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Abstract

For a positive real number p, the p-norm ∥G∥p of a graph G is the sum of the p-th
powers of all vertex degrees. We study the maximum p-norm exp(n, F ) of F -free graphs
on n vertices, focusing on the case where F is a bipartite graph. The case p = 1 corre-
sponds to the classical degenerate Turán problem, which has yielded numerous results
indicating that extremal constructions tend to exhibit certain pseudorandom prop-
erties. In contrast, results such as those by Caro–Yuster [CY00], Nikiforov [Nik09],
and Gerbner [Ger24] suggest that for large p, extremal constructions often display a
star-like structure.

It is natural to conjecture that for every bipartite graph F , there exists a thresh-
old pF such that for p < pF , the order of exp(n, F ) is governed by pseudorandom
constructions, while for p > pF , it is governed by star-like constructions. We confirm
this conjecture by determining the exact value of pF , under a mild assumption on the
growth rate of ex(n, F ). Our results extend to r-uniform hypergraphs as well.

We also prove a general upper bound that is tight up to a log n factor for exp(n, F )
when p = pF . We conjecture that this log n factor is unnecessary and prove this con-
jecture for several classes of well-studied bipartite graphs, including one-side degree-
bounded graphs and families of short even cycles.

Our proofs involve p-norm adaptions of fundamental tools from degenerate Turán
problems, including the Erdős–Simonovits Regularization Theorem and the Dependent
Random Choice.

Keywords: degenerate Turán problem, degree powers, counting stars, phase transi-
tion.

1 Introduction

Given an integer r ≥ 2, an r-uniform hypergraph (henceforth an r-graph) H is a
collection of r-subsets of some finite set V . We identify a hypergraph H with its edge set
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and use V (H) to denote its vertex set. The size of V (H) is denoted by v(H). For a vertex
v ∈ V (H), the link LH(v) of v is defined as the (r− 1)-graph consisting of all (r− 1)-sets
S such that S ∪ {v} ∈ H. The degree dH(v) of v in H is the number of edges in H
containing v. We use δ(H), ∆(H), and d(H) to denote the minimum, maximum, and
average degree of H, respectively. We will omit the subscript H if it is clear from the
context.

For a positive integer n, we let [n] := {1, . . . , n}. We denote by
(
X
r

)
the collection of all

r-subsets of a set X. Unless otherwise stated, all asymptotic notations in this paper are
considered with respect to n. Floors and ceilings will be omitted when they are not critical
to the proofs. The base of log is assumed to be 2.

Given an r-graph H and a real number p ≥ 0, let the p-norm of H be defined as

∥H∥p :=
∑

v∈V (H)

dpH(v),

where, for convenience, we write dpH(v) := (dH(v))
p.

Given a family F of r-graphs, we say an r-graph H is F-free if it does not contain any
member of F as a subgraph. The p-norm Turán number of F is defined as

exp(n,F) := max
{
∥H∥p : v(H) = n and H is F-free

}
.

The case p = 1 corresponds to the Turán number ex(n,F) of F (differing only by a
multiplicative factor of r), which represents the maximum number of edges in an n-vertex
F-free r-graph.

Extending the seminal work of Turán [Tur41], Caro–Yuster [CY00, CY04] initiated1 the
study of p-norm Turán problem for graphs by determining the value of exp(n,Kℓ+1) for p ≥
1. This line of research has since been extended to various other graphs and hypergraphs,
as explored in works such as [Bey03, Nik09, BN12, LLQS19, BCL22b, BCL22a, Zha22,
Ger24, CIL+24, BL23, WZ]. In this work, we focus on the case where F is degenerate.

The Turán density of F is defined as π(F) := limn→∞ ex(n,F)/
(
n
r

)
. A family F

of r-graphs is called degenerate if π(F) = 0. According to a classical theorem of
Erdős [Erd64b], this is equivalent to stating that F contains at least one r-partite r-
graph. Determining the growth rate of ex(n,F) for degenerate families is a central and
notoriously difficult topic in Extremal Combinatorics, and it remains unresolved for most
families. For example, the Even Cycle Problem proposed by Erdős [Erd64a, BS74], which
asks for the exponent of ex(n,C2k), is still open for every k not in {2, 3, 5} (see e.g. [ERS66,
Ben66, Wen91, LU93, LUW99]). For more results on degenerate Turán problems, we refer
the reader to the survey [FS13].

For an r-partite r-graph F , the partition number τpart(F ) of F is defined as the the
minimum size of a set S1 ⊆ V (F ) such that V (F ) \ S1 can be partitioned into r − 1
sets S2, . . . , Sr, with each edge of F containing exactly one vertex from each Si. The
independent covering number τind(F ) of F is defined as the minimum size of a set S
such that every edge of F contains exactly one vertex from S. It is clear from the definition
that τind(F ) ≤ τpart(F ) for every r-partite r-graph F , and τind(F ) = τpart(F ) for every
bipartite graph F .

Given the definitions that we have introduced, we can immediately derive the following
two general lower bounds for exp(n, F ).

1 According to the Introduction in [FK06], it seems that exp(n,Kt) was already considered by Erdős in the
1970s (see [Erd70]).
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Fact 1.1. Let r ≥ 2 be an integer and F be an r-partite r-graph. For every real number
p ≥ 1, we have

exp(n, F ) ≥ max

{
n

(
r · ex(n, F )

n

)p

, (τind(F )− 1)

(
n− τind(F ) + 1

r − 1

)p}
.

The first lower bound arises from the construction for ex(n,F) as well as convexity (see
Corollary 2.5). The second lower bound is based on the star-like r-graph Sr(n, t) for
t = τind(F )− 1, where

Sr(n, t) :=

{
e ∈

(
[n]

r

)
: |e ∩ [t]| = 1

}
.

Our work is motivated by the combination of the following facts in graphs. For p = 1,
the lower bound constructions for ex1(n,F) often exhibit certain pseudorandom properties
(see e.g. [KRS96, ARS99, MYZ18, PZ]) and, in particular, are almost regular, meaning
that the maximum and minimum degrees differ by only a constant factor. In contrast,
works of Caro–Yuster [CY00], Nikiforov [Nik09], and Gerbner [Ger24] on even cycles and
complete bipartite graphs show that for large p, the lower bound construction for exp(n,F)
are highly structured and resemble S2(n, t) for some appropriate choice of t.

This contrast suggests that a general phenomenon (see Figure 1) may hold : for every
degenerate family F of r-graphs with ex(n,F) = Ω(n1+α) for some α > r− 2, there exists
a threshold pF > 1 such that, for p ∈ (1, pF ), ex(n,F) = O

(
n
(
ex(n,F)

n

)p)
, while for

p > pF , ex(n,F) = O
(
np(r−1)

)
. In the following theorem, we show that this indeed holds.

log exp(n,K3,3)
logn

log exp(n,C4)
logn

log exp(n,C6)
logn

2

3

4

1 2 3 4 p

Figure 1: Exponents of exp(n,K3,3), exp(n,C4), and exp(n,C6).

Extending the definitions above for a single r-graphs, for a family F of r-graphs, we define

τpart(F) := min {τpart(F ) : F ∈ F is r-partite} and
τind(F) := min {τind(F ) : F ∈ F is r-partite} .

Theorem 1.2. Let r ≥ 2 be an integer and p > 1 be a real number. Suppose that F
is a degenerate family of r-graphs satisfying ex(n,F) = O(n1+α) for some constant α ∈
[r − 2, r − 1). Then there exists a constant CF > 0 such that

exp(n,F) ≤

{
CF · n1+pα, if 1 < p < 1

r−1−α ,

(τpart(F)− 1 + o(1))
(

n
r−1

)p
, if p > 1

r−1−α .
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In particular, for r = 2, we have, for every p > 1
1−α ,

exp(n,F) = (τind(F)− 1 + o(1))np.

Remarks.

• The Rational Exponent Conjecture of Erdős–Simonovits (see [FS13, Conjecture 1.6])
states that for every degenerate finite family F of graphs, there exists a rational
number α and a constant c > 0 such that

lim
n→∞

ex(n,F)

n1+α
= c.

Note that by Corollary 2.5, if this conjecture holds, then Theorem 1.2 is tight in the
exponent for every p ∈

(
1, 1

r−1−α

)
when r = 2.

• If ex(n,F) = O(n1+β) for some β ≤ r− 2, then by taking α = r− 2 in Theorem 1.2,
we obtain 1

r−1−α = 1, and hence,

exp(n,F) ≤ (τpart(F)− 1 + o(1))

(
n

r − 1

)p

for every p ≥ 1.

This bound is tight in the exponent unless F contains an r-graph F with τpart(F ) = 1.
In that case, it is straightforward to show that, for r = 2, either exp(n,F) = Θ(n) (if
ex(n,F) = Θ(n)) or exp(n,F) = Θ(1) (if ex(n,F) = Θ(1)) for every p ≥ 1. The case
r ≥ 3 seems to be more complex, and we refer the reader to the nice survey [FT16]
for further details.

For p at the threshold, i.e. for p = 1
r−1−α , we prove the following general upper bound,

which is tight up to a log n factor.

Theorem 1.3. Let r ≥ 2 be an integer. Suppose that F is a degenerate family of r-graphs
satisfying ex(n,F) = O(n1+α) for some constant α ≥ r − 2. Then

exp∗(n,F) = O
(
np∗(r−1) log n

)
where p∗ :=

1

r − 1− α
.

We conjecture that the log n factor in Theorem 1.3 can be removed. In support of this
conjecture, we prove it for several well-studied families of bipartite graphs in the following
theorem.

Given a bipartite graph F with two parts V1 and V2, we say F is s-bounded if every vertex
in V2 has degree at most s. A celebrated theorem of Füredi [Für91], later refined by Alon–
Krivelevich–Sudakov [AKS03], establishes that ex(n, F ) = O(n2− 1

s ) for every s-bounded
bipartite graph F . This bound is tight for graphs such as complete bipartite graphs Ks,t

when t is sufficiently large [KRS96, ARS99, Buk24].

Theorem 1.4. The following statements hold for sufficiently large n.

(i) exℓ/(ℓ−1)(n, {C4, C6, . . . , C2ℓ}) ≤ 765n
ℓ

ℓ−1 for every ℓ ≥ 3.

(ii) ex3/2(n,C6) ≤ 2162n3/2.
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(iii) Suppose that F is an s-bounded bipartite graph. Then

exs(n, F ) ≤ 2

(
|V (F )|s

s!
+ |V (F )|

)
ns.

In the following section, we present some preliminary results. In Section 3, we introduce a
p-norm extension of the classical ∆-almost-Regularization Theorem by Erdős–Simonovits.
The proofs of Theorems 1.2, 1.3 and 1.4 are provided in Sections 4, 5, and 6, respectively.
Section 7 includes some open problems and concluding remarks.

Remark. After the preprint was posted on arXiv, Dániel Gerbner informed us that
results similar to Theorems 1.2 and 1.4 for the case r = 2 were already proved by Füredi–
Kündgen in [FK06, Theorem 3.3] using an elegant and concise argument. Our proofs of
both theorems appear to be quite different from the approach taken by Füredi–Kündgen.
In the case p < 1/(1−α), our proof relies on a p-norm adaption of the classical ∆-almost-
Regularization Theorem by Erdős–Simonovits, which is of independent interest. In the
case p > 1/(1 − α), our proof has the additional advantage of providing the tight main
term. Füredi–Kündgen also conjectured that, for r = 2, the log n factor in Theorem 1.3
can be removed. Theorem 1.4 confirms their conjecture for several classes of graph families.

2 Preliminaries

We present some preliminary results that will be used in the subsequent proofs.

Fact 2.1. Let p ≥ 1 and x ≥ y ≥ 0 be real numbers. Then

(xp + yp)1/p ≥ x ≥ x+ y

2
.

Fact 2.2 (Power Mean Inequality). Let p > q ≥ 1 be two real numbers and x1, . . . , xn be
non-negative real numbers. Then(∑

i∈[n] x
p
i

n

)1/p

≥

(∑
i∈[n] x

q
i

n

)1/q

.

Fact 2.3 (Minkowski’s inequality). Let p ≥ 1 and x1, . . . , xn, y1, . . . , yn be real numbers.
Then (

n∑
i=1

|xi + yi|p
)1/p

≤

(
n∑

i=1

|xi|p
)1/p

+

(
n∑

i=1

|yi|p
)1/p

.

In particular, for every p ≥ 1 and x, y ≥ 0,

(xp + yp)1/p ≤ x+ y.

Fact 2.4. Let p > q ≥ 1 be two real numbers and H be an r-graph on n vertices. Then

∥H∥p =
∑

v∈V (H)

dpH(v) =
∑

v∈V (H)

d
q+(p−q)
H (v)

≤
∑

v∈V (H)

dqH(v) · (∆(H))p−q = ∥H∥q · (∆(H))p−q .

In particular, ∥H∥p ≤ ∥H∥q · n(r−1)(p−q).
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The following result is an immediate corollary of Fact 2.2.

Corollary 2.5. Let p > q ≥ 1 be two real numbers and H be an n-vertex r-graph. Then(∥H∥p
n

)1/p

≥
(∥H∥q

n

)1/q

.

Consequently, ∥H∥p ≥ n
(
∥H∥q /n

)p/q
, and hence,

exp(n,F) ≥ n

(
ex1(n,F)

n

)p

= n

(
r · ex(n,F)

n

)p

. (1)

Given an r-graph H and a vertex set U ⊆ V (H), we use H[U ] to denote the induced
subgraph of H on U . Similarly, for r pairwise disjoint vertex sets V1, . . . , Vr ⊆ V (H), we
use H[V1, . . . , Vr] to denote the collection of edges in H that contain exactly one vertex
from each Vi.

Proposition 2.6. Let r ≥ 2 be an integer and p ≥ 1 be a real number. Let G be an r-graph
on n vertices and U ⊆ V := V (G) be a vertex set. For every m ≤ n, there exists a set
W ⊆ V of size m such that the induced subgraph H := G[U ∪W ] satisfies∑

v∈U
dpH(v) ≥ (1 + om(1))

(m
n

)p(r−1)∑
v∈U

dpG(v).

Proof of Proposition 2.6. Choose uniformly at random an m-set W from V . For each
v ∈ U , an edge e ∈ LG(v) is contained in W with probability

P [e ⊆ W] =

(n−(r−1)
m−(r−1)

)(
n
m

) = (1 + om(1))
(m
n

)r−1
.

For every v ∈ U , let dG(v,W) :=
∣∣∣LG(v) ∩

(
W
r−1

)∣∣∣, noting from the equation above that

E [dG(v,W)] = (1 + om(1))
(
m
n

)r−1
dG(v). Combining this with Fact 2.2 and the linearity

of expectation, we obtain

E

[∑
v∈U

dpG(v,W)

]
=
∑
v∈U

E
[
dpG(v,W)

]
≥
∑
v∈U

E [dG(v,W)]p

=
∑
v∈U

(
(1 + om(1))

(m
n

)r−1
dG(v)

)p

= (1 + om(1))
(m
n

)p(r−1)∑
v∈U

dpG(v).

Therefore, there exists a set W ⊆ V of size m such that the induced subgraph H :=

G[U ∪W ] satisfies
∑

v∈U dpH(v) ≥
∑

v∈U dpG(v,W ) ≥ (1+om(1))
(
m
n

)p(r−1)∑
v∈U dpG(v).

Theorem 2.7 (Erdős [Erd64b]). For every degenerate family F of r-graphs, there exists
a constant δ > 0 such that

ex(n,F) = O
(
nr−δ

)
.
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We say an r-graph H is semibipartite if there exists a bipartition V1 ∪ V2 = V (H)
such that every edge in H contains exactly one vertex from V1. For convenience, we
write H = H[V1, V2] to emphasize that H is semibipartite with respect to the bipartition
V1∪V2 = V (H). Given a family F of r-graphs, we use ex(m,n,F) to denote the maximum
number of edges in an m by n semibipartite F-free r-graph. The function exp(m,n,F) is
defined analogously : for every p ≥ 1, exp(m,n,F) is the maximum p-norm of an m by n
semibipartite F-free r-graph.

Proposition 2.8. Every r-graph G on n vertices contains a balanced r-partite subgraph H
such that

∥H∥p ≥
(
r!

rr
+ o(1)

)p

∥G∥p .

In particular, for r = 2 we have

exp(n, n,F) ≥
(
1

2
+ o(1)

)p

exp(2n,F). (2)

Proof of Proposition 2.8. Choose a balanced r-partition V1 ∪ · · · ∪Vr = V (G) uniformly at
random. More specifically, we first fix integers m1, . . . ,mr satisfying mr +1 ≥ m1 ≥ · · · ≥
mr and m1 + · · ·+mr = n. Then we inductively select uniformly at random an mi-set Vi

from V (G)\(V1∪· · ·∪Vi−1), where V0 := ∅. Let G := G[V1, . . . , Vr] and V := V (G). Similar
to the proof of Proposition 2.6, it follows from Fact 2.2 and the linearity of expectation
that

E
[
∥G∥p

]
=
∑
v∈V

E
[
dpG(v)

]
≥
∑
v∈V

(E [dG(v)])p

=
∑
v∈V

( ∑
e∈G : v∈e

P [e ∈ G]

)p

=
∑
v∈V

((
r!

rr
+ o(1)

)
· dG(v)

)p

=

(
r!

rr
+ o(1)

)p

∥G∥p .

Therefore, there exists a balanced r-partition V1 ∪ · · · ∪ Vr = V (G) such that the r-partite
subgraph H := G[V1, . . . , Vr] satisfies ∥H∥p ≥

(
r!
rr + o(1)

)p ∥G∥p.
Let Kr

s1,...,sr be the complete r-partite r-graph with parts of sizes s1, . . . , sr, respectively.
Extending classical theorems of Kővári–Sós–Turán [KST54] and Erdős [Erd64b], the fol-
lowing upper bound for ex(m,n,Kr

s1,...,sr) was proved in [HHL+23].

Proposition 2.9 ([HHL+23, Proposition 2.1]). Suppose that r ≥ 3, sr ≥ · · · ≥ s1 ≥ 1,
and m,n ≥ 1 are integers. Then

ex(m,n,Kr
s1,...,sr) ≤

(s2 + · · ·+ sr − r + 1)
1
s1

r − 1
mn

r−1− 1
s1···sr−1 + (s1 − 1)

(
n

r − 1

)
.

Proposition 2.10. Let r ≥ 2 be an integer and F be a degenerate family of r-graphs.
Suppose that ex(n,F) = O(n1+α) for some constant α. Then there exist constants CF , N0

such that

ex(m,n,F) ≤ CFm
1+α−(r−1)nr−1 for all n ≥ m ≥ N0.

7



Proof of Proposition 2.10. Let C,N0 be constants such that ex(n,F) ≤ Cn1+α for every
n ≥ N0. Let CF := 22+αC. Suppose to the contrary that there exists an F-free m by n
semibipartite r-graph G = G[V1, V2] with |G| > CFm

1+α−(r−1)nr−1, where n ≥ m ≥ N0.
Similar to the proof of Proposition 2.6, there exists a set U ⊆ V2 of size m such that the
induced subgraph H := G[V1 ∪ U ] satisfies

|H| =
∑
v∈V1

dH(v) ≥ (1 + o(1))
(m
n

)r−1 ∑
v∈V1

dG(v)

≥ 1

2

(m
n

)r−1
|G|

>
1

2

(m
n

)r−1
CFm

1+α−(r−1)nr−1 = C(2m)1+α ≥ ex (|V1 ∪ U |,F) ,

a contradiction.

3 Regularization under the p-norm

In this section, we prove the following extension of the classical ∆-almost-Regularization
Theorem by Erdős–Simonovits (see e.g. [FS13, Theorem 2.19]).

Lemma 3.1. Let r ≥ 2 be an integer. Let α ∈ (r−2, r−1), p ∈
[
1, 1

r−1−α

)
, and C > 0 be

real numbers. For every ε ∈ (0, 1), there exist constants K and N0 such that the following
holds for every n ≥ N0. Suppose G is an r-graph on n vertices with ∥G∥p ≥ Cn1+pα. Then
G contains a subgraph H on m vertices satisfying

(i) ∥H∥p ≥ (1− ε)Cm1+pα,

(ii) m ≥ (C1/δn)
δ

1−3δ

2 , where δ := 1−p(r−1−α)
4 ,

(iii) ∆(H) ≤
(

K
1−ε ·

∥H∥p
m

)1/p
, and

(iv) |H| > Ĉm1+α, where Ĉ := (1−ε)C1/p

rK
p−1
p

.

Proof of Lemma 3.1. Let r ≥ 2, α ∈ (r−2, r−1), p ∈
[
1, 1

r−1−α

)
, and C > 0 be as assumed

in Lemma 3.1. Since p ∈
[
1, 1

r−1−α

)
, the constant δ = 1−p(r−1−α)

4 satisfies 0 < δ < 1/4.
Fix ε ∈ (0, 1). Let ε1 be the real number in (0, ε) such that

1− ε1 − ((r − 1)ε1)
1/p = (1− ε)1/p.

Let K be a constant satisfying

Kδ ≥ 21+p(r−1) and
K1+pα

Kp(r−1)
· ε1
22+pα

= K4δ · ε1
22+pα

> K2δ.

Let N1 be the constant such that Proposition 2.6 holds with om(1) ≥ −1/2 for all m ≥ N1.
Let N0 ≫ N1 be a sufficiently large integer and G be an r-graph on n ≥ N0 vertices with
∥G∥p = Cn1+pα.

8



For convenience, for every r-graph K, we define

Φ(K) :=
∥K∥p

|V (K)|1+pα
.

Note that Φ(G) = C.

We will define a sequence of subgraphs G0 = G ⊇ G1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ Gk for some k ≥ 0 such that

Φ(Gi+1) ≥ K2δ · Φ(Gi) ≥ Φ(Gi) and
(

1

K

)i+1

n ≤ |V (Gi+1)| ≤
(

2

K

)i+1

n

for every i ∈ [0, k − 1].

Suppose we have defined Gi for some i ≥ 0. Let

Ui :=

{
v ∈ V (Gi) : d

p
Gi
(v) ≥

K · ∥Gi∥p
|V (Gi)|

}
.

It follows from

∥Gi∥p =
∑

v∈V (Gi)

dpGi
(v) ≥

∑
v∈Ui

dpGi
(v) ≥ |Ui| ·

K · ∥Gi∥p
|V (Gi)|

that

|Ui| ≤
|V (Gi)|

K
.

If
∑

v∈Ui
dpGi

(v) < ε1 ∥Gi∥p or |V (Gi)| ≤ N1, then we stop the process and set k := i.
Otherwise, we apply Proposition 2.6 to Gi with U and m in the proposition corresponding
to Ui and |V (Gi)|/K here. Let Vi+1 ⊆ V (Gi) be the |V (Gi)|

K -set returned by Proposition 2.6,
and let Gi+1 := Gi[Ui ∪ Vi+1]. By Proposition 2.6, we have

∥Gi+1∥p ≥
∑
v∈Ui

dpGi+1
(v)

≥ (1 + o(1))

(
|V (Gi)|/K
|V (Gi)|

)p(r−1) ∑
v∈Ui

dpGi
(v) ≥

∑
v∈Ui

dpGi
(v)

2Kp(r−1)
>

ε1 ∥Gi∥p
2Kp(r−1)

.

It follows that

Φ(Gi+1) =
∥Gi+1∥p

|V (Gi+1)|1+pα
≥

ε1 ∥Gi∥p
2Kp(r−1)

/

(
2|V (Gi)|

K

)1+pα

=
ε1

2Kp(r−1)
· K

1+pα

21+pα
·

∥Gi∥p
|V (Gi)|1+pα

> K2δ · Φ(Gi). (3)

Additionally, it follows from the inductive hypothesis that

|V (Gi+1)| = |Ui ∪ Vi+1| ≥ |Vi+1| ≥
|V (Gi)|

K
≥
(

1

K

)i+1

n, and (4)

|V (Gi+1)| = |Ui ∪ Vi+1| ≤ |Ui|+ |Vi+1| ≤
|V (Gi)|

K
+

|V (Gi)|
K

≤
(

2

K

)i+1

n, (5)

as desired.
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We claim that the process defined above stops after at most k∗ := logK(n/N1) steps.
Indeed, suppose this is not true. Then at the k∗-step, by (3), we would have

∥Gk∗∥
|V (Gk∗)|1+pα

= Φ(Gk∗) ≥
(
K2δ

)k∗
· Φ(G0) = CK2δk∗ . (6)

It is trivially true that

∥Gk∗∥
|V (Gk∗)|1+pα

=

∑
v∈V (Gk∗ )

dpGk∗
(v)

|V (Gk∗)|1+pα
≤ |V (Gk∗)| · |V (Gk∗)|p(r−1)

|V (Gk∗)|1+pα

= |V (Gk∗)|p(r−1−α) ≤ |V (Gk∗)|.

Combining this with (5) and (6), we obtain

CK2δk∗ ≤ |V (Gk∗)| ≤
(

2

K

)k∗

n.

It follows that

n ≥ CK2δk∗

(
K

2

)k∗

= C

(
K2δ

2

)k∗

Kk∗ ≥ CKδk∗Kk∗ = C

(
n

N1

)1+δ

,

which is a contradiction since C, δ,N1 > 0 are fixed and n is sufficiently large. Therefore,
the process defined above stops after at most k∗ := logK(n/N1) steps.

By (4), we have

|V (Gk)| ≥
(

1

K

)k

n ≥
(

1

K

)k∗

n ≥ N1.

This means that the process stopped due to∑
v∈Uk

dpGk
(v) < ε1 ∥Gk∥p . (7)

Let H denote the induced subgraph of Gk on W := V (Gk) \ Uk and let m := |W |. Recall
that

Uk :=

{
v ∈ V (Gk) : d

p
Gk
(v) ≥

K · ∥Gk∥p
|V (Gk)|

}
We will show that H satisfies the assertions in Lemma 3.1.

Let R := Gk\H. Note that every edge in R contains at least one vertex from Uk. Therefore,∑
v∈W

dR(v) ≤ (r − 1) · |R| ≤ (r − 1) ·
∑
v∈Uk

dR(v).

Since R ⊆ Gk, it follows from the definition of Uk and (7) that

∑
v∈W

dpR(v) ≤
∑
v∈W

dR(v) · dp−1
Gk

(v) ≤
∑
v∈W

dR(v) ·
(
K · ∥Gk∥p
|V (Gk)|

) p−1
p

≤ (r − 1) ·
∑
v∈Uk

dR(v) ·
(
K · ∥Gk∥p
|V (Gk)|

) p−1
p

≤ (r − 1) ·
∑
v∈Uk

dGk
(v) · dp−1

Gk
(v)

= (r − 1) ·
∑
v∈Uk

dpGk
(v) < (r − 1)ε1 ∥Gk∥p .

10



If, for the sake of contradiction, it holds that
∑

v∈W dpH(v) = ∥H∥p < (1 − ε) ∥Gk∥p, then
it follows from the inequality above that∑

v∈W
dpGk

(v) =
∑
v∈W

(dH(v) + dR(v))
p

≤

(∑
v∈W

dpH(v)

)1/p

+

(∑
v∈W

dpR(v)

)1/p
p

≤
(
∥H∥1/pp +

(
(r − 1)ε1 ∥Gk∥p

)1/p)p

<

((
(1− ε) ∥Gk∥p

)1/p
+
(
(r − 1)ε1 ∥Gk∥p

)1/p)p

=
(
(1− ε)1/p + (r − 1)1/pε

1/p
1

)p
∥Gk∥p = (1− ε1)

p ∥Gk∥p ,

where the first inequality follows from Fact 2.3 and the last equality follows from the
definition of ε1. Combining this with (7), we obtain

∥Gk∥p =
∑
v∈Uk

dpGk
(v) +

∑
v∈W

dpGk
(v) < ε1 ∥Gk∥p + (1− ε1)

p ∥Gk∥p ≤ ∥Gk∥p

a contradiction. Therefore, we have

∥H∥p ≥ (1− ε) ∥Gk∥p , (8)

which implies that

Φ(H) =
∥H∥p
m1+pα

≥
(1− ε) ∥Gk∥p
|V (Gk)|1+pα

≥ (1− ε)
∥G0∥p

|V (G0)|1+pα
≥ (1− ε)C.

Here, we used the fact that

Φ(Gk) ≥ K2δ · Φ(Gk−1) ≥ · · · ≥ K2kδ · Φ(G0) ≥ Φ(G0) = C.

This completes that proof of Lemma 3.1 (i).

Next, we prove Lemma 3.1 (ii). Recall the following results that we have established :

Claim 3.2. We have

(i) |V (Gk)| − |V (Gk)|
K ≤ |W | = m ≤ |V (Gk)|.

(ii)
(
1
K

)k
n ≤ |V (Gk)| ≤

(
2
K

)k
n.

(iii) K2kδC ≤ ∥Gk∥p
|V (Gk)|1+pα ≤ |V (Gk)|1+p(r−1)

|V (Gk)|1+pα = |V (Gk)|p(r−1−α) = |V (Gk)|1−4δ.

It follows from Claim 3.2 (ii) and (iii) that

K2kδC ≤ |V (Gk)|1−4δ ≤

((
2

K

)k

n

)1−4δ

.

Since Kδ ≥ 21+p(r−1) ≥ 2p(r−1−α) = 21−4δ, the inequality above implies that

n1−4δ ≥ K2kδCKk(1−4δ)

2k(1−4δ)
≥ K2kδCKk(1−4δ)

Kkδ
= Kk(1−3δ)C.

11



It follows that Kk ≤ n
1−4δ
1−3δC− 1

1−3δ . Therefore,

m ≥ |V (Gk)| −
|V (Gk)|

K
≥ |V (Gk)|

2
≥ 1

2

(
1

K

)k

n =
C

1
1−3δn

δ
1−3δ

2
,

proving Lemma 3.1 (ii).

It follows from the definition of Uk and ∥H∥p ≥ (1− ε) ∥Gk∥p (by (8)) that

∆(H) <

(
K · ∥Gk∥p
|V (Gk)|

)1/p

≤
(

K · ∥H∥p
(1− ε)|V (Gk)|

)1/p

≤
(
K · ∥H∥p
(1− ε)m

)1/p

. (9)

This proves Lemma 3.1 (iii).

Finally, it follows from

∥H∥p =
∑
v∈W

dpH(v) ≤
∑
v∈W

dH(v) · (∆(H))p−1 = r · |H| · (∆(H))p−1

and (9) that

|H| ≥
∥H∥p

r (∆(H))p−1 >
∥H∥p

r
(
K·∥H∥p
(1−ε)m

) p−1
p

=
1

r

(
(1− ε)m

K

) p−1
p

∥H∥1/pp .

Combining this with ∥H∥p ≥ (1− ε) ∥Gk∥p ≥ (1− ε)Cm1+pα (by (8) and Claim 3.2 (iii)),
we obtain

|H| > 1

r

(
(1− ε)m

K

) p−1
p (

(1− ε)Cm1+pα
)1/p

=
(1− ε)C1/pm1+α

rK
p−1
p

,

which proves Lemma 3.1 (iv).

4 Proof of Theorem 1.2

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.2. This will be achieved through the following two
propositions, first addressing the case p < 1

r−1−α .

Proposition 4.1. Let r ≥ 2 be an integer. Suppose that F is a degenerate family of r-
graphs satisfying ex(n,F) = O(n1+α) for some constant α. Then for every p ∈

(
1, 1

r−1−α

)
,

there exists a constant CF such that for all sufficiently large n,

exp(n,F) ≤ CF · n1+pα.

In particular, if ex(n,F) = Θ(n1+α), then together with (1),

exp(n,F) = Θ(n1+pα) for every p ∈
(
1,

1

r − 1− α

)
.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Let C,N0 > 0 be constants such that ex(n,F) ≤ Cn1+α for
every n ≥ N0. Let δ := 1−(r−1−α)p

4 ∈
(
0, 14
)
. Fix ε := 1

2 and let K = K(r, α, p, ε) be the
constant returned by Lemma 3.1. Let CF := 2prpKp−1Cp and N1 := (2N0)

1−3δ
δ /C

1/δ
F .
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Suppose to the contrary that there exists an F-free r-graph G on n ≥ N1 vertices with
∥G∥p > CF · n1+pα. Then, by Lemma 3.1, there exists a subgraph H ⊆ G on m ≥(
C

1/δ
F n

) δ
1−3δ

/2 ≥ N0 vertices with |H| > (1− ε)C
1/p
F m1+α/

(
rK

p−1
p

)
= Cm1+α, contra-

dicting the F-freeness of H ⊆ G.

Next, we consider the case p > 1
r−1−α .

Proposition 4.2. Let r ≥ 2 be an integer. Suppose that F is a degenerate family of r-
graphs satisfying ex(n,F) = O(n1+α) for some constant α ∈ (r− 2, r− 1). Then for every
p > 1

r−1−α ,

exp(n,F) ≤ (τpart(F)− 1 + o(1))

(
n

r − 1

)p

.

Proof of Proposition 4.2. Let F ∈ F be the r-partite r-graph satisfying τpart(F ) = τpart(F).
Let A1∪· · ·∪Ar = V (F ) be an r-partition of F with |A1| ≤ · · · ≤ |Ar| and |A1| = τpart(F ).
Let si := |Ai| for i ∈ [r]. Note that s1 = |A1| = τpart(F ) = τpart(F). Let the (r−1)-partite
(r − 1)-graph F1 on A2 ∪ · · · ∪Ar be defined as

F1 :=
⋃

v∈A1

LF (v).

By Theorem 2.7, there exist constants δ > 0 and C > 0 such that ex(n, F1) ≤ Cnr−1−δ for
every n ∈ N. By reducing δ, we may assume that δ ≤ min

{
1

s1···sr−1
, 1

2

}
. Let p∗ := 1

r−1−α .
Let δ1 > 0 be a sufficiently small constant such that, in particular,

δ1 < min

{
p− p∗,

2 + α− r

p− p∗

}
and δ2 := δ1 +

δ1
r − 1− α

≤ min

{
δ

s1
,
p− 1

p

}
.

Fix an arbitrary small constant ε > 0. Let n be sufficiently large. Suppose to the contrary
that there exists an n-vertex F-free r-graph H with

∥H∥p ≥ (τpart(F)− 1 + ε)

(
n

r − 1

)p

= (s1 − 1 + ε)

(
n

r − 1

)p

.

Let

V := V (H), U :=
{
v ∈ V : dH(v) ≥ nr−1−δ1

}
, V1 := V \ U, and H1 := H[V1].

Claim 4.3. We have |U | ≤ nδ2.

Proof of Claim 4.3. Suppose to the contrary that this is not true. Let U ′ ⊆ U be a set of
size nδ2 . By Proposition 2.6, there exists a set V ′ ⊆ V of size nδ2 such that the induced
subgraph H[U ′ ∪ V ′] satisfies

|H[U ′ ∪ V ′]| ≥ 1

r

∑
v∈U ′

dH[U ′∪V ′](v) ≥
1

r
(1 + o(1))

(
nδ2

n

)r−1 ∑
v∈U ′

dH(v)

≥ 1

2r
n−(r−1)(1−δ2) · nδ2 · nr−1−δ1 =

nrδ2−δ1

2r
.

Since rδ2 − δ1 − δ2(1 + α) = δ2(r − 1− α)− δ1 = (r − 1− α)δ1, we have

|H[U ′ ∪ V ′]| ≥ nrδ2−δ1

2r
≥ n(r−1−α)δ1

22+αr
·
(
2nδ2

)1+α
> ex(2nδ2 ,F) ≥ ex

(
|U ′ ∪ V ′|,F

)
,

a contradiction.
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Claim 4.4. We have ∑
v∈U

dH(v) ≤
(
s1 − 1 +

2ε

3

)(
n

r − 1

)
, and (10)

∥H1∥p ≥
((ε

3

)1/p
−
(ε
4

)1/p)p( n

r − 1

)p

. (11)

Proof of Claim 4.4. Let S be the collection of edges in H that contain exactly one vertex
from U . Note that S = S[U, V1] is a semibipartite r-graph. Since F ⊆ Kr

s1,...,sr and S is
F -free, it follows from Proposition 2.9 and Claim 4.3 that

|S| ≤ (s2 + · · ·+ sr − r + 1)
1
s1

r − 1
|U |nr−1− 1

s1···sr−1 + (s1 − 1)

(
n

r − 1

)
≤ (s2 + · · ·+ sr − r + 1)

1
s1

r − 1
n
r−1− 1

s1···sr−1
+δ2

+ (s1 − 1)

(
n

r − 1

)
≤ ε

2

(
n

r − 1

)
+ (s1 − 1)

(
n

r − 1

)
.

Let S2 denote the set of edges in H that contain at least two vertices from U . It is clear
that

|S2| ≤ |U |2
(

n

r − 2

)
≤ n2δ2

(
n

r − 2

)
≤ ε

6r

(
n

r − 1

)
.

Therefore,∑
v∈U

dH(v) ≤ |S|+ r · |S2| ≤
ε

2

(
n

r − 1

)
+ (s1 − 1)

(
n

r − 1

)
+ r · ε

6r

(
n

r − 1

)
=

(
s1 − 1 +

2ε

3

)(
n

r − 1

)
. (12)

This proves (10).

Next, we prove (11). First, note that for every v ∈ V1, we have

dH(v)− dH1(v) ≤ |U |
(

n

r − 2

)
≤ nr−2+δ2 .

Therefore, by the assumption that δ2 <
p−1
p , we have

∑
v∈V1

(dH(v)− dH1(v))
p ≤ |V1| · np(r−2+δ2) ≤ np(r−2+δ2)+1 ≤ ε

4

(
n

r − 1

)p

.

Consequently, it follows from Fact 2.3 that∑
v∈V1

dpH(v)

1/p

=

∑
v∈V1

(dH1(v) + dH(v)− dH1(v))
p

1/p

≤

∑
v∈V1

dpH1
(v)

1/p

+

∑
v∈V1

(dH(v)− dH1(v))
p

1/p

≤ ∥H1∥1/pp +
(ε
4

)1/p( n

r − 1

)
.
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Suppose to the contrary that ∥H1∥p <
((

ε
3

)1/p − ( ε4)1/p)p ( n
r−1

)p. Then it follows from (12)
and the inequality above that

∥H∥p =
∑
v∈U

dpH(v) +
∑
v∈V1

dpH(v)

<
∑
v∈U

dH(v) ·
(

n

r − 1

)p−1

+

(((ε
3

)1/p
−
(ε
4

)1/p)( n

r − 1

)
+
(ε
4

)1/p( n

r − 1

))p

≤
(
s1 − 1 +

2ε

3

)(
n

r − 1

)p

+
ε

3

(
n

r − 1

)p

= (s1 − 1 + ε)

(
n

r − 1

)p

,

a contradiction. This proves (11).

Let p̂ := 1−(p−p∗)δ1
r−1−α < p∗ < p. Since α > r − 2 and δ1 ≤ 2+α−r

p−p∗
, we have p̂ ≥ 1. It follows

from Fact 2.4 and (11) that there exists a constant ε1 > 0 satisfying

∥H1∥p̂ ≥
∥H1∥p

(∆(H1))
p−p̂

≥
∥H1∥p

(nr−1−δ1)
p−p̂

≥ ε1n
p(r−1)

(nr−1−δ1)
p−p̂

= ε1n
p̂(r−1−α)+(p−p̂)δ1+p̂α

= ε1n
1−(p−p∗)δ1+(p−p̂)δ1+p̂α

= ε1n
1+p̂α+(p∗−p̂)δ1 .

Since (p∗ − p̂)δ1 > 0 and n is sufficiently large, we have ∥H1∥p̂ ≫ n1+p̂α, which, by
Proposition 4.1, implies that ∥H1∥p̂ > exp̂(n,F), a contradiction. This completes the
proof of Proposition 4.2.

5 Proof of Theorem 1.3

We present the proof of Theorem 1.3 in this section. The following result will be useful for
the proof.

Proposition 5.1. Let r ≥ 2 be an integer and p ≥ 1 be a real number. Suppose that
G = G[V1, . . . , Vr] is an r-partite r-graph with max{|Vi| : i ∈ [r]} ≥ 2. Then there exists a
nonempty set U ⊆ V1 such that

|G[U, V2, . . . , Vr]| ≥
|U |1−

1
p

2

( ∑
v∈V1

dpG(v)

⌈log (|V2| · · · |Vr|)⌉

)1/p

≥ |U |1−
1
p

4

( ∑
v∈V1

dpG(v)

log (|V2| · · · |Vr|)

)1/p

.

Proof of Proposition 5.1. Let N := |V2| · · · |Vr| and t := ⌈logN⌉. For each i ∈ [t], let

Ui :=
{
v ∈ V1 : dG(v) ∈ [2i−1, 2i)

}
.

Since
∑

v∈V1
dpG(v) =

∑
i∈[t]

∑
v∈Ui

dpG(v), by the Pigeonhole Principle, there exists i∗ ∈ [t]
such that ∑

v∈Ui∗

dpG(v) ≥
∑

v∈V1
dpG(v)

t
.

Let U := Ui∗ and m := |U |. It follows from the definition of Ui∗ that

m · 2pi∗ = |U | · 2pi∗ ≥
∑
v∈Ui∗

dpG(v) ≥
∑

v∈V1
dpG(v)

t
,
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which implies that

2i∗−1 ≥ 1

2

(∑
v∈V1

dpG(v)

m · t

)1/p

Therefore,

|G[U, V2, . . . , Vr]| =
∑
v∈U

dG(v) ≥ m · 2i∗−1 ≥ 1

2

(∑
v∈V1

dpG(v)

t

)1/p

m
1− 1

p .

This proves Proposition 5.1.

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Recall that p∗ := 1
r−1−α . Let n be sufficiently large. Suppose that

G is an F-free r-graph on n vertices. By Proposition 2.8, there exists a balanced r-partition
V1 ∪ · · · ∪ Vr = V (G) such that the r-partite subgraph H := G[V1, . . . , Vr] satisfies

∥H∥p∗ ≥
(
r!

rr
+ o(1)

)p∗

∥G∥p∗ ≥ 1

2

(
r!

rr

)p∗

∥G∥p∗ .

Since ∥H∥p∗ =
∑

i∈[r]
∑

v∈Vi
dp∗H (v), by the Pigeonhole Principle, there exists Vi such that

∑
v∈Vi

dp∗H (v) ≥
∥H∥p∗

r
≥ 1

2r

(
r!

rr

)p∗

∥G∥p∗ .

By symmetry, we may assume that i = 1.

Applying Proposition 5.1 to H, we obtain a set U ⊆ V1 of size m for some m ≤ |V1| such
that

|H[U, V2, . . . , Vr]| ≥
|U |1−

1
p∗

4

( ∑
v∈V1

dp∗H (v)

log (|V2| · · · |Vr|)

)1/p∗

≥ m
1− 1

p∗

4

(
1

2r

(
r!

rr

)p∗ ∥G∥p∗
r · log n

)1/p∗

=
m1+α−(r−1)

4

(
1

2r

(
r!

rr

)p∗ ∥G∥p∗
r · log n

)1/p∗

.

Since ex(n,F) = O(n1+α), it follows from Proposition 2.10 that |H[U, V2, . . . , Vr]| ≤
CFm

1+α−(r−1)nr−1 for some constant CF > 0. Therefore,

m1+α−(r−1)

4

(
1

2r

(
r!

rr

)p∗ ∥G∥p∗
r · log n

)1/p∗

≤ CFm
1+α−(r−1)nr−1,

which implies that

∥G∥p∗ ≤ Cp∗
F · 4p∗ · 2r ·

(
rr

r!

)p∗

r log n · np∗(r−1) = Cp∗
F 22p

∗+1r

(
rr

r!

)p∗

np∗(r−1) log n.

This proves Theorem 1.3.
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6 Proof of Theorem 1.4

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.4. For convenience, for every integer ℓ ≥ 3, let Let
C≤2ℓ := {C4, C6, . . . , C2ℓ}. The following two theorems will be useful for us.

Theorem 6.1 (Lam–Verstraëte [LV05]). Let ℓ ≥ 3 be an integer. For every n ∈ N,

ex(n,C≤2ℓ) ≤
1

2
n1+ 1

ℓ + 2ℓ
2
n =

(
1

2
+ o(1)

)
n1+ 1

ℓ .

Theorem 6.2 (Naor–Verstraëte [NV05]). Let ℓ ≥ 2 be an integer. Then

ex(m,n,C≤2ℓ) ≤

 4
(
(nm)

1
2
+ 1

2ℓ + n+m
)
, if ℓ is odd,

4
(
(nm)

1
2m

1
ℓ + n+m

)
, if ℓ is even.

In particular, for every ℓ ≥ 2 and for every n ≥ m ≥ 1,

ex(m,n,C≤2ℓ) ≤ 4
(
(nm)

1
2
+ 1

2ℓ + n+m
)
,

and if m ≤ n
ℓ−1
ℓ+1 , then ex(m,n,C≤2ℓ) ≤ 4(n+ n+m) ≤ 12n.

Recall that an ordered sequence of vertices v1, . . . , vℓ+1 ∈ V (G) is a walk of length ℓ in a
graph G if vivi+1 ∈ G for all i ∈ [ℓ]. We use Wℓ+1(G) to denote the number of walks of
length ℓ in G.

The following result will be useful for the proof of Theorem 1.4 (i). The case where k is
even appears in [ES82, Theorem 4], while the case where both k and ℓ are odd follows from
the more general result of Sağlam [Sağ18, Theorem 1.3].

Theorem 6.3 (Erdős–Simonovits [ES82], Sağlam [Sağ18]). Suppose that k ≥ ℓ ≥ 1 are
integers such that k is even or ℓ is odd. Then for every graph G on n vertices, we have(

Wk+1(G)

n

)1/k

≥
(
Wℓ+1(G)

n

)1/ℓ

.

Proposition 6.4. For every graph G we have

W4(G) ≥
∥G∥23/2
|V (G)|

.

Proof of Proposition 6.4. It follows from the Cauchy–Schwarz Inequality that(∑
uv∈G

d
1/2
G (v)

)2

=

(∑
uv∈G

(dG(u)dG(v))
1/2 ·

(
1

dG(u)

)1/2
)2

≤

(∑
uv∈G

dG(u)dG(v)

)
·

(∑
uv∈G

d−1
G (u)

)
.

Consequently,

W4(G) =
∑
uv∈G

dG(u)dG(v) ≥

(∑
uv∈G d

1/2
G (v)

)2
∑

uv∈G d−1
G (u)

=

(∑
v∈V (G) d

1/2
G (v) · dG(v)

)2
∑

u∈V (G) d
−1
G (u) · dG(u)

=
∥G∥23/2
|V (G)|

,

as desired.
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First, we prove the upper bound for exℓ/(ℓ−1)(n, {C4, . . . , C2ℓ}).

Proof of Theorem 1.4 (i). Fix an integer ℓ ≥ 3. Let p := ℓ
ℓ−1 . Let C := 52 · 2p < 765/3p

and let ε > 0 be sufficiently small. Notice from Proposition 2.8 that for large n,

exp(n,C≤2ℓ) ≤ exp(2n,C≤2ℓ) ≤ (2 + o(1))p · exp(n, n,C≤2ℓ) ≤ 3p · exp(n, n,C≤2ℓ).

So it suffices to prove that exp(n, n,C≤2ℓ) < Cnp for all large n. Suppose to the contrary
that this fails. Then there exists a C≤2ℓ-free bipartite graph G = G[V1, V2] with |V1| =
|V2| = n such that ∥G∥p = Cnp. By symmetry, we may assume that

∑
v∈V1

dpG(v) ≥
1

2

∑
v∈V1

dpG(v) +
∑
v∈V2

dpG(v)

 =
∥G∥p
2

≥ C

2
np. (13)

Let

U1 :=
{
v ∈ V1 : dG(v) ≥ n1−ε

}
and U2 :=

{
v ∈ V1 : dG(v) ∈ [n1/ℓ+ε, n1−ε)

}
.

Claim 6.5. We have
∑

v∈U1
dpG(v) ≤ 12np.

Proof of Claim 6.5. Since G is C≤2ℓ-free, it follows from Theorem 6.1 (see also [AHL02])
that |G| ≤ (1/2 + o(1))n1+1/ℓ ≤ n1+1/ℓ. Therefore,

|U1| ≤
|G|
n1−ε

≤ n1+1/ℓ

n1−ε
= n1/ℓ+ε.

Since 1
ℓ + ε < ℓ−1

ℓ+1 for ℓ ≥ 3, it follows from Theorem 6.2 that

|G[U1, V2]| ≤ 12n.

Combining this with Fact 2.4, we obtain∑
v∈U1

dpG(v) ≤
∑
v∈U1

dG(v) · np−1 = |G[U1, V2]| · np−1 ≤ 12np,

which proves Claim 6.5.

Claim 6.6. We have
∑

v∈U2
dpG(v) ≤ np.

Proof of Claim 6.6. Let t := ⌈log n⌉. For every i ∈ [t], let

Wi :=
{
v ∈ U2 : dG(v) ∈ [2i−1 · n1/ℓ+ε, 2i · n1/ℓ+ε)

}
.

Suppose to the contrary that
∑

v∈U2
dpG(v) > np. Then, it follows from the Pigeonhole

Principle that there exists i ∈ [t] with∑
v∈Wi

dpG(v) ≥
∑

v∈U2
dpG(v)

t
≥ np

t
.

Let β ∈ [1/ℓ+ ε, 1− ε] be the real number such that nβ = 2i−1n1/ℓ+ε. It follows from the
definition of Wi that∑

v∈Wi

dG(v) ≥
∑
v∈Wi

dpG(v)

(2nβ)p−1
=

∑
v∈Wi

dpG(v)

2p−1n(p−1)β
≥ np−(p−1)β

2p−1t
.
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Consequently,

|G[Wi, V2]| =
∑
v∈Wi

dG(v) =

∑
v∈Wi

dG(v)

 1
2
+ 1

2ℓ
∑

v∈Wi

dG(v)

 1
2
− 1

2ℓ

≥
(
|Wi| · nβ

) 1
2
+ 1

2ℓ

(
np−(p−1)β

2p−1t

) 1
2
− 1

2ℓ

.

Since p = ℓ
ℓ−1 and β ≥ 1

ℓ + ε, we have

β ·
(
1

2
+

1

2ℓ

)
+ (p− (p− 1)β) ·

(
1

2
− 1

2ℓ

)
=

1 + β

2
≥ 1

2
+

1

2ℓ
+

ε

2
.

Therefore,

|G[Wi, V2]| ≥ (|Wi| · n)
1
2
+ 1

2ℓ
nε/2

(2p−1t)
1
2
− 1

2ℓ

.

Since ε > 0 and n is sufficiently large, it follows from Theorem 6.2 that |G[Wi, V2]| >
ex(|Wi|, |V2|, C≤2ℓ), a contradiction.

Let V ′
1 := V1 \ (U1 ∪ U2). It follows from (13), Claims 6.5 and 6.6 that

∑
v∈V ′

1

dpG(v) =
∑
v∈V1

dpG(v)−

∑
v∈U1

dpG(v) +
∑
v∈U2

dpG(v)

 ≥ C

2
np − 12np − np ≥ C

4
np. (14)

Let

G1 := G[V ′
1 , V2], Ũ :=

{
v ∈ V2 : dG1(v) ≥ n1/ℓ+ε

}
, and G2 := G[V ′

1 , Ũ ].

Similar to Claims 6.5 and 6.6, we have∑
v∈Ũ

dpG1
(v) ≤ 12np + np = 13np.

Combining this with Fact 2.4, we obtain∑
v∈V ′

1

dpG2
(v) ≤

∑
v∈V ′

1

dG2(v) ·
(
n1/ℓ+ε

)p−1
=
∑
u∈Ũ

dG2(u) ·
(
n1/ℓ+ε

)p−1

≤
∑
u∈Ũ

dpG2
(u) ≤ 13np. (15)

Let

V ′
2 := V2 \ Ũ and H := G[V ′

1 , V
′
2 ].

It is clear from the definitions of V ′
1 and V ′

2 that ∆(H) ≤ n1/ℓ+ε.

Claim 6.7. We have ∥H∥p ≥
∑

v∈V ′
1
dpH(v) ≥ 4np.
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Proof of Claim 6.7. Suppose to the contrary that
∑

v∈V ′
1
dpH(v) < 4np. Then it follows

from Fact 2.3 and (15) that

∑
v∈V ′

1

dpG(v) =
∑
v∈V ′

1

(dG2(v) + dH(v))p ≤


∑

v∈V ′
1

dpG2
(v)

1/p

+

∑
v∈V ′

1

dpH(v)

1/p


p

≤
(
(13np)1/p + (4np)1/p

)p
<

C

4
np,

contradicting (14). Therefore,
∑

v∈V ′
1
dpH(v) ≥ 4np.

Claim 6.8. We have Wℓ+1(H) ≥ 4ℓ−1n2.

Proof of Claim 6.8. It follows from Theorem 6.3, Proposition 6.4, and Corollary 2.5 that

(
Wℓ+1(H)

v(H)

)1/ℓ

≥
(
W4(H)

v(H)

)1/3

≥

(
∥H∥23/2
(v(H))2

)1/3

=

(
∥H∥3/2
v(H)

)2/3

≥

(∥H∥ ℓ
ℓ−1

v(H)

) ℓ−1
ℓ

.

Combining this with Claim 6.7, we obtain

Wℓ+1(H) ≥ v(H) ·

(∥H∥ ℓ
ℓ−1

v(H)

)ℓ−1

=
∥H∥ℓ−1

ℓ
ℓ−1

(v(H))ℓ−2
≥ (4np)ℓ−1

nℓ−2
= 4ℓ−1n2.

This proves Claim 6.8.

It follows from Claim 6.8 that the number of paths of length ℓ in H, denoted by Pℓ+1(H),
satisfies

Pℓ+1(H) ≥ 1

2

(
Wℓ+1(H)−

(
ℓ+ 1

2

)
· 2n · (∆(H))ℓ−1

)
≥ 1

2

(
4ℓ−1n2 − 2

(
ℓ+ 1

2

)
n1+( 1

ℓ
+ε)(ℓ−1)

)
>

(
2n

2

)
.

Therefore, there exist two paths of length ℓ that share the same endpoints. Since H is
bipartite, this implies that G contains a copy of C2i for some i ∈ [2, ℓ], a contradiction.

Theorem 1.4 (ii) is an immediate consequence of Theorem 1.4 (i) and the following theorem.

Theorem 6.9 (Füredi–Naor–Verstraëte [FNV06, Theorem 3.2]). Every C6-free bipartite
graph G contains a {C4, C6}-free subgraph H such that for every v ∈ V (G),

dH(v) ≥ dG(v)

2
.

Next, we present the proof of Theorem 1.4 (iii). The proof is a minor adaption of the
Dependent Random Choice (see e.g. [FS11]).
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Proof of Theorem 1.4 (iii). Let F = F [W1,W2] be a bipartite graph such that dF (v) ≤ s

for every v ∈ W2. Let t := |W2|. Let C := 2
(
|V (F )|s

s! + |V (F )|
)
. Let G = G[V1, V2] be an

n by n bipartite graph with ∥G∥s ≥ Cns.

By symmetry, we may assume that
∑

v∈V1
dsG(v) ≥ ∥G∥s

2 ≥ Cns

2 . Choose uniformly at
random s vertices (with repetations allowed) v1, . . . , vs from V2. Let X := NG(v1) ∩ · · · ∩
NG(vs) ⊆ V1. It is easy to see that

E [|X|] =
∑
v∈V1

(
dG(v)

n

)s

=

∑
v∈V1

dsG(v)

ns
≥ Cns/2

ns
=

C

2
.

We call an s-set in X bad if it has at most t common neighbors. Let Y denote the
collection of bad s-sets in X. Notice that an s-set S is contained in X only if {v1, . . . , vs} ⊆⋂

u∈S NG(u). Therefore,

E [|Y|] ≤
(
|V1|
s

)(
t

n

)s

≤ ts

s!
.

It follows that

E [|X| − |Y|] ≥ C

2
− ts

s!
≥ t.

By deleting one vertex from each bad set, we see that there exists a selection of s-vertices
{v1, . . . , vs} ⊆ V2 along with a set X ′ ⊆ NG(v1) ∩ · · · ∩ NG(vs) ⊆ V1 of size at least t
such that every s-subset of X ′ has at least t common neighbors. It is clear that F can be
greedily embedded into G[X ′, V2] with W1 ⊆ V2 and W2 ⊆ X ′, a contradiction.

7 Concluding remarks

Let F be an r-partite r-graph satisfying ex(n, F ) = O(n1+α). Recall from Fact 1.1 and
Theorem 1.2 that for every p > 1

r−1−α , we have

(τind(F )− 1 + o(1))

(
n

r − 1

)p

≤ exp(n, F ) ≤ (τpart(F )− 1 + o(1))

(
n

r − 1

)p

.

Additionally, recall that this provides an asymptotically tight bound for exp(n, F ) in the
case r = 2, as τind(F ) = τpart(F ) for every bipartite graph F . Unfortunately, the equality
τind(F ) = τpart(F ) does not necessarily hold for r ≥ 3, as shown by the following example.

Let F denote the 3-graph with vertex set {a, b, c, a1, a2, a3, b1, b2, b3, c1, c2, c3} and edge set{
{a, bi, cj} : (i, j) ∈ [3]2

}
∪
{
{ai, b, cj} : (i, j) ∈ [3]2

}
∪
{
{ai, bj , c} : (i, j) ∈ [3]2

}
.

It is easy to verify that τpart(F ) = 4 while τind(F ) = 3 (with {a, b, c} serving as a witness).

Problem 7.1. Let r ≥ 3. Suppose that F is a degenerate family of r-graphs satisfying
ex(n,F) = O(n1+α) for some constant α > 0. Determine whether lim

n→∞
exp(n,F)/np(r−1)

exists for p > 1
r−1−α , and, if so, find its value.

On the other hand, drawing parallels to the Exponent Conjecture of Erdős–Siminovits,
we propose the following bold conjecture for hypergraphs, which, if true, would show that
Theorem 1.2 is tight in the exponent for the case p < 1

r−1−α as well.
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Conjecture 7.2. Let r ≥ 3. Suppose that F is a degenerate finite family of r-graphs
satisfying ex(n,F) = Ω(n1+α) for some constant α > r − 2. Then there exist constants
β > 0, c > 0, and C > 0 such that for all sufficiently large n,

c ≤ ex(n,F)

n1+β
≤ C.

Remark. Several results such as those in [MYZ18, PZ] provide some evidence supporting
this conjecture. On the other hand, examples in [RS78, FG21] show that the requirement
α > r − 2 cannot be removed in general.

Recall from Theorem 1.3 that we provided a general upper bound for exp(n,F) when p
is the threshold. An interesting problem is to explore whether the log n factor can be
removed from this upper bound.

Problem 7.3. Let r ≥ 2 be an integer. Suppose that F is a degenerate family of r-graphs
satisfying ex(n,F) = O(n1+α) for some constant α > 0. Is it true that

exp∗(n,F) = O
(
np∗(r−1)

)
for p∗ =

1

r − 1− α
?

Given integers r > t ≥ 1 and a real number p > 0, let the (t, p)-norm of an r-graph H be
defined as

∥H∥t,p :=
∑

T∈(V (H)
t )

dpH(T ).

Similarly, for a family F of r-graphs, define the (t, p)-norm Turán number of F as

ext,p(n,F) := max
{
∥H∥t,p : v(H) = n and H is F-free

}
.

The (t, p)-norm Turán number ext,p(n,F) was systematically studied in [CIL+24] for non-
degenerate families F . However, many degenerate cases remain unexplored.

Problem 7.4. Let r > t ≥ 2 be integers and F be a finite family of r-partite r-graphs such
that ex(n,F) = nβ+o(1). Determine the exponent of ext,p(n,F) for all p > 1.

Given two graphs Q and G, we use N(Q,G) to denote the number of copies of Q in G.
The generalized Turán number ex(n,Q,F) is the maximum number of copies of Q in
an n-vertex F-free graph. The generalized Turán problem was first considered by Erdős
in [Erd62], and was systematically studied by Alon–Shikhelman in [AS16].

Given integers p ≥ r > t ≥ 0, the (r, t)-book with p-pages, denoted by Bt,r,p, is the
graph constructed as follows :

• Take p sets V1, . . . , Vp, each of size r, such that there exists a t-set C satisfying
Vi ∩ Vj = C for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ p.

• Place a copy of Kr on each Vi.

Observe that B1,2,p is simply a star graph with p edges.
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In parallel, one could define the (t, r, p)-norm of a graph as follows : Given a graph G and
a t-set S ⊆ V (G) that induces a copy of Kt, let dG,r(S) denote the number of copies of Kr

in G that contains S. Let

∥G∥t,r,p :=
∑

dpG,r(S),

where the summation is taken over all t-subsets S ⊆ V (G) that induce a copy of Kt in G.
Similarly, let

ext,r,p(n, F ) := max
{
∥G∥t,r,p : v(G) = n and G is F -free

}
.

One could consider extending results in this paper to the function ext,r,p(n, F ). This will
provide an upper bound for the generalized Turán number ex(n,Bt,r,p, F ), since for every
graph G,

N(Bt,r,p, G) =
∑(

dG,r(S)

p

)
≤ 1

p!

∑
dpG,r(S) =

∥G∥t,r,p
p!

,

where the summation is taken over all t-subsets S ⊆ V (G) that induce a copy of Kt in G.

For a bipartite graph G[V1, V2] with parts V1 and V2, define

∥G∥p,left :=
∑
v∈V1

dpG(v) and ∥G∥p,right :=
∑
v∈V2

dpG(v).

Note that ∥G∥1,left = ∥G∥1,right = |G| and ∥G∥p = ∥G∥p,left + ∥G∥p,right for every p ≥ 1.

An important variation of the Turán problem is the Zarankiewicz problem. Given bipartite
graphs F and G with fixed bipartitions V (F ) = W1∪W2 and V (G) = V1∪V2, an ordered
copy of F [W1,W2] in G[V1, V2] is a copy of F where W1 is contained in V1 and W2 is
contained in V2. Given integers m,n ≥ 1, the Zarankiewicz number Z(m,n, F [W1,W2])
is the maximum number of edges in a bipartite graph G = G[V1, V2] with |V1| = m and
|V2| = n that does not contain an ordered copy of F [W1,W2].

Extending the Zarankiewicz number to the p-norm, for every p ≥ 1, let Zp,left(m,n, F [W1,W2])
(resp. Zp,right(m,n, F [W1,W2])) denote the maximum value of ∥G∥p,left (resp. ∥G∥p,right)
over all bipartite graphs G = G[V1, V2] with |V1| = m and |V2| = n that do not con-
tain an ordered copy of F [W1,W2]. When the order [W1,W2] is clear from the context,
for simplicity, we will use Z(m,n, F ), Zp,left(m,n, F ), and Zp,right(m,n, F ) to represent
Z(m,n, F [W1,W2]), Zp,left(m,n, F [W1,W2]), and Zp,right(m,n, F [W1,W2]) respectively.

The following theorem can be derived through relatively straightforward modifications to
the proofs presented in this paper, so we omit the details.

Theorem 7.5. Suppose that F = F [W1,W2] is a bipartite graph such that Z(m,n, F ) =
O(mαnβ + n+m) for some constants α, β ∈ (0, 1) and every n,m ≥ 1. Then there exists
a constant CF = CF (p) > 0 such that

Zp,left(m,n, F ) ≤


CF

(
m1−p(1−α)nβp + (m+ np) log

p∗−1
δ

+1 n
)
, if p ∈

[
1, 1

2−α−β

)
,

CF
(
m1−p(1−α)npβ +m+ np

)
log n, if p = 1

2−α−β ,

(τind(F)− 1)np + on(n
p) + om(mp), if p > 1

2−α−β .

and

Zp,right(m,n, F ) ≤


CF

(
mαpn1−p(1−β) + (mp + n) log

p∗−1
δ

+1m
)
, if p ∈

[
1, 1

2−α−β

)
,

CF
(
mpαn1−p(1−β) +mp + n

)
logm, if p = 1

2−α−β ,

(τind(F)− 1)mp + on(n
p) + om(mp), if p > 1

2−α−β .
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Here, p∗ := 1
2−α−β and δ := 1−p(2−α−β)

2 .

Remark. By summing Zp,left(m,n, F ) and Zp,right(m,n, F ), we obtain an upper bound for
exp(m,n, F ) and the two-sided Zp(m,n, F [W1,W2]). Here, Zp(m,n, F [W1,W2]) represents
the maximum p-norm of a bipartite graph G = G[V1, V2] with |V1| = m and |V2| = n that
does not contain an ordered copy of F [W1,W2].

Acknowledgements

We would like to thank Dániel Gerbner for informing us about [FK06].

References

[AHL02] Noga Alon, Shlomo Hoory, and Nathan Linial. The Moore bound for irregular
graphs. Graphs Combin., 18(1):53–57, 2002. 18

[AKS03] Noga Alon, Michael Krivelevich, and Benny Sudakov. Turán numbers of bi-
partite graphs and related Ramsey-type questions. volume 12, pages 477–494.
2003. Special issue on Ramsey theory. 4

[ARS99] Noga Alon, Lajos Rónyai, and Tibor Szabó. Norm-graphs: variations and
applications. J. Combin. Theory Ser. B, 76(2):280–290, 1999. 3, 4

[AS16] Noga Alon and Clara Shikhelman. Many T copies in H-free graphs. J. Combin.
Theory Ser. B, 121:146–172, 2016. 22

[BCL22a] József Balogh, Felix Christian Clemen, and Bernard Lidický. Hypergraph Turán
problems in ℓ2-norm. In Surveys in combinatorics 2022, volume 481 of London
Math. Soc. Lecture Note Ser., pages 21–63. Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge,
2022. 2

[BCL22b] József Balogh, Felix Christian Clemen, and Bernard Lidický. Solving Turán’s
tetrahedron problem for the ℓ2-norm. J. Lond. Math. Soc. (2), 106(1):60–84,
2022. 2

[Ben66] Clark T. Benson. Minimal regular graphs of girths eight and twelve. Canadian
J. Math., 18:1091–1094, 1966. 2

[Bey03] Christian Bey. An upper bound on the sum of squares of degrees in a hyper-
graph. Discrete Math., 269(1-3):259–263, 2003. 2

[BL23] George Brooks and William Linz. Some exact and asymptotic results for hy-
pergraph Turán problems in ℓ2-norm. arXiv preprint arXiv:2310.09379, 2023.
2

[BN12] Béla Bollobás and Vladimir Nikiforov. Degree powers in graphs: the Erdős-
Stone theorem. Combin. Probab. Comput., 21(1-2):89–105, 2012. 2

[BS74] J. A. Bondy and M. Simonovits. Cycles of even length in graphs. J. Combin.
Theory Ser. B, 16:97–105, 1974. 2

[Buk24] Boris Bukh. Extremal graphs without exponentially small bicliques. Duke Math.
J., 173(11):2039–2062, 2024. 4

24



[CIL+24] Wanfang Chen, Daniel Iľkovič, Jared León, Xizhi Liu, and Oleg
Pikhurko. Nondegenerate Turán problems under (t, p)-norms. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2406.15934, 2024. 2, 22

[CY00] Yair Caro and Raphael Yuster. A Turán type problem concerning the powers
of the degrees of a graph. Electron. J. Combin., 7:Research Paper 47, 14, 2000.
1, 2, 3

[CY04] Yair Caro and Raphael Yuster. A Turán type problem concerning the powers
of the degrees of a graph (revised). arXiv preprint math/0401398, 2004. 2

[Erd62] P. Erdős. On the number of complete subgraphs contained in certain graphs.
Magyar Tud. Akad. Mat. Kutató Int. Közl., 7:459–464, 1962. 22

[Erd64a] P. Erdős. Extremal problems in graph theory. In Theory of Graphs and its
Applications (Proc. Sympos. Smolenice, 1963), pages 29–36. Publ. House Czech.
Acad. Sci., Prague, 1964. 2

[Erd64b] P. Erdős. On extremal problems of graphs and generalized graphs. Israel J.
Math., 2:183–190, 1964. 2, 6, 7

[Erd70] Pál Erdős. On the graph theorem of Turán. Mat. Lapok, 21:249–251, 1970. 2

[ERS66] P. Erdős, A. Rényi, and V. T. Sós. On a problem of graph theory. Studia Sci.
Math. Hungar., 1:215–235, 1966. 2

[ES82] P. Erdős and M. Simonovits. Compactness results in extremal graph theory.
Combinatorica, 2(3):275–288, 1982. 17

[FG21] Zoltán Füredi and Dániel Gerbner. Hypergraphs without exponents. J. Combin.
Theory Ser. A, 184:Paper No. 105517, 9, 2021. 22

[FK06] Zoltán Füredi and André Kündgen. Moments of graphs in monotone families.
J. Graph Theory, 51(1):37–48, 2006. 2, 5, 24

[FNV06] Zoltan Füredi, Assaf Naor, and Jacques Verstraëte. On the Turán number for
the hexagon. Adv. Math., 203(2):476–496, 2006. 20

[FS11] Jacob Fox and Benny Sudakov. Dependent random choice. Random Structures
Algorithms, 38(1-2):68–99, 2011. 20

[FS13] Zoltán Füredi and Miklós Simonovits. The history of degenerate (bipartite)
extremal graph problems. In Erdös centennial, volume 25 of Bolyai Soc. Math.
Stud., pages 169–264. János Bolyai Math. Soc., Budapest, 2013. 2, 4, 8

[FT16] Peter Frankl and Norihide Tokushige. Invitation to intersection problems for
finite sets. J. Combin. Theory Ser. A, 144:157–211, 2016. 4

[Für91] Zoltán Füredi. On a Turán type problem of Erdős. Combinatorica, 11(1):75–79,
1991. 4

[Ger24] Dániel Gerbner. On degree powers and counting stars in F -free graphs. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2401.04894, 2024. 1, 2, 3

[HHL+23] Jianfeng Hou, Caiyun Hu, Heng Li, Xizhi Liu, Caihong Yang, and Yixiao Zhang.
Toward a density Corrádi–Hajnal theorem for degenerate hypergraphs. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2311.15172, 2023. 7

25



[KRS96] János Kollár, Lajos Rónyai, and Tibor Szabó. Norm-graphs and bipartite Turán
numbers. Combinatorica, 16(3):399–406, 1996. 3, 4

[KST54] T. Kövari, V. T. Sós, and P. Turán. On a problem of K. Zarankiewicz. Colloq.
Math., 3:50–57, 1954. 7

[LLQS19] Yongxin Lan, Henry Liu, Zhongmei Qin, and Yongtang Shi. Degree powers in
graphs with a forbidden forest. Discrete Math., 342(3):821–835, 2019. 2

[LU93] Felix Lazebnik and Vasiliy A. Ustimenko. New examples of graphs without
small cycles and of large size. volume 14, pages 445–460. 1993. Algebraic
combinatorics (Vladimir, 1991). 2

[LUW99] Felix Lazebnik, Vasiliy A. Ustimenko, and Andrew J. Woldar. Polarities and
2k-cycle-free graphs. volume 197/198, pages 503–513. 1999. 16th British Com-
binatorial Conference (London, 1997). 2

[LV05] Thomas Lam and Jacques Verstraëte. A note on graphs without short even
cycles. Electron. J. Combin., 12:Note 5, 6, 2005. 17

[MYZ18] Jie Ma, Xiaofan Yuan, and Mingwei Zhang. Some extremal results on complete
degenerate hypergraphs. J. Combin. Theory Ser. A, 154:598–609, 2018. 3, 22

[Nik09] Vladimir Nikiforov. Degree powers in graphs with a forbidden even cycle. Elec-
tron. J. Combin., 16(1):Research Paper 107, 9, 2009. 1, 2, 3

[NV05] Assaf Naor and Jacques Verstraëte. A note on bipartite graphs without 2k-
cycles. Combin. Probab. Comput., 14(5-6):845–849, 2005. 17

[PZ] Cosmin Pohoata and Dmitriy Zakharov. Norm hypergraphs. Combinatorica.
to appear. 3, 22

[RS78] I. Z. Ruzsa and E. Szemerédi. Triple systems with no six points carrying three
triangles. In Combinatorics (Proc. Fifth Hungarian Colloq., Keszthely, 1976),
Vol. II, volume 18 of Colloq. Math. Soc. János Bolyai, pages 939–945. North-
Holland, Amsterdam-New York, 1978. 22

[Sağ18] Mert Sağlam. Near log-convexity of measured heat in (discrete) time and con-
sequences. In 59th Annual IEEE Symposium on Foundations of Computer
Science—FOCS 2018, pages 967–978. IEEE Computer Soc., Los Alamitos, CA,
2018. 17

[Tur41] Paul Turán. Eine Extremalaufgabe aus der Graphentheorie. Mat. Fiz. Lapok,
48:436–452, 1941. 2

[Wen91] R. Wenger. Extremal graphs with no C4’s, C6’s, or C10’s. J. Combin. Theory
Ser. B, 52(1):113–116, 1991. 2

[WZ] Biao Wu and Huajun Zhang. An Erdős–Ko–Rado Theorem in ℓ2-norm.
Manuscript. 2

[Zha22] Liwen Zhang. Degree powers in Ks,t-minor free graphs. Discrete Math.,
345(4):Paper No. 112783, 9, 2022. 2

26



A Sketch of the Proof of Theorem 7.5

In this section, we provide a sketch of the proof for Theorem 7.5.

Proposition A.1. For every p ≥ 1, we have

∥G∥p,left = O
(
m1−p(1−α)npβ log n+ (m+ np) log n

)
.

Proof of Proposition A.1. This is a direct consequence of Proposition 5.1.

Proposition A.2. For every p > 1
2−α−β , we have

∥G∥p,left = (τind(F)− 1)np + on(n
p) + om(mp).

Proof of Proposition A.2. The proof is similar to that of Proposition 4.2.

Proposition A.3. For every 1 < p < 1
2−α−β , we have

∥G∥p,left = O
(
m1−p(1−α)nβp + (m+ np) log

p∗−1
δ

+1 n
)
,

where p∗ :=
1

2−α−β and δ := 1−p(2−α−β)
2 .

Sketch proof of Proposition A.3. Let G = G[V1, V2] be a bipartite graph with |V1| = m and
|V2| = n. Let ε := δ/2 = 1− p(2− α − β). Suppose that G does not contain any ordered
copy of F = F [W1,W2]. Suppose to the contrary that

∥G∥p,left ≥ C
(
m1−p(1−α)nβp + (m+ np) log

p∗−1
δ

+1 n
)
,

where C > 0 is a large constant.

We may assume that

m1−p(1−α)npβ ≥ (m+ np) log
p∗−1

δ n, (16)

since otherwise, by Proposition A.1, we are done. Similar to the proof of Lemma 3.1, for
every bipartite graph H = H[U1, U2], let

Φ(H) :=
∥H∥p,left

|U1|1−p(1−α)|U2|pβ
.

Define a sequence of bipartite graphs Gi = Gi[Ai, Bi] for 1 ≤ i ≤ k for some integer k with

(i) A0 = V1 ⊇ A1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ak and B0 = V2 ⊇ B1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ Bk,

(ii) |Ai| = |V1|
2i

and |Bi| = |V2|
2i

for i ∈ [k],

(iii) Φ(Gi+1) ≥ 2δ−ε · Φ(Gi) for i ∈ [0, k − 1],

(iv) for every i ∈ [k − 1], we have
∑

u∈Ui
dpGi−1

(u) ≥ 1
2ε ∥Gi−1∥p,left, where

Ui :=

{
v ∈ Ai−1 : dGi−1(v) ≥

(
2 ∥Gi−1∥p,left

|Ai−1|

)1/p
}
,
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(v) we have
∑

u∈Uk
dpGk−1

(u) < 1
2ε ∥Gk−1∥p,left, where

Uk :=

{
v ∈ Ak−1 : dGk−1

(v) ≥
(
2 ∥Gk−1∥p,left

|Ak−1|

)1/p
}
.

Claim A.4. We have k ≤ k∗ :=
2
δ log logn.

Proof of Claim A.4. Notice from (16) that for every i ≤ k∗, we have

|Ai|1−p(1−α)|Bi|pβ =
(m
2i

)1−p(1−α) ( n
2i

)pβ
=

m1−p(1−α)npβ

2i·(1−p(1−α)+pβ)
≥ m1−p(1−α)npβ

2i·p∗

≥ (m+ np)2k∗(p∗−1)

2i·p∗
≥ m+ np

2i
≥ |Ai|+ |Bi|p. (17)

Suppose to the contrary that k > k∗. Then it follows from (iii) that

∥Gk∗∥p,left
|Ak|1−p(1−α)|Bk|pβ

= Φ(Gk) ≥
(
2δ−ε

)k∗
· Φ(G) = 2

δ
2
·k∗ · Φ(G) ≥ C log n,

which, combining with (17), implies that

∥Gk∗∥p,left ≥ C|Ak|1−p(1−α)|Bk|pβ log n ≥ C

2

(
|Ak|1−p(1−α)|Bk|pβ + |Ak|+ |Bk|p

)
log n,

contradicting Proposition A.1.

Since
∑

u∈Uk
dpGk−1

(u) < 1
2ε ∥Gk−1∥p,left (due to (v)), we have

∑
u∈Ak\Uk

dpGk−1
(u) = ∥Gk−1∥p,left −

∑
u∈Uk

dpGk−1
(u) ≥

(
1− 1

2ε

)
∥Gk−1∥p,left .

On the other hand, it follows from the definition of Uk and (16) that

∑
u∈Ak\Uk

dpGk−1
(u) ≤

∑
u∈Ak\Uk

dGk−1
(u) ·

(
2 ∥Gk−1∥p,left

|Ak−1|

) p−1
p

≤ |Gk−1| ·
(
2 ∥Gk−1∥p,left

|Ak−1|

) p−1
p

≤ C
(
|Ak−1|α|Bk−1|β + |Ak−1|+ |Bk−1|

)
·
(
2 ∥Gk−1∥p,left

|Ak−1|

) p−1
p

≤ 2C|Ak−1|α|Bk−1|β ·
(
2 ∥Gk−1∥p,left

|Ak−1|

) p−1
p

.

Therefore, (
1− 1

2ε

)
∥Gk−1∥p,left ≤ 2C|Ak−1|α|Bk−1|β ·

(
2 ∥Gk−1∥p,left

|Ak−1|

) p−1
p

,

which implies that

∥Gk−1∥p,left ≤
22p−1Cp

(1− 2−ε)p
|Ak−1|1−p(1−α)|Bk−1|pβ.
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Combining this with (iii), we obtain

∥G∥p,left = Φ(G) ·m1−p(1−α)npβ ≤ Φ(Gk−1) ·m1−p(1−α)npβ

=
∥Gk−1∥p,left

|Ak−1|1−p(1−α)|Bk−1|pβ
·m1−p(1−α)npβ ≤ 22p−1Cp

(1− 2−ε)p
·m1−p(1−α)npβ.

This completes the proof of Proposition A.3.
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