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Abstract. For a k-graph F, let #;(n, m, F) be the smallest integer 7 such that every k-graph G
on n vertices in which every /-set of vertices is included in at least ¢ edges contains a collection
of vertex-disjoint F-subgraphs covering all but at most m vertices of G. Let K fn denote the
complete k-graph on m vertices.

The function #;_q(kn, 0, K ,](‘) (i.e. when we want to guarantee a perfect matching) has
been previously determined by Kiihn and Osthus [9] (asymptotically) and by Rédl, Rucinski,
and Szemerédi [13] (exactly). Here we obtain asymptotic formulae for some other /. Namely,
we prove that forany k > 4and k/2 <[ <k —2,

1n, 0, KF) = (% + 0(1)) (kkf 1)'

Also, we present various bounds in another special but interesting case: t, (n, m, K‘%) with

m = 0 or m = o(n), that is, when we want to tile (almost) all vertices by copies of K 3 the
complete 3-graph on 4 vertices.

Key words. Complete 3-graph on 4 vertices, Hajnal-Szemerédi Theorem, hypergraph
codegree, hypergraph matching.

1. Introduction

A k-graph (or a k-uniform set system) is a pair G = (V, E), where the edge set E is
a collection of k-subsets of the vertex set V. The order of G is v(G) = |V| and the
size of G i1s e(G) = | E|. In the obvious way we define the notions of isomorphism,
subgraph, etc. (Note that we do not restrict the notion of subgraph to induced
subgraphs only.) When the vertex set is not important, we may identify a k-graph G
with its edge set. Thus, for example, |G| = ¢(G) denotes the number of edges in G.

Let K ,’; denote the complete k-graph on m vertices. Also, we use the following
notation: [n] = {l,...,n} and, for a set A, (2) = {B:B C A, |B| = k}. All
logarithms are base e = 2.718... .

* Reverts to public domain 28 years from publication.
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Given k-graphs F and G, an F-tiling in G is a collection of vertex-disjoint
F-subgraphs of G (i.e. subgraphs isomorphic to F). For the single-edge k-graph
K ,f ,a kK ,’(‘ -tiling is also called a K ,f -matching or simply a matching.

For graphs (that is, 2-graphs) there is a large body of research on finding condi-
tions on the minimal degree in terms of the order that guarantee an (almost) perfect
F-tiling. This direction of research was motivated by the seminal paper of Hajnal
and Szemerédi [6]. More recently, this problem was considered for general k-graphs,
in which case it seems to become more difficult.

LetG = (V, E)beak-graphandlet0 <[ < k. Theneighborhood of [ distinct ver-
tices xq, ..., x; € V (which we may interchangeably view asan/-set X = {x1, ..., x;})
is

V(G)\ X

N(x1,.-.,XZ)=N(X)=’D€( k—1

) :DUX €eE } ,
that is, it consists of those (k —I)-sets D € V(G) \ X for which D U X is an edge of
G. The codegree of X is |[N(X)| and the [-codegree of G is

8,(G) = min [|N(X)| X e (V(ZG))} .

Here is the main definition of this paper. Given a k-graph F and integers /, n,
and m such that 0 <m <nand 0 <[ < k, let #y(n, m, F) be the smallest integer ¢
such that every k-graph of order n and /-codegree at least ¢ has an F-tiling of size
at least (n — m)/v(F) (that is, an F-tiling that covers all but at most m vertices).

Determining #;(n, m, F) is a very general problem. For example, if m = n—v(F),
then we want to guarantee at least one copy of a k-graph F. It is not hard to
show that the function #;(n,n — v(F), F) determines the Turdn density n(F) =
lim, oo ex(n, F)/(}), the last problem being notoriously hard for virtually all
hypergraphs.

Here we are interested in almost perfect F-tilings, that is, the case whenm = o(n)
(especially the case m = 0). Unlike the 2-graph case, there are not many results of
this type for k > 3. Let us very briefly mention some of them, referring the reader to
the original papers for all details. Kithn and Osthus [9] showed that, for fixed k > 3,

1
ti_1(kn, 0, K§) = Ekn + O(y/nlogn) (1)

and that 7,1 (n, m, K,’f) = n/k + o(n) when 2k? < m < o(n). Rodl, Rucinski, and
Szemerédi [12, 13] were able to reduce or completely eliminate the error terms in the
above estimates using their ‘absorbing’ technique. In particular, they determined
t—1(n,k —1, K ,’(‘) exactly for all n > ng(k). Kithn and Osthus [8] showed, among
other things, that ©,(4n, 0, F) = (1 + o(1))n, where F is the (unique) 3-graph of
order 4 and size 2.

Abassi (unpublished) asked if #,(4n, 0, K f) < 2n. Czygrinow and Nagle [3,
Theorem 2.1] disproved this by showing that ,(n, m, K‘f) > 3n/5 —m+ o(n). The
latter paper motivated the author’s interest in this area. The 3-graph K 2 is a very



Perfect Matchings and Ki’-Tilings in Hypergraphs 393

interesting case; for example, determining the Turan function ex(n, K 2 )of K j is one
of the most famous open problems in extremal combinatorics.

Here we present the following lower bounds, in particular improving the above
bound of Czygrinow and Nagle [3] for all m.

Proposition 1. There is a constant C > 0 such that for any 0 < m < n we have
3 5 1
tz(n,m,K4)Zgn—gm—C\/nlogn. 2)
Also, for any n = 8q + r with integers ¢ > 0 and r € {0, 4}, we have
3 3
tz(n,O,K4)Z6q+r—ZZZn—2. 3)
On the other hand, we have the following upper bounds.

Theorem 1. For every n > 15,

2n+ [(n—15)/4] — 2 3 5
3 _— — —
h(n, 14, K3) < [ 3 < 4n 1 4)
Also, there is a constant C such that for all integers n > 1 we have
H(4n, 0, K3) < a x 4n + Cy/nlogn, (5)

where

o= %1_0 — 0.8603.....

It is unlikely that (5) is sharp. But, given the absence of any upper bounds on
tH(4n,0, K 2) in the literature, we feel we should present at least some non-trivial
bound. Hopefully, the quest for improving (5) would lead to new ideas and better
bounds.

In fact, the proof of (5) required estimating the function #,(4n, 0, Kjf). After
the author determined the latter function asymptotically, he realized that the proof
extends to some other values of the parameters, giving the following result of inde-
pendent interest.

Theorem 2. Let k > 3 be fixed and let k)2 <1 <k — 1. Let n be large. Then

1 /[ k 1/ k
3 (k ”l) = 0" < 0lkn. 0.K) < 5 (k ”l) + 0712 logn). (6)
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The lower bound in (6) is obtained as follows. Partition [kn] = A U B into parts
of sizes a and b such that |a — b| < 2 and « is odd. Take as edges all k-tuples
that intersect A in an even number of vertices. Since any K ,’j-matching uses an even
number of vertices from A, there is no perfect K ,’(‘ -matching.

For any k-graph G, [ € [k], and A € (‘;(_(?) with |N(A)| = 8,_1(G), we have

—1+1
> wauvpp = 2226 o)

81— = A)| = = = -
1-1(G) = [N(A)] T i1
xeV(G)\A

—1+1

Hence, it is enough to prove the upper bound in (6) for / = [k/2] only. Theorem 2
includes the upper bound (1) of Kithn and Osthus [9], except the constants in our
error terms are larger.

We prove the upper bound of Theorem 2 by modifying the ideas in [9]. It is not
surprising that our proof shares many features with that from [9]. In particular, we
consider a certain k-partite version of the problem first and then deduce Theorem 2.

For a k-partite k-graph G with vertex parts labeled as Vi, ..., Vx € V(G) and
an index set L C [k], let 67, (G) be the minimum of |N (X)]| over all sets X C V(G)
such that | X| = |L| and X intersects every V; withi € L (in other words, | X N V;| is
either 1 or 0 depending on whetheri € L ori € [k]\L).

Th;(;rem 3.Letk>21lelk—1],and L € (Ul‘]) be fixed. Let n be sufficiently large
and let

A = +/257knlogn. (8)

Let H = (V, E) be a k-uniform k-partite hypergraph with parts Vi U --- UV, = V
such that |V;| = n for eachi € [k]. If

S(H)n' 4 8y (H)n* =1 > n* 4 kan* =1, )

then H admits a perfect K ,]: -matching.

Note that in Theorem 3 we look at the codegrees of sequences of vertices of two
special types only. The constant factor 1 in front of n¥ in the right-hand side of (9)
is easily seen to be sharp (see, for example, the construction in [9, Lemma 10]). We
do not try to optimize the constants in the error term.

Recently, Aharoni, Georgakopoulos, and Spriissel [1, Theorem 2] showed that
every k-partite k-graph H with parts Vi, ..., Vi, each of size n, has a perfect K ,’j
matching provided 8x—11(G) > n/2 and ép2,.. 1y (G) > n/2. They also conjectured
[1, Conjecture 1] that, for any / € [k — 1] the above assumptions can be weakened to
5 (G) > n*=1/2 and 841,k (G) = n!/2. Our Theorem 3 implies an asymptotic
version of this conjecture for all large n (with the factor 1/2 replaced by 1/2 +
((257k3logn)/n)'/? in one of the codegree conditions).

Section 5 contains some concluding remarks and open problems.



Perfect Matchings and Ki’-Tilings in Hypergraphs 395
2. K 2-Tilings

Proof of Proposition 1. Let us first prove (2). Given n and m, let V = [n]. Partition
[n] = AU B with |A| = |[(n —m — 1)/4]. Let G consist of all triples intersecting A
plusa K 2 -free 3-graph H on B with

S8(H) > % — Cy/nlogn. (10)

Such a 3-graph H was constructed by Czygrinow and Nagle [3, Proposition 2.3].
Let us briefly recall their construction. We generate a random tournament 7 on B
and let a triple {x, y, z} € (§) withx < y < z in the order induced from [n] belong
to H if of the two pairs {x, y} and {x, z} exactly one is directed toward x in the
tournament 7. It is not hard to see that H is always K j-free. On the other hand, the
codegree of any x, y in H (once, for simplicity, we fix the orientation of {x, y}) has
the binomial distribution with parameters (|B| —2, 1/2). By Chernoff’s bounds, the
probability that |Ny (x, y)| < |B|/2 — Cy/nlogn is at most o(| B|~2). (When there
are two different hypergraphs on a common set of vertices, we may use the subscript
to clarify in which one we take the neighborhood.) So (10) holds almost surely.

Every K j’-subgraph of G must intersect A. Thus, any K f-tiling in G has at
most |A| elements and at least m + 1 vertices remain uncovered. Since all triples
intersecting A belong to G, we have 8,(G) = §,(H) + |A|. By (10), this proves the
required bound (2).

The following construction establishes (3). If r = 4, let ay = 2¢g + 1. Otherwise
(if r = 0), we let ag be either 2¢g + 1 or 2¢ — 1, with both choices giving the same
bound. Partition [n] = AgU A| U Ay U A3 into parts of sizes ag + a; + az + a3 = n,
where a1, a», a3 are nearly equal, that is, |a; —a;| < 1forl <i < j <3.LetG
consist of all triples that satisfy one of the following (mutually exclusive) properties:

— have exactly two vertices in Ag;

— intersect each of Ag, A;, Aj forsome 1 <i < j < 3;

— lie inside A; for some i € [3];

— have two vertices in A; and one vertex in A; for some distinct i, j € [3].

Since Ag spans no edge, no K j-subgraph of G can intersect it in more than 2
vertices. Also, no K 2—subgraph can have exactly one vertex in Ag. Indeed, other-
wise its other three vertices xj, xp, x3 must come from A, A,, Az, one from each
part, which contradicts the fact that such a triple {xy, x2, x3} is not an edge of G
by definition. Thus every K f has an even number of vertices in Ay. So, a perfect
K j’-tiling is impossible because ay = |Ag| is odd. Also, the easy case analysis shows
that

8(G) = ap + a1 + az + a3 — max(ap, a1, a,a3) —2 = 6q +r — 3,

where the 2-codegree of G can be achieved by a pair of vertices connecting some two
of the parts Ay, Ay, Az orlyinginside a largest set among A, A», A3. The inequality
H(n, 0, K3) > 8,(G) + 1 gives (3). O
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Remark 1. Czygrinow and Nagle [3, Conjecture 3.1] conjectured that the 2-codegree
of an arbitrary K 2 -free 3-graph of order n is at most (% + o(1))n. If this conjecture
is false, then our bound (2) can be improved.

Proof of Theorem 1. We prove (4). Our proof is obtained by adopting the proof of
Theorem 2.1 in Fischer [5].

Take an arbitrary 3-graph G = (V, E) of ordern > 15and 2-codegree a = 6,(G)
with

2+ [(n—15)/4] —3
a > .

3 (11)

Recall that K is the complete 3-graph on m vertices. In particular, K g’ denotes
the single 3-edge while Kg’ denotes the 3-graph of order 2 without any edges. For a
family F of 3-graphs, let an F-tiling in G be a collection of vertex-disjoint subgraphs
of G, each isomorphic to a member of F. Define the weight factors to be wy, = 2,
w3 = 6,and wg = 11. Let T be a {K3, K33, Ki}-tiling in G that maximizes the total
weight w(T) = wyly + w3ls + wyly, where [; denotes the number of copies of K? in
T. Since an arbitrary pair of vertices forms a K S-subgraph (and wy > 0), at most
one vertex of V is missed by the tiling 7'.

We claim that the K 3-subgraphs of T cover all but at most 14 vertices of V,
which proves the theorem. Suppose on the contrary that the claim is false.

Let us say that a 3-graph F € T and a vertex x € V \ V(F) make a connection
(denoted by (F,x) € C) if v(F) < 3 and V(F) U {x} spans a complete 3-graph.
Thus, each connection produces another {K3, K 33 K 2 }-tiling when we move x to
V(F). We are going to explore this fact (and the maximality of 7). For example, if
a K?-subgraph F € T withi < 3 makes a connection with some x, then x belongs
toa K ;-subgraph of T with j > i for otherwise we can strictly increase the weight
of T by moving x to F. (Note that wqy + wy — 2wz = 1, w3 — 2wy = 2, and other
possible weight changes are all positive.)

Clearly, each K;—subgraph of F makes at least a = §,(G) connections. Also,
for each K?-subgraph of F there are at least 35,(G) — 3 = 3a — 3 edges that
intersect it in exactly two vertices. Hence, if ¢ is the number of connections made by a
K;-subgraph, then3a —3 <3c+2(n—3—c),1ie

c>3a—-2n+3.

Suppose first that I3 > 4. Let Fy, ..., F4 be some K ;-subgraphs of T. As we have
already observed, all connections created by F;’s belong to K f—subgraphs of T. By
our assumption, 7" has at most | (n — 15)/4] Ki’-subgraphs. Since 4(3a — 2n + 3) >
4|(n — 15)/4], the vertices of some K 2-subgraph F € T make in total at least 5
connections with F1, ..., F4. Consider the bipartite graph B with parts {Fy, ..., F4}
and V (F) whose edge sets consists of those pairs that make a connection. Since B
has at least 5 edges, the Konig-Egervary Theorem (see e.g. [4, Theorem 2.1.1]) or a
direct analysis shows that B has two disjoint edges. This gives us distinct i, j € [4]
and distinctx, y € V(F)suchthat (F;, x), (Fj, y) € C. Bymovingx to F; and y to F;
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(thusreducing F to K23), we increase the total weight of 7 by 2(wg—w3) +(wr —wy4) =
1, which contradicts the maximality of 7.

Thus I3 < 3. Since the number of vertices of G that are not covered by
K;:’-subgraphs of T isat least 15 and at most 1421, +3/3, we conclude thatl, > 3. Let
F1, F», F3besome K;-subgraphs of T. The vertices of no K33-subgraph F € T make
more than 3 connections to Fp, F», F3. Indeed, otherwise (by Konig-Egervary) we
getdistincti, j € [3]and distinctx, y € V(F)suchthat (F;, x), (F;, y) € C. Bymov-
ing x to F; and y to F; (thus eliminating F from T completely), we increase the total
weight of T by 2(w3—w»)—w3 = 2, acontradiction to the maximality of 7'. Likewise,
the vertices of no K 2 -subgraph F € T make more than 8 connections to Fy, F», F3.
Indeed, otherwise (again, by Konig-Egervary) we find distinct xq, xp, x3 € V(F)
such that (F;, x;) € C for every i € [3]. Thus by moving each x; to F;, we create
three new K?—subgraphs, increasing the weight of T by 3(w3 — wy) —wyq = 1, a
contradiction.

Therefore, by estimating from above and below the number of connections cre-
ated by Fi, F», F3, we obtain that 3a < 3/3 + 8l4. Since T has at most [ (n — 15)/4]
Kf-subgraphs and /3 < 3, we have 3/3 + 84 < 9 + 8| (n — 15)/4]. Thus we have

3a <9+ 8[(n—15)/4] < |(n — 15)/4] +2n — 3,

where it is routine to check that the second inequality holds for all n > 15. This
contradicts (11) and proves (4).

Let us turn to (5). Fix large C and then let n be sufficiently large. Given a 3-graph
G on [4n] such that

a=238(G)>ax4n+ Cy/nlogn,

let us form the 4-graph H on [4n], where a 4-set A is an edge of H if and only if
G[A] is isomorphic to Kf.

It is enough to show that H admits a perfect Kf-matching. Take any distinct
x,y € [4n]. Let A be a set of exactly a vertices that form an edge of G with {x, y}.
(Such a set A exists since |Ng(x, y)| > a.) Moreover, the neighborhood N¢(x),
when restricted to (’3) has minimum degree (as a 2-graph) at least 2a — 4n + 1. The
same applies to Ng (y) N (3). Hence, the neighborhood Ny (x, y) in the 4-graph H
has size at least

Loy GazdntDa (“) - 1(4”) + '3 fiogn

A
NG(X)ﬂNG(y)ﬂ(z) > N AR

for some C’ that tends to infinity with C (in fact, we can take C' = (24/10—0(1))C).
Theorem 2 implies that H has a perfect matching, which gives the desired K j -
tiling in G. This finishes the proof of Theorem 1. O

Remark 2. 1t is easy to convert the proof of (4) into a polynomial-time algorithm
that produces a Kf-tiling guaranteed by Theorem 1: just start with an arbitrary

collection of [n/2] vertex-disjoint K 23 -subgraphs and keep updating it (as stipulated
in the proof) until at most 14 vertices remain uncovered by K 2-subgraphs. Since each
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update increases the total weight w(T') at least by 1, the total number of updates is
at most wgn/4 — wan/2] <9n/4+ 1.

The proof of (5) (see Section 4) gives a randomized polynomial time algorithm
that succeeds with high probability.

3. Auxiliary Lemmas

The purpose of this section is to provide a few auxiliary results needed for the proofs
of Theorems 2 and 3. First, we will use a special case of a more general result of
McDiarmid [11, Theorem 1.1] (see also Talagrand [14, Theorem 5.1]).

Lemma 1. Let c, r be positive reals. Let Z : S, — R be a function from permuta-
tions on [n] to non-negative reals such that

— ifo,0’ €8, differ only in two places then |Z(c) — Z(c)| < ¢;
— if Z(0) = s then there is a subset W C [n] of size at most rs such that every o’ € S,
that coincides with o on W satisfies Z(c') > s.

Let o be a permutation from S,,, drawn uniformly at random, and let m be a median
of the random variable Z (o). Then, for each h > 0, the probability of Z(c) <m — h
satisfies the following inequality:

h2
Pr{Z(a)fm—h}fZexp(— )

16rcim
O
The above lemma allows us to deduce the following corollary rather easily.
Corollary 1. Let G be an arbitrary subgraph of K, , and let h satisfy
h > 4npy, (12)

where we set py = 4exp(—h>/(256n)). Let M be a perfect matching of K, chosen
uniformly at random. Then

PrH|MmE(G)|—@

. h] < 1. (13)

Proof. Let {x1,...,x,} and {y1, ..., yn} be the parts of K, ,. We generate M by
taking a random permutation o € S,, and letting

M = {{xi,ya(l-)}:i S [n]}.

Let Z(o) = IMNE(G)| and let m be a median of Z (o). Clearly, the assumptions
of Lemma 1 are satisfied with ¢ = 2 and r = 1. In view of m < n, we have
Pr{Z(c) < m — h/2} < py/2. The random variable Z'(c) = n — Z(o) counts
M N E(G)| so it also satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 1 with ¢ = 2 and r = 1.
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By applying Lemma 1 to Z’(o) (with respect to a median m’ = n — m) we obtain
that

1
Pr{Z' (c) <m' —h/2} =Pr{Z(c) > m+ h/2} < 5 Po-
Thus the probability that Z(o) ¢ I is at most pg, where
I ={xeR:|x—m| <h/2}.

We claim that the expectation

e(G)

n=E(Z(0)) =

lies in /. Suppose on the contrary that this is not true, say u > m + h/2. Consider
the expectation of X = u — Z(o), which is of course 0. Those o with Z(o) < m
contribute at least (1/2) x (h/2) to E(X). The contribution from o withm < Z(c) <
m + h/2 is non-negative. The remaining o contribute at least —pon. However, this

contradicts the assumption (12) and the fact that E(X) = 0.
It follows from w € I thatif |Z(c) — u| > hthen Z(o) ¢ I. As we have already
demonstrated, the latter event has probability at most py. The corollary is proved.
O

Remark 3. Kithn and Osthus [9, Lemma 8] proved a result analogous to Corollary 1
but their proof (based on Brégman’s theorem [2] on permanents) crucially relies
on the assumption that the minimum degree of G on one side is larger than n/2.
Also, another result of Kithn and Osthus[10, Theorem 1.1] implies a weaker version
of (13) (namely, that for any positive constant ¢ there is ¢ = £(¢) > 0 such that (13)
holds when n > ny(c) h = cn, and py = e~ *"). Since our proof is short and gives
better error terms (namely, = O(y/nlogn) in our applications), we included it
here.

Also, we will make use of the following result [9, Proposition 13] proved by the
standard probabilistic tools.

Proposition 2. For each integer k > 2 there exists an integer nq such that the following
holds. Suppose n > ng and that H is a k-uniform hypergraph with kn vertices. Then

there exists a partition Vy, . .., Vi of ' V(H) into sets of size n such that for every i € [k]
and every distinct x1, . .., xx—1 € V(H) we have
Ny, ..., xp—
NG e (Vi — VO - =DV _ o JuTogn,
O

Let the symbol K denote the (generic) complete hypergraphandlet K[V, ..., Vi]
consist of all k-sets A such that |A N V;| = 1 foreachi e [k].
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Corollary 2. For any k > 2 there exists ng such that the following holds. Suppose
n > ng and that H is a k-uniform hypergraph with kn vertices. Then there exists a

partition Vy, ..., Vi of V(H) into sets of size n such that for every | € [k — 1], every
l-set X C V(H), and any distinct iy, ..., i, € [k] we have
km
— NGO N K[V oo, Vi | = INCOI | < 4" =112 flogn, (14)
m!

where m = k — [.

Proof. Let n be sufficiently large so that Proposition 2 applies. Given H = (V, E),
take the partition V(H) = V| U--- U V; given by Proposition 2. Let us show that it
has the required properties. Let/ € [k — 1]. Take any [-set X C V. Let U; = V; \ X
and U = V\ X. Let F = (U, N(X)) be the m-graph on U having N (X) for the edge
set. Proposition 2 implies that for any (m — 1)-set Y C U and i, j € [k]

—A<INF(Y)NUi| = INF(Y)NU;| < A, (15)

where A = 4k./nlogn.

Let the distribution of a set A C U be the vector
d(A) =(|ANUy|,...,.|ANU).

Let D consist of all k-vectors of non-negative integers with sum m. The weight of a
vectord = (dy,...,dy) € Dis

m!
di! X oo xd ! x kM

w(d) =

This is exactly the limit of the probability that a random m-set has the distribution
d, when the part sizes are equal and tend to infinity. In particular,

> w@ =1. (16)

deD

Ford € D, let F4 consist of the m-sets in E (F) whose distribution is d.
Suppose thatd = (dy, ...,dy)andd = (d{, ...,d}),d,d" € D,areat {;-distance
2 (thatis, X\, |d; — d| = 2). Leti, j € [k] satisfy d; = d/+ 1 and d; = d}; — 1. Let

Y|) with distribution

us sum (15) overall sets ¥ € (,~,

(min(d, d{), ..., min(dy, d,i)) =(y,....di—1,di — 1, diy1,...,dy).

Since there are at most n”~! choices of ¥, we obtain —An"~! < ¢;|F4| — d} |FY| <
An™~1. This implies that

|Fd] |FY

k™ T15 ) min(dy!, d!) _
wd)  wd) -

m!

m—1

km
an™ 1 x —. (a7
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Now, every two distributions from D are at £;-distance at most 2m apart. It
follows from (17) (and the Triangle Inequality) that for arbitrary d, d’ € D we have

Fi |FY
L L (18)
wd)  w(d)
Given distinct iy, ..., i, € [k] as the input to the corollary, define the distribution
d e Dbyd;, =---=d;,, =1 withall other d;’s being 0. Now, (16) and (18) imply
that
Fl=> |FY| < ILaSEpI > w@) = L
~“\w@) w(d)
d'eD d'eD
This proves one direction in (14). The other direction is proved analogously. |

4. Perfect Matchings in k-Partite k-Graphs

Proof of Theorem 3. At the first reading, the reader may find it useful to run the
proof in the special case k = 3 and L = {1, 2}, which illustrates the main idea well.

Assume without loss of generality that L = [/]. We will inductively produce
K Zz-matchings My, ..., M;_1 where M; is a perfect matching in the bipartite graph
K[V;, Viz1]. We need to introduce some notation first.

Given i € [l — 1] and My, ..., M;, let T; be the perfect Kii—matching in
K[Vy, ..., V;] obtained by ‘gluing’ the edges of My, ..., M;_ together. Formally,
T is the perfect K ll-matching of Vi, which consists of singletons while, fori > 2,

T ={{x1,....x;}:Vjeli—11{xj,xjs1} € M; }.

Also, foraset X € K[Viy2,..., Vil, let Fx € K[V;, V;+1] consist of those pairs
{xi, x;11} with x; € V; and x; 11 € V;y1 such that D U {x; 11} U X € E(H), where D
is the element of the perfect K l’ -matching 7; that contains x;.

We require that the following Property P; holds for every i € [[ — 1]:

F
|Ml-ﬁFX|—M <A, forevery X € K[Viq2,..., Vil, (19)
n

where A is defined by (8).

If I = 1, then we just define T; to be the perfect K ll—matching of V| and there is
nothing else to do.

Suppose that/ > 2, i € [/ — 1], and we have already constructed My, ..., M;_
(and thus we also have the matching 7;). Let M; be a random perfect matching of
K[V;, Vix1]. For any fixed X € K[V;y, ..., Vi], the probability that (19) is false is

at most
22 X
=4 —_— )= - 2
Po exp 756n o(n™"), (20)
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by Corollary 1 applied to Fy with A = . (Note that (12) is satisfied by (8) and (20).)
Since there are nf =1 < n* choices of X, the union bound implies that with prob-
ability 1 — o(1) M; satisfies Property P;. Fix any such M; and, ifi <[ — 1, repeat
the argument for i + 1.

Thus the required matchings My, ..., M;_; exist.

Now, let us prove that foranyi € [/ — 1] and any X € K[V;.,, ..., V], we have
IN(X)|
|N(X)0Tz+l|—n— <iA. (21)

We prove this by induction on i, the case i = | being exactly Property P;. Suppose
that2 <i <1 —1and that (21) holds fori — 1. Let X € K[V;;2, ..., Vi]. We have,
by Property P; and the induction assumption, that

INX)N Tl = |Fx N M;| = l+ IFXI

1
=;L+; Z IN(X U {x}) N Tl

xeVip
1 N(X U N (X
<it- > (—' ( .I{X})|+(z‘—1)x) a4 WL
n nt nt
x€Viq

This proves one direction of (21). The other direction is proved in the same way.
Hence, (21) holds for all i € [/ — 1].

We will need only the case i = [ — 1 of (21) which implies that for every X €
K[Vi41, ..., Vi] we have

IN(X)NTi| =

—(—=Dx

0 SRUVALISTE Y (22)
n

Similarly, we build matchings from the other end. Namely, inductively for j =
k,k—1,...,1 + 2 we consider a random matching M}. C K[V;_1, V;] and take

a ‘typical’ one. Similarly to above, we show that there is a K ,f:ll -matching 7/, <

K[Vi41, ..., Vi]suchthatany/-setY € K[V, ..., V;]forms an H-edge with at least
81 (H
%—(k—l—l))\ (23)
iy

edgesof T;_,.

Finally, we consider the bipartite graph B with parts Uy = T; and U = T,
where we connect X € Ty to Y € T/_, ifand only if X UY € E(H). By (22), (23),
and our assumption (9) we have

H o (H
8(1y(B) + 82 (B) > M() — (- D+ i(l 1 (k—1—1A>n,
where e.g. §;1;(B) is the smallest B-degree of a vertex from Uj. Let us check that the
bipartite graph B satisfies Hall’s condition. Let X be an arbitrary non-empty subset
of Uy and let I'(X) consist of all vertices in U, that send at least one edge to X. If

|X| < 8;1j(B), then |['(X)| > 8;1,(B) > |X]|, as desired. Otherwise, every x € U is
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connected to X (since |U; \ X| < n — §13(B) < 8pp3(B)) and [I'(X)| = n > |X|.
Thus, by Hall’s Marriage Theorem, B contains a perfect matching which, in turn,
gives a perfect K ,’(‘ -matching in H, proving Theorem 3. O

Proof of Theorem 2. We have already established the lower bound in (6). Also,
by (7), it suffices to prove the upper bound in (6) for [ = [k/2] only. Given k > 3,
let ! = [k/2] and let C = C (k) be sufficiently large. Let n be arbitrary and let G be
a k-graph on kn vertices with

1/ k
81(G) > E(k ”l) + Cn* =172 Jlogn. (24)
(Since C (k) is large, n is also forced to be large with respect to k.)

Apply Corollary 2 to G obtaining a balanced k-partite k-graph H with partition
V(H)y=ViU---UV,. Let L =[l]and m = k — [. By (14) and (24), we have

| k—1
51.(H) > ]Z"—m (5,(0) - 4k’"+lnm_l/2~/logn) > "T + ka1

where A is defined by (8). Likewise, 8z (H) > n' /2 + kan'~1. Hence, the assump-
tions of Theorem 3 are satisfied, which implies that H has a perfect K ,f -matching.

This gives the required K ,’(‘-matching inG2H. O

5. Concluding Remarks

Many problems remain open. One is to close the gaps in our bounds on (almost)
perfect K 2 -tilings.

It is possible that there is an ‘Q(n)-jump’ in tr(n, m, Kf) when m goes from 0
to 14 or that the ratio 1, (n, 3, K j) /n tends to different limits as n — oo, depending
on the residue of n modulo 4. Such phenomena do occur for #._(n, m, K ,f) with
k > 3, see [9,12,13]. Unfortunately, our bounds are not strong enough to show or
refute this.

An interesting open problem on perfect matchings is to determine the exact value
of t;(kn, 0, K,’c‘) fork/2 <1 < k—2and all large n. Also, it is not clear what happens
for the remaining values of /. Unfortunately, our method breaks down when! < k/2.
The simplest open case is #{(3n, 0, K 33 ). The author conjectured in the first version
of the paper that #;(3n, 0, K3) = (% +o(1)) (32") This was disproved by Han, Person,
and Schacht [7] who showed that 71 (3n, 0, K3) = (g + 0(1))(32”). The lower bound
is demonstrated by the following simple construction: partition [3n] = A U B with
|A| = n — 1 and take all triples that intersect A (see also Aharoni, Georgakopoulos,
and Spriissel [1, Section 3] where a 3-partite version of this construction appears).

Hopefully, this paper (and the open problems stated here) will generate more
interest and work in this difficult but fascinating area.

Note added in proof: After this paper was written, the author learned that Peter
Keevash and Benny Sudakov had observed that #,(n, 0, K 2) > (5/8 —o(1))n several
years ago, and Peter Keevash and Yi Zhao also proved (unpublished) that 2n/3—1 <

t(n, 0, Kj’) < (24“%@ + o(1))n, where n is a large integer divisible by 4.
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