vertex set 2 where two vertices (a,b) and (c,d) are adjacent if and only if ac + bd = 1.
Using the geometric facts in Fg that any two lines intersect in at most one point and there
is only one line passing through two given points, we can see that this graph contains no
Cly, even though it is a (¢*,¢,/q) graph (if one includes loops). We also remark that as a
corollary of a result due to Alon [20, Theorem 4.10] we know that the number of cycles in
U is close to the expected number as long as |U| > A(n/d)?. This result is of course weaker
than Theorem [L5

We now discuss how Theorem implies and improves previous results. In [13], counting
results for cycles are proved in both the distance graph and the dot-product graph over
F?. Formally, let G{**" and G be the graphs on vertex set F? where u ~ v in G if
| —v|| =t and u ~ v in GP°" if u-v = t. As each of these graphs are approximately
¢%! regular and with second eigenvalue bounded above by 2¢(¢~1/2 Theorem can be



applied. In [13], the same quantitative results are proved for both graphs but with different

methods, and the authors write the following:

“We note that in this paper, we obtain the same results for the distance graph and the dot-
product graph. While the techniques are, at least superficially, somewhat different due to
the lack of translation invariance in the dot-product setting, it is reasonable to ask whether

a general formalism is possible.”

Theorem answers this question in a strong way, as it may be applied in a much more
general setting than just distance or dot-product graphs. Furthermore, Theorem implies
the estimate (3)) with an improved threshold on the size of the subset, namely we may remove
the ¢ in the exponent that appears in the result from [13]. The proof of T heoremrequires
estimates on the number of paths in our graph, for example Proposition 3.5, This is again
done in a general way for (n,d, \)-graphs. We also note that colorful versions of Theorem
[1.5] and the lemmas required to prove it can be proved with only minor modifications to
the proof. That is, given an (n, d, \)-colored graph and a fixed coloring of a path or cycle,
one can obtain the same estimates on the number of such colorful subgraphs that appear.
For ease of exposition we only prove an uncolored version of Theorem [1.5] but Theorems
and (see below) are stated and proved in a colorful way as proof of concept. It is
possible through this general set up to recover Theorem 1.1 of [2] and Theorem 6 of [5].

Finally, we prove Theorem in two different ways. The second approach is quite specific
to counting cycles, but more straightforward (it is also slightly weaker: we obtain the same
quantitative results for m > 5 but for m = 4 only prove the result up to a multiplicative
constant factor). The first approach passes the problem to counting structures in the tensor
product of two (n,d, A)-graphs. We note that the tensor product of two (n,d, \)-graphs is
itself a (n?,d? d\) graph, and so one may try to use pseudo-randomness of this graph to
count subgraphs. However, this is not good enough for our purpose, and we must prove a
version of the expander mixing lemma that applies specifically to tensor products of graphs.
This result (Proposition is significantly stronger than directly applying the classical
expander mixing lemma to the tensor product graph, and we believe it is of independent
interest, as the second approach along with Proposition [3.2| could be used to count other

structures in tensor products of pseudo-random graphs.

1.3 Distribution of disjoint trees
The last question we consider in this paper is the following.

Question 1.6. Let E be a set in Fg, and T be a tree of m vertices. How large does E need

to be to guarantee that the number of vertex disjoint copies of T in E is close to |E|/m?

That is, we are asking for a threshold such that any set of large enough size has an almost

spanning T-factor. We now to introduce the notion of the stringiness of a graph, T, denoted



o(T), which is defined as (dy + 1) [[;_, d; where dy > ds--- > d,, is the degree sequence of
T in nonincreasing order. Using this, Soukup [29] proved that for any tree T' of m vertices
with stringiness o(T'), and for any E C Fe, if |E| > o(T)q"s", then the number of disjoint
copies of T in FE is at least

U] d+1

—_qT

o(T)
In this section, we provide improvements of this result.

Theorem 1.7. Let G be an (n,d, \)-colored graph with the color set D. Let T be a tree with
edges colored by D. For any U C V(G) with |U| = r - %‘, the number of disjoint copies of

H i U 1is at least
Ul An

o(T) d’

where o(T) is the stringiness of T'.

Theorem directly generalizes Soukup’s result in [29] to pseudo-random graphs. However,
the stringiness of a tree may be exponential in the number of vertices. Using a different

method, we prove a theorem which for most trees does much better.

Theorem 1.8. Let G be an (n,d, \)-colored graph with the color set D. Let T be a tree
of m vertices with edges colored by D. For any U C V(G) with |U| > m(m — 1) - 22, the

number of disjoint copies of T in U is at least

U] _An
m d’

2 Proof of Theorem [1.3

Set V; = V(G;) and E; = E(G;) for 1 < i < 2. If i satisfies 2 = max{’\i ﬁ} then

: A Ai
throughout the proof we will use 4 to denote I

2.1 Square-norm

For functions fi, fa, f3, fa: Vi X Vo — [—1,1], we define

N(fl7f27f3af4) =E a,b,c,d fl(CL?C)fQ(CL? d)fd(ba C)f4(b7 d)

(avb) S ’(Cvd) S5

1
= f (CL?C)f (aad)f (b,C)f (b7d)7
|‘/Y1|d1|‘/2|d2 a%(i 1 2 3 4

(a,b)EE,(c,d)EE



and

(f17f2,f3,f4) = abcdf1(a c) fa(a, d) f3(b, ) f4(b, d)
AP Z fi(a,c) fa(a,d) f3(b, c) f4(b,d).

a,b,c,d

~ PP |

Let S be any subset of V; x V5. Recall that when context is clear, we use S(-) to denote the
characteristic function yg¢ on the set S. We now prove two simple but useful facts about M

using Cauchy-Schwarz.

Proposition 2.1.

ER%
M(S.S.8.8) > (21 )
( ) (ww)

Proof. We write the definition of |S| as a sum and apply Cauchy-Schwarz twice to get

2\ 3
|S| = ZZSab (Zl) Z(ZS(a,b))
acVy beVr acV acVy \beVr

= V1|2 (Z Z Z S(a,b)S(a, c))

beVa ceVa acVy

N

< Wiz (Zzlz)é ZZ(ZS<a,b>s<a,c>>2 %

beVy ceVh beVy ceVa \aeVy

1
2

= Vil | V3 (ZZZZS@Z) (db)S(d,c)) ,

beVy ceVa acVy deVy

[NIES

which, upon rearranging and renaming variables becomes

=

Vil2|Val2 ([VA[*Val*M (S, S, S, 9))* .
Comparing this to |S| yields the desired result. ]

For any function f: V] x Vo — [—1, 1], we define

1 llawaxvey = MU, £, £ F)V

Lemma 2.2. For functions fi, fa, f3, fa: Vi X Vo — [=1,1], we have

M(f1, fo, f3, f1) < min | filloovi xva)-



Proof. We apply Cauchy-Schwarz to the definition of M to get

M(fy, for Fs fi) = —— S° fala,c) fala, d) (b, ) falb d)

2
|V| ‘V‘ a,beVy,c,deVs

a,beVy \ceVa deVa
1

< m Z (Z fi(a, C)f3<b’c>>

a,beVy ceVo

Z (Z f2(a7 d)f4(ba d))

a,beVi \deVa

= (M(fu, fi, for f3))7 - (M (fa, fo fu, f2))? -

N

A similar calculation using Cauchy-Schwarz and reversing the roles of V; and V5 gives that

M(fr, for f3 f1) < (M(f1, fo, fr, f2))2 - (M (f3, f, f3, f2)2

We finish by combining these inequalities and using the fact that M(f;, fi, fi, f;) < 1 for
1=1,2,3,4. O

2.2 A weak hypergraph regularity lemma

Let B be a o-algebra on V] and C be a og-algebra on V5. We recall here that a o-algebra on
V; is a collection of sets in V; that contains V;, (), and is closed under finite intersections,

unions, and complements.

The complexity of a o-algebra B is the smallest number of sets (atoms) needed to generate B,
and we denote by complexity(B). Notice that [B| < 2¢omplexity(B) e denote the smallest
o-algebra on V; x V5 that contains both B x V5, and V; x C by BV C.

For a function f: V] x Vo — R, we define the conditional expectation E(f|[BVC): V — R
by the formula

E(f|BVC)(x)r:m >t

e(BVC)(x)

where (B V C)(x) denotes the smallest element of BV C that contains . We note that an
atom of BV C has the form U x V where U and V are atoms of B and C, respectively.

The following lemma is a special case of Lemma 2.2 in [25]. We refer the reader to [25] for

a detailed proof.

Lemma 2.3. For any € > 0, there exist o-algebras B on V; and C on Vs such that each



algebra is spanned by at most O(e®) sets, and

1S —E(SIBVC)llowixv) < e

9

|ISN (B x C)]

We recall that
E(S|BVC)(x) =

where B x C'is the atom of BV C containing x

2.3 A generalized von-Neumann type estimate
Lemma 2.4. For functions fi, fa, f3, fa: Vi X Vo — [—1,1], we have

)\1/4
IN(f1, f2, f3, fa)| < m1n||fa||D(leV2 +0 <d1/4)

To prove this lemma, we recall the following expander mixing lemma
Lemma 2.5. Let G = (V, E) be an (n,d, \)-graph, and A be its adjacency matriz. For real
f,g € LA(V), we have

(£ Ag) = AVIE(N)E(g)] < Allfll2llgll2;

where
= 7 . I = 1
veV veV
Proof of Lemma[2.4]. Set o;(x,y) = |Vi|/d; if (z,y) € E; and 0 otherwise and let E, ,cy; :
|, by using the expander mixing lemma, one has

ﬁzmyevy Then for f,g: V; — [—
> f@)gly) = (f. Ag) < |V| Zf y) + Aill fll=llgll2-

T~y

Dividing both sides by d;|V;| and using || f||2]|g]l2 < |Vi] gives

E.pevif (@)9(4)oi(x. ) (W 2_ @y ) + 5
Thus,
by A
+ 2 Bey f2)g(y) + =5

By f(2)g(W)oi(@,y)I* < (Bay.qf (2)9(2) f (4)g(t))

< B f(2) 1) + 37

)

10



where we have used the fact that E. ;9(2)g(t), Ez , f(2)g(y) < 1. In other words, for functions
fyg:Vi— [—1,1], we have

e f(2)o0)ore ) < Eay (2)f) + 35 (1

)

The same holds when we switch between f and g:

e f(2)o(0)or(e, p)? < Eayo(2)oly) +35 o)

)

In the next step, we want to show that

A
N(f1, fo, 3, f1) < || fillooxvey + O (E)

Using the definitions, we have
N(f1; f2; f3, f4) = Bapcafi(a, c) f2(a, d) f3(b, ) fa(b, d)or(a, b)os(c, d).
For a fixed pair (c,d), set foa(a) = fi(a,c)fa(a,d) and g.qa(b) = f5(b,¢)f1(b,d). Then we

have

IN(fr, for f3, f) P = <|V|1| AL > fea(@)gea(b)o(a, b)Uz(C,d))

a,b,c,d

>2

S fra@)gealb)o (a,b)

< <|V1| 2152 Z \/02 (¢,d) \/02(0, d) ch,d(a)gc,d(b)al(a,b)

1
< W <E (e, d)) E o2(c, d)
c,d c,d

= (Ec402(c,d)) (Eca0a(c, d)|Eqp fea(a)gea(b)oi(a, b))
- Ec,do-(ca d) |Ea,bfc,d(a)gc,d(b>o-<a’ b)|27

where the first inequality uses the triangle inequality and rearranging, the second inequality
is Cauchy-Schwarz, the next line is rearranging, and the last equality uses the fact that
E,q02(c,d) = 5 - % - |V4| - dg = 1. Therefore, the inequality implies

[Va[?
N o oSO < Baon(csd) (Eufao) ) + 35 ©)
= Batcars(6s ) o) o) + 3 (Beao(e ) 5
= (Bapeahi(o:0) b Lo 1o dos(esd) + 35

11



By another similar argument with f,,(c) = fi(a,¢)fi(b,¢) and jop(d) = fo(a,d) fo(b, d) for

each fixed pair (a,b), we have

2
IN(f1, fa, f3, fo)|* < (Ea7b,c,dfa,b(c)ga,b(d)UQ(C d) ‘|‘3)\1)

A\

A 2
= (Ea,b,c,dfa,b(C)ga,b(d)O.Q(C, d)) + 15—,

using that E%b,c?dfa,b(c)ga,b(d)ag(c, d) <1land A\;/d; <1. Now

<Ea,b,c,dfa,b(C)ga,b<d)g2(Cv d)>2 |Vv1|4|‘/2|4 (Z Z fa b\ C ga b 02(0 d))

a,b c,d

2
1 1 A .

SW aZb (W ; fa,b(c)ga,b(d)UQ(Cv d))
1 . >\
SWZ (Ec,dfab( )fab( ) d2)

a,b

2

Ao
:Ea,b< eafi(a, ) fi(b, ) fr(a, d) fi(b, d) +3d2)

by Cauchy-Schwarz and respectively. As a consequence, we obtain

A A2

IN(f1, f2, f3, f4)|4 < Eapeafi(a,c)fi(b,c)fi(a, d)fi(b,d) + 15d_1 + 3d_2

= M(fi, fi, fi, /i) +0O (21 gz) :

Notice that the same holds when f; on the right hand side is replaced by f; for 2 <1 < 4.
In short,

)\1/4
IN(f1, fo, f5, fa)] < m1n||fa||D(leV2 +0 (d1/4>

This completes the proof. O

With Lemmas 2.3 and 2.4] in hand, we are ready to prove Theorem [I.3]

Proof of Theorem For any € > 0, by Lemma [2.3, we can see that there exist o-
algebras B and C on V; and V5, respectively, with complexity bounded above by O (e7®) , so
that

1S = E(SIBV C)llowixie) < € (7)

Let g denote E(S|B Vv C), and define

12



Therefore, gives us that
Rllogixs) < e (8)

Both g and h are functions from V] x V5 to the interval [—1,1]. Recalling the definition of

N above, we see that
N(S,5,85,8) = N(g,9.9.9) + N(h,h, h,h) + R,
where R is a sum over all expressions of the form

N(f1, f2, f3, fa),

where the f; in each term are either g or h, but not all the same. Specifically, set 2 :=
{9:h}"\{(9,9.9:9), (h, b, 1, h)}, denote a quadruple of functions by F' = (f1, f2, f3, f1) € Q,

and write

R=> Eupcafi(a,c)fa(a,d)fs(b,c) f1(b,d) Ei(a, b) Ex(c, d),

FeQ

where E;(z,y) is the indicator that zy € E(G;). Combining Lemma [2.4{ and ({8)) gives

)\1/4 )\1/4
|N(ha hv hv h)| < ||h||D(V1><V2) +0 (W) <e+ @) (W) .

Similarly, for any other choice of F' € (), we must have h in at least one entry, so we get

‘ )\1/4 )\1/4 )\1/4
NP < min e + O (i ) < Ml +0 () <0 (35

Putting these together we get that

)\1/4
IN(S.5.5.5) = N(gn9.9.9)] = O (e+ 57 ) )
Similarly, by Lemma [2.2] we know that
M(F) < min | fillowixva).

so we get that
|M(S,5,5,5) = M(g,9,9,9)| = O (e). (10)

By definition, g is a linear combination of indicator functions of atoms of the o-algebra BVC.
By Lemma [2.3] we know that there is some positive constant ¢ > 0 so that the number of

terms in this linear combination is no more than 2 °. So we can write N (9,9,9,9) as a

13



linear combination of terms of the form

N(Bl X Cl,BQ X Cz,Bg X Cg,B4 X 04)
= Ea,b,c,d(Bl X C’l)(a, C) . (BQ X Cg)(a, d) . (Bg X Og)(b, C) . <B4 X 04)(67 d)O’l(CL, b)O’Q(C, d),

for some atoms B; x C; (and their indicator functions) in BxC. Here as before we use o;(z,y)
equals |V;|/d; if {x,y} € E; and 0 otherwise. However, if we split this up by variables, we
get that

N(Bl X Cl,BQ X Cg,Bg X 03,34 X 04)
= Ea,b,c,d(Bl N BQ)(CL) . (Bg N B4)<b) . (Cl N 03)(6) . (Cg N 04)(d)01(a, b)0-2(07 d)
= (Ea,b(Bl N Bg)(a) . (B3 N B4)(b)01(a, b)) (]Ec,d<Cl N Cg)(C) . (Cg N C4)<d)0'2(6, d)) .

By applying the expander mixing lemma as in the proof of Lemma [2.4] we see

N(Bl X Cl,Bg X CQ,Bg X C3,B4 X C4)
At A2

= (Bt 220- o2 +0 () ) (Bt e a0 cow +0 (3))

A
:M(Bl XCl,BQ XCQ,Bg XCg,B4XC4)+O(E),

where the last line uses the definition of M and that each expectation is at most 1. Since g

. . . . -8
is a linear combination of at most 2° = terms, we see that

s A
IN(9,9,9,9) —M(9,9,9,9)| = O (2“ 83>,

for some positive constant ¢’. Using @D followed by the previous estimate and , we get

that for some constant k > 0, we have

)\1/4
N(‘Sa Sa Sa S) > N(Q?.gvgvg) — ke — kW
C/€_8>\ )\1/4
> M(g,9,9,9) — k2 o T he—ko
s A A4
ZM(S,S,S,S)—kﬁ—k2 E—k‘ﬁ—km
Now applying Proposition [2.1] to this estimate gives us
15| \* SsA A
N(S,5,5,9) > —2ke — k2 — — k——. 11

Recall that by assumption, |S| > 0|V1]|Vz], so to guarantee that N = N(S,S,S,95) is
positive, we just need to pick € so that the right-hand-side of is bigger than 6, or

14



equivalently,

s\ )\1/4
4 14 ce=8

3 Proof of Theorem 1.5

To prove Theorem we present two approaches based on two counting lemmas. While
the second counting lemma is a direct consequence of the expander mixing lemma for a
single graph, the first counting lemma is a stronger and more practical variant for tensor of

two pseudo-random graphs, which is quite interesting on its own.

3.1 The first counting lemma for cycles

Let us briefly describe the ideas of counting cycles here. Assume we want to count the
number of cycles of length 2k for some integer k > 2. Given four vertices z,y, z, w, if x and
y are connected by a path of length £ — 1, and the same happens for z and w, then we will
have a cycle of length 2k of the form z — yw — zz (Figure 1) when there are edges between
x and z, and between y and w. Thus, the problem is reduced to counting the number of

pairs of edges between the endpoints of pairs of paths of length k — 1.

~ao
~ -
-
-
-

o
~
~
~o
~
~
~
~ e
~

Figure 1: Counting pairs of edges zz and yw.

To this end, we make use of the notation of tensor of two pseudo-random graphs. For two
graphs G; = (V4, Ey) and Gy = (V3, E3), the tensor product G; ® G, is a graph with vertex
set V(G1 ® Go) = Vi x V,, and there is an edge between (u,v) and (v/,') if and only if
(u,u’) € Ey and (v,v") € Fy. Suppose that the adjacency matrices of G; and G, are A and
B, respectively, then the adjacency matrix of G; ® G5 is the tensor product of A and B. It is
well-known that if v,..., v, are eigenvalues of A and v}, ...,~,, are eigenvalues of B, then

the eigenvalues of A® B are v;v; with 1 <i <n, 1 <j <m (see [26] for more details).

It is not hard to use the expander mixing lemma to get the following.
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Proposition 3.1. Let G be an (n,d, \)-graph. For two non-negative functions f,g: VxV —

R, we have

d2
> fl@yglzw) - sl fIlllgll| < dAllfllzllglle-

(z,2)€EE,(y,w)EE

Our first counting lemma offers better bounds as follows.

Proposition 3.2. (First counting lemma) Let G be an (n,d, \)-graph. For two non-negative
functions f,g: V x V. — R, we define F(x) = _, f(x,y), G(z) = >, 9(z,w), F'(y) =
Yoo flxy), and G'(w) = g(z,w). Then we have

e )\ I
> (@, 9)9(z,w0) = 5[ flllglls| < X1 ll2llglat—5 (1G]l + [1F]12[1G]]2) -

n
(z,2)EE,(y,w)EE

Proof. Suppose G is a d-regular graph on vertex set V with |V| = n, and let A denote its

adjacency matrix. For two real-valued functions f,g: V x V — R, we define

(f.9) = Z f(v1,v2)g(v1,v2),

(v1,02)EV XV

and

115 = (£, ).

We denote the set of all real-valued functions on V' x V by L*(V x V). For the remainder

of the proof we will assume that f,g € L?(V x V) are non-negative functions.

We define
A® Af(vi,v0) = > Fluy, ug).

(u1,u2): (u1,01)€EE,(uz,v2)EE

That is, A ® A is the adjacency matrix of G ® G. In the remainder, we denote A ® A by B.

Let A\ > Ay > .-+ > X, be the eigenvalues of A corresponding to eigenfunctions ey, - - - ,e,.
Without loss of generality, assume that the e; form an orthonormal basis of R™. Then the

eigenfunctions of B are exactly e; ® e; for all 1 < 4,5 < n corresponding to eigenvalue
)\ij = )\1)\]

We observe that
f=> (fei®eje @e;

1]

So
Bg = Z(Bg, €; X €j>6i X €j = Z )\Z-j(g, €; (029 €j>ei X €j

1,J e;®e;
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We note that A has a constant eigenfunction that will be denoted by ey, i.e.
e1(v) =1/v/n, Yo € V.
This means that B also has constant eigenfunction defined by

e1 ®ep(u,v) =1/n Y(u,v) € VxV.

We have
Z f(:v,y)g(Z, UJ) = <f7 Bg) = Z >\ij<97 € ® ej><fa e; ® €j>‘
(z,2)€EE,(y,w)EE i,j
Define
Sl ::)\11 <ga €1 & €1><f7 €1 & 61)
Sy 1= Z)\lj<g> e1 ® e;)(f,e1 ®ej)
=2
Sy 1= Z)\i1<g> e; ®@en)(f e @er)
=2
S4 = Z)\Zj(g, €; & €j><f, €; & €j>.
ij=2
And so

Z f(a:,y)g(z,w)—Sl:SQ+53+S4,

(z,2)EE,(y,w)EE

We now estimate each S;. Since \; = d and e; is constant, it is easy to see that

1 1 d?
S = An <f, —1> <g, —1> = Al
n n n

For Sy, if 4,7 > 1 we have that \;; < A? and hence

n n 1/2 n 1/2
Sy < \? Z(g,ei ®e;)(f.ei@e;) < A2 (Z (g,6; ® €j>2> (Z(f, e; ej)2>

i,j=2 i,j=2 i,j=2
n 1/2 n 1/2
<N (Z(ga ei®€j>2> <Z<f7€i®ej>2>
i,j=1 i,j=1
= N|If1l2llgll2,

where the second inequality follows by Cauchy-Schwarz.
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To estimate Sy, note that A;; < Ad, and

1
e1 X €j(U1, UQ) = %6]'(1)2).

Using Cauchy-Schwarz, we have that

. " /2, 1/2
Sy < >‘d2<g’ e ®e)(f,e1 ®e;) < M (Z(g, e ® ej)2> (Z(f,el ® €j>2>
j=2 ]:2 12 J:2 1/2
< X\ <Z<g, e1® €]>2> <Z<f e1 ® ej) >
o j=1

To estimate this quantity, note that

(g,e1 ® e;) Zguv(ﬁ@ej(uv \/_Zguve] ZG/ v)e;(v

and similarly (f,e; ® e;) = \f >, F'(v)e;(v). Therefore, we have that

n

Slg.er@e) —Z ZG’ >j<v>:%Z<G’<u>G’<v> e;(w)e; (v)

j=1 u,v J=1

3
N—

Now notice that because the e; form an orthonormal basis, we have that

n

;em)exv) Vo uin

1 uv=v

Hence we have

Sl eoe)?="13 <<G’<u)>2 Zexu)?) = > (G w) = 6B

j=1 j=1 u=1

Similarly >77_, (f,e1 ® ¢;)* = L||F’||3. Combining everything we have that

Ad
So < — [|G[2[ | F"|]2-
n

A symmetric proof shows that
Ad
93 < — ||Gl[2||F]2-
n
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3.2 The second counting lemma for cycles

Assume we want to count the number of cycles of length 2k for some integer £ > 1. Our

second strategy for cycles can be explained as follows. Given three vertices x,y, and z, if x

and y are connected by a path of length k, and x and z are connected by a path of length

k — 1, then we have a cycle of length 2k of the form x — yz — z if and only if y and z are

adjacent (Figure 2). So the problem is reduced to counting the number of edges between

the endpoints of pairs of paths pinned at a vertex.

Figure 2: Counting edges yz.

Proposition 3.3. (Second counting lemma) Let G be an (n,d, \)-graph. Let U be a set of

vertices in G. For any two vertices x and y, let py(x,y) be the number of paths of length k

between x and y with vertices in between belonging to U. Then we have

Cor1(U) — gz <Zpk($>y)) <A Z pk(x,y)z

zeU \yeU z,yelU
and
1/2
et z(zpkxy)(zpk_l(x,a) sxz(zw,yv) -
zeU \yeU zeU zeU \yeU

[

> pea(z, 2

zeU

Proof. We first observe that the number of odd cycles of length 2k 4+ 1 in U is equal to the

SuIn

> (2, y)pe(, 2).

,y,2€U3,(y,2)€E(G)

Given = € U, set f(y) = U(y)pr(z,y), then the above sum can be rewritten as

2. 2. fwif

zcU (y,2)€E(G)

19
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Applying Lemma [2.5] the first statement is proved.

For the second statement, as above, the number of even cycles of length 2k in U is equal to

the sum

> Pe(@, y)pi—1(z, 2).

Given x € U, set f(y) = U(y)pr(z,y) and g(z) = U(z)pr_1(z, z), then the above sum can

S fwela).

z€U (y,2)€E(G)

be rewritten as

Applying Lemma [2.5] the proposition is proved. O

Using the facts that

>, (Zpk(ﬂfay)> = P (U),

zeU \yeU

> (e, y)® = Ou(U),

x,yclU

Z (Zpk(-’%]J)) ’ (Zpkl<$,z)> = P2k71<U),

zeU \yeU zeU

and the following application of Cauchy-Schwarz,
1/2 1/2
Z (Zpk($7y)2) : (Zpk—1($72)2> < (C%(U)C%—z(U))l/Q,
zeU \yeU zeU

one derives the following corollary.

Corollary 3.4. Let G be an (n,d,\)-graph. Let U be a set of vertices in G. Then

d
Cor1(U) — EPQk(U>‘ < A% (U),

and
d
‘c%w) _ Eszlw)‘ < A (Con (U)oU)
3.3 Distribution of paths

We have seen that to apply the two counting lemmas, we need to have estimates on the

paths of a given length in a vertex set. We now provide relevant results on paths.

Proposition 3.5. Let G be an (n,d, \)-graph, k > 1 an integer, and U be a vertex set with
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A-% =o(|U]). Let P,(U) denotes the number of paths of length k in U. Then we have

An \ 1 |U[F+1dE
Pk(U):{1+@(d|U|)} g

Proof. We first prove the following two estimates:

APy (U)?

n

P2k+1 (U) -

< APy (U), (12)

and

dP,(U)Py_1(U)

Py (U) — -

‘ < A/ Por(U) Py, o (U). (13)

For u € U, let f(u) be the number of paths of length k of the form (ug,...,ux, u) where
w; € U. Similarly, for v € U, let g(v) be the number of paths of length k of the form
(v1,...,v,,v) where v; € U. To use Lemma we need to estimate the norms and the

inner product. We have that the adjacency matrix A acts on g by the formula

(u,v)EE(G)

which is the number of paths of length k& + 1 of the form (vy,..., v, v,u). For the inner

product, we have

(f,Ag) = D fwAg(u)= > f(uw)Ag(u) = Py (V).

ueV(9) ueV(G9)
It is clear that
- Pp(U).
and
F113 = lgll3 = Par(U).

Applying Lemma we have that

1

Pas@) = diV] (- B()) | < APu®)

which is equivalent to . The estimate also follows from a similar argument with the
same f and g(v) defined to be the number of paths of length £—1 of the form (vy, ..., vx_1,v).

We now proceed by induction on k. The case k = 0 is trivial and the case k£ = 1 follows
from Lemma and the estimate ((13)).

Suppose that the statement holds for all 2k > 1. We now show that it also holds for 2k + 1
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and 2k + 2. Indeed, it follows from the estimate and induction hypothesis that we have

d
Py (U) < ﬁPk(U)Z + APy, (U)

d |U’2k+2d2k \n 2 ’U|2k+1d2k n
<-4 _— (140 M [1+ 0
S TO\am)) T O\

|U|2k+2d2k+l n
= (1

R AT

whenever [U] > A%, The lower bound follows in the same way.

For the case 2k + 2, it also follows from the estimate that

dP(U) Pieyr (U)

P2k+2(U) S +)\\/P2k(U)P2k+2(U)

Solving this inequality in @ = \/Pay42(U), we obtain

2

—)\\/K \/)\QP% 4de(U)nPk+1(U)

2

Poo(U) <

Using the induction hypothesis and that 2% = o(|U|), we have that

NPy (U) = 0 (dpk(U)Pk—H(U) An )

n d|U|

and that

dPy(U) Py (U UPF3dP+2 An
A ng(U)\/ k )n’”l( ):o(| |n%+2 : )

d|U]|

Hence the entire expression is bounded above by

|U|2k+3d2k+2 n
—|1+0
n2k‘+2 + d‘ Ul

Using lower bounds of the estimates and , and an identical argument also gives us
P > [1— 0 (22| o (@ k
M= d|U| n)’
under the condition A% = o(|U]). This completes the proof of the proposition. O

3.4 Proof of Theorem using the first counting lemma
Proof of Theorem[1.5. We proceed by induction on m.

We first start with the base case m = 4.
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Let f,g:U x U — R defined by

1, if (z,y) € E(G)

0, otherwise

flz,y) =

and
1, if (z,w) € E(G)

0, otherwise.

It is clear that C4(U) = > (, .y (ywer@) [ (@, ¥)g(z,w). To apply Proposition we need
to check the norms of functions f, g, F', G, F’, and G'.

g(z,w) =

Using Proposition [3.5 we have

191l = 3 fen) = i) = (140 () ) 0P

171 = (IZGUﬂx,y)?) e (;;Uf(x,y)> iy - (1+0 () ) ony/2

using the Taylor series for /1 + z and the assumption that 22 = o(|U]). Similarly,

= (o (). a0 ()

For functions F, G, F’, G’ defined as in Proposition we have that

1F|l: = (ZU FW) oy - (1L (1+e (%)»/

Similarly,
/2
_ / _ ! _ |U|3d2 AN !
6l =117l =16l = (5 (140 ()

Substituting these estimates into Proposition [3.2], we have that

An d* )\2|U|2d An 20U 2d? An
1 4 — |1 1 —_— .
) = ( +@(duﬂ))"” n ( *O(dm))* n ( *O(dw))

Using the assumption that & = o(|U|) completes this case.

Assume that the statement holds for any cycle of length smaller than m — 1, we now show

that it holds for cycles of length m.
We fall into two cases:

Case 1: m =2k + 1.
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As above, for z,y € U, we define

f(z,y) = the number of paths of length k£ between x and y,

and
g(x,y) = the number of paths of length & — 1 between z and y.

Then

171 = P = (140 () ) Ly,

2kd2k )\2k—2 U 2d
1918 = Cur0) = 1401 5 0 (ST
d2k

[1F1[5 = [1F"][3 = Por(U) = (1+ o(1)) — [U[**,

and

An drt
lalls = Fea0) = (140 (377) ) S 10T

Hmﬁzchy:u+oa»“ld

|U|2k—2d2k—2 N O <>\2k_4’U|2d

ifm=25

||g||% = OQk—?(U) = (1 + 0(1)) n2k—2

n

) fm>7

2k—

d
1G5 = |G|3 = Par—2(U) = (1 +o(1)) IUIZ'“ '

n2k—2
Applying Proposition (3.2,

d2
Coonn(U) — —Pk<U>Pk_1<U>’ <N 01O a0 + 22/ Pocl0) Paa(0)

When m = 5, we have

A \\ [UPd| 2¢ww5,wmw AdA| U
C5(U)_(1+®<d|U|)) nd =0 n’ * n? * nd '

Note that % |U‘ =0 <d’|\3| IUJ;dE)). If U] < ’\d@—g/j, then the second term in the square root is

bigger than the first, and hence

)\2

nd n?

Ul Ui _ (A3]U|2d>
=)
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It |U| > Ad’é—?;/; then the first term is bigger than the second and we have

A2\/yUyﬁds N rnid® (A2|U|3d5/2)

no n2 np/2

An3/2 A2|U|3d5/2 < ANUA* o |UPd®

Using the assumption that |U| > <57 gives that =3 T = AT In either

case the inequality is satisfied.

For m > 7 we have

\n |U|2k+1d2k+1
CQkJrl(U) - <1 + O (d|U| )> n2k+1

2kd2k )\21@—2 24 2k—2d2k—2 )\2k—4 24 b\ 2kd2k
0<A2\/[|U| R |U|H|U| R |U|}+|U| )

n2k n n2k—2 n n2k+1

. MU |2k g2k U|2k+1g2k+1 . . .
First note that 2 2|k — =0 ’\—”HT so we may ignore this term. Hence if each of
n2k+ d n2k+

the four terms

’U’4k_2d4k_2 )\2k_2‘U‘2kd2k_1 )\2k_4’U’2k+2d2k+1 )\4k_6‘U‘4d2

nik—2 ’ n2k—1 ’ n2k+1 ’ n2 ’

U 4kd4k )\4k76 U 4d2
0 (I | ) or O ( 19 > |
\2p 4k n2
then we are done. The fourth term trivially satisfies the inequality. The first term is
0 (%) and

is either

n2k—1 n2k+1

)\2k—2|U|2kd2k—1 _, ()\2k_4’U|2k+2d2k+1)

by the assumption that 2% = o(|U|). Finally, if |U| > X (%)(%_1)/(%_2) then

)\2k—4 | U|2k+2d2k+1 |U|4kd4k

n2k+l - )\2n4k ’

Otherwise AZe—4| | 222k \4R—6| 7|42
< .

n2k+1 - n2

Case 2: m = 2k.

For this case, we want to apply Proposition [3.2| again, so we need to define suitable functions

f and g, namely, for z,y € U,

f(z,y) = g(x,y) = the number of paths of length £ — 1 between x and y.
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Then, by inductive hypothesis and Proposition 3.5 one has

n dF-1
151l = gl = Peca() = 1+ 0 (57 ) ) Sl

‘U|2k—2d2k—2 d
1518 =l = Can-a0) = 14 o) 25 v 0 ()

n2k:72
2k—2

d .
1F115 = NIGIE = 1115 = [1G'1I3 = Pos—a(U) = (1 + 0(1)) -z [U* .

2k—2

By applying Proposition [3.2] and the estimates above, we get that

d> Ad
Cor(U) — ﬁpk—l(U)‘ < NCoy—o(U) + QWPQk—z(U),

and hence

\n |U|2kd2k
ca)- (146 (757)) 15

<|U|2k2d2k2/\2 /\2k72|U|2d )\|U|2k1d2k1>
=0 + + :

n2k—2 n n2k
. NU 2k—1d2k—1 U 2k—2d2k_2A2 U 2kd2k
Since Yl o and Yl s are both o (22! |2k (the latter because of the as-
n n d n

sumption that 22 = o(|U])), we are done.

]

3.5 Proof of Theorem (1.5 using the second counting lemma

Proof of Theorem[1.5. Using the second counting lemma, we are able to prove Theorem

for all m > 5, i.e.

oy =" 1 g

)\’U|m_1dm_1
n

nmfl

d
+Am2—yUP) ,
n

but for m = 4, the result becomes slightly weaker, namely,

4 74 2 2
04(U>:O(|U| a2 d)_

n* n
We proceed by induction. Case 1: m = 2k.

For m = 4, by Corollary [3.4] and Proposition [3.5], we have that

oy — UL (1 +0 (%)) ' < \/(1 +o(1)) |U|:\2d04(U), (14)

n

using that Cy(U) = Py(U) and Po(U) = %(1 +0(1)) by the assumption that 22 = o(|U]).
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Hence we may set up a quadratic in \/Cy(U) to obtain

2

\/(1 +o(1)) X | \/(1 +o(1))1ULXd |y UPd (1 +0 (%))
2

Cy(U) <

4 74 2 2
:O<|U|d +>\|U|d).

nt n

This gives the desired estimate for Cy. If one wishes to have the main term ‘UTL# instead of

c‘Uﬁd4, for some positive constant ¢, with this approach, then it can be pushed further as

follows.

Using the above upper bound for C; and the estimate ((14)) gives us
U |*d* An \/|U|4)\4d2 U [6\2d5
Cy(U) — 140 — =0 )
() n* * d|U| n? * n’

U|4d N |U2 MNUPBE U2
=46 + + .

n

This gives
Cy(U)

n n3 n5/2

Note that this gives the estimate (3|) under the more restrictive condition that A’Zg—g = o(|U]).

Assume the upper bound holds for all cycles of length at most m — 1. We now show that
it also holds for cycles of length m. Indeed, if m = 2k, then we can apply Corollary to
have

Con(U) < %ngl(U) A (Con (U)oU) 2.

Solving a quadratic in y/Ca(U) gives

2

A/ Cona(U) + \//\QC%_Q(U) +44 Py 4 (U)

Cor(U) < 5

Using Proposition [3.5] gives that

C%(U)—WS# (1 +© (%)) =0 (A202k_2(U) + A\/M(OQ,C_Q(U))2 + %ng_g(U)ng_l(U)> :

By the inductive hypothesis and the assumption that 2% = o(|U|), we have that

)\|U|2k71d2k71 )\2k72|U|2d
>\202k72(U) == O < an_l + ’

n
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and hence we are done as long as

d MU 2k—1d2k;—1 >\2k—2 U 2d
)\\/EC2I~:—2(U)P21<:—1(U) =0 ( Yl + Yl ) :

n2k71 n

By the inductive hypothesis and Proposition [3.5] we have

d 2| |4k—2q4k—2  )\3|[J|4k—34k—3  \2k—2|[]|2k+22k+1

nik—2 nik—3 n2k+1

. )\3 U 4k—3d4k—3 )\2 U 4k—2d4k—2
Since 2% = o(|U|) we have that MO Zd " o (AU 2477 ) | Therefore, because
d n n )

\//\2|U|4k—2d4k—2 /\|U|2k—1d2k—1

nik—2 n2k—1 ’

A=l k+1g(2k+1)/2 (2k—3)/(2k—4)
we are done as long as ‘ZJ%H)/Q is small enough. If |U| > ’\LZQMW then

)\k71|U|k+1d(2k+1)/2 >\|U|2k71d2k71
n(2k+1)/2 = n2k—1

Otherwise, we have

Ak71|U|k+1d(2k+1)/2 - )\2k72|U|2d
n(2k+1)/2 — n ’

and the upper bound is complete. An analogous calculation gives the corresponding lower

bound and we omit the details.
Case 2: m =2k + 1.

This case follows directly from Corollary [3.4 and the case m = 2k above. O

4 Proofs of Theorem [1.7l and Theorem [1.8§

4.1 Technical lemmas

To prove Theorems [I.7] and [L.8] we use the following results, which are direct consequences
of the expander mixing lemma. The first result guarantees that vertex sets bigger than An/d

will have an edge of each color.

Lemma 4.1. Let G be an (n,d, \)-colored graph with color set D, and A, B C V(G) with
|Al = |B| > 2. Then for each color ¢ € D, there exists an edge wv of color ¢ with u € A

and v € B. In other words, every vertex set of size greater than ’\7” determines every color.

Proof. For each color ¢ in D, let G, be the induced graph on ¢, then G. is an (n, d, A)-graph.
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Applying Lemma [2.5| with

1, ifue A
flu) =
0, otherwise
and
1, ifveB
g(v) =
0, otherwise,
we have

(f, Ag) = e(A, B) == |{(a,b) € A x B :ab e E(G)}|.

It is clear that

and

£l = V1AL llgll: = V/1BI.

Then we have

d
((4,5) ~ 414113 < \TATB

So
d
(4, B) > |4]B| - /AT

Since |A| = |B| > &,

d d d X
e(A,B) > ~|AP = XA| > |4] (5 A —)\) > |A] (ﬁ : 7” - )\) > 0.

Which means that there exists at least one edge of color ¢ between A and B. O]

The next technical lemma uses the previous result to give an upper bound on the number

of vertices with small degree of a given edge color.

Lemma 4.2. Let G be an (n,d, \)-colored graph with color set D, and let U C V(G) with

\U| =r- %1. Then for any fixed color d € D, s € N, there are at most s - %" vertices of U

for which each of them is incident with less than s edges colored by d.

Proof. Let H be induced graph on color d. Consider the subgraph H* of H generated by
only those vertices of degree less than s, so H* can be s-colorable. That is, we have a vertex

partition into s independent sets. Using Lemma , an independent set in H (and thus in

An
d

determines every color, which means there exists two vertices connected by a d-color edge,

H*) has size at most %L. Otherwise, by Lemma , every vertex set of size greater than

contradicting the independence. As a result [V (H*)| < s- 2%, proving the lemma. O
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The next lemma develops this further by giving lower bounds on the number of disjoint

copies of star graphs.

Lemma 4.3. Let G be an (n,d, \)-colored graph with color set D, and let U C V(G) with

\U| =r- %". Then the number of vertex disjoint copies of the nonempty star graph K,

with any fixed edge-coloring from D is at least

rem  An
m—+1 d’

Proof. Let T' be the maximal set of copies of K ,, in U, and H be the union of all copies
in T. Then U — H will have no copies of K ,,.

Suppose the set of color of K ,, is {c1, o, . . ., ¢} with multiplicities {mq, ma, ..., m;}. Using

Lemma , for each i there are at most m, - ’\7" vertices that are incident with fewer than

m; edges colored by ¢;. Summing over i we get that there are at most

S N
— Cd d

vertices of U — H which are not colored ¢; from at least m; other vertices of U — H for every
1. If vertex v € U — H is incident with at least m; edges color ¢; for every i, then v is the

singleton bipartition set of an instance of K ,,. Thus |[U — H| < m - 2. By disjointness

7] = |H | >7“-%"—m-%"_r—m An

T m+1 7 m+ 1 T m+1 d

as required.

]

Our final technical lemma is a simple application of Lemma that gives a lower bound

on the number of disjoint edges of a given color in a vertex set.

Lemma 4.4. Let G be an (n,d, \)-colored graph with color set D, and let U C V(G) with

\U| > 2’\7”. Then for each color ¢ € D, the number of disjoint ¢ colored edges in U is at least
M _An

2 d’

Proof. We partition the vertex set of U into two sets, A and B, such that |A| = |B| = %
Choose as large a matching of color ¢ as possible between, say, A’ C A and B’ C B. We
have that the two sets A\ A’ and B\ B’ both have size at most 2*. Otherwise, by Lemma
we could increase the size of our matching. As a result, the number of disjoint ¢ colored
edges in U is at least Ul
) / n
Al =[B|=> o 4

as required. O
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4.2 Proof of Theorem 1.7

The proof proceeds by strong induction on the number of edges in 7. If T' contains no edges
the theorem is clearly true; if 7" is a star graph K ,,, then o(G) = m + 1 and the theorem
is Lemma

Now assume 7T is not a star graph. Let T" be the graph produced by deleting all leaves of
T. Since T is not a star graph, 7" is a tree which has at least two leaves, we can choose v
be a leaf of " such that there exists another leaf of 7", say w, such that deg, v < degy w.
Suppose the set of leaves of T' connected to v is {vq,vs,...,v,}. Define the graph T*
to be T'\ {v1,vq,...,v,}. By construction, 7% is a tree with fewer edges than 7" and
o(T) =0o(T*)- (y+ 1). By the inductive hypothesis we have the number of disjoint copies

of T* in U denoted by Cr- is at least (ﬁ — 1) . %".

We are building our tree T out of stars instead of edges. Let W be the set of copies of v in
U. By disjointness |W| = |Crp+|.

where the root is v. Using Lemma (4.3, there exists at least

Let K, be the star graph generated by {v,v1,v2,...,v,}
W1/ 2~y
y+1
K, in W. For each copy of K, we can build our tree 7" by adding the copies of 7™ that

. %‘ disjoint copies of

correspond to v. These are disjoint copies of T" because of the disjointness of 7" and the

disjointness of K ,. So there are at least

WISy A Gl -y
y+1 d y+1 d
- <a(T*) _1> _y_)\n

a y+1

i
:((y+1 ) 7%
:(%‘Q T

disjoint copies of T" as required.

4.3 Proof of Theorem [1.§

The proof proceeds by induction on the number of edges on T'. If T' contains no edges, the
theorem is clearly true. If 7" is an edge, then |V (T')| = 2, the theorem is Lemma [1.4]

So assume 7' is a tree with m vertices. Consider the subgraph 7™ of T produced by deleting
one leaf on vertex x. Let’s say the edge we are just removing has color ¢. By construction T

is a tree with fewer edges than T, say m — 1. By inductive hypothesis we have the collection

Wl

of disjoint copies of 7™ in U is at least - =5 — .

Choose %' copies of them arbitrarily and let this set of vertices be called S. This is possible
since |U| > m(m — 1)22.
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So S has size (m — 1) - %‘ Now in these copies of T, denote by A the set copies of x
to which we will be trying to add an edge of color ¢, so |A| = |—f£' Let B =U\S so
Bl = U] - (m-1)- 2 -

m m

Choose as large of a matching color ¢ as possible between, say, A’ C A and B’ C B, each
matching creates a copy of T. Let C' and D be the sets of vertices in A\ A" and B\ B’
respectively. Then we have that |C| = |D| < 22, Otherwise using Lemma we can find at
least one ¢ colored edge between C' and D, which would increase the size of our matching.
So the number of disjoint copies of T is

Ul An

Al=Al-C) > — ——
A=A - jol = -2,

as required.
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