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Turan problem are leaves in T. Kalai’s Conjecture was proved (Frankl and Fiiredi, 1987) for tight r-trees
Extremal hypergraph theory that have a trunk of size one. In a previous paper (Fiiredi et al., 2019) we proved an
Hypergraph trees asymptotic version for all tight r-trees that have a trunk of bounded size. In this paper

we continue that work to establish the exact form of Kalai's Conjecture for all tight
3-trees of at least 8 edges that have a trunk of size two.
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1. Introduction. Trees, trunks, and Kalai’s conjecture

For an r-uniform hypergraph (r-graph, for short) H, the Turdn number ex,(n, H) is the largest m such that there exists
an n-vertex r-graph G with m edges that does not contain H. Estimating ex,(n, H) is a difficult problem even for r-graphs
with a simple structure. Here we consider Turan-type problems for so called tight r-trees. A tight r-tree (r > 2) is an
r-graph whose edges can be ordered so that each edge e apart from the first one contains a vertex v, that does not
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belong to any preceding edge but the set e — v, is contained in some preceding edge. Such an ordering is called a proper
ordering of the edges. A usual graph tree is a tight 2-tree.

A vertex v in a tight r-tree T is a leaf if it has degree one in T. A trunk T’ of a tight r-tree T is a tight subtree of T such
that in some proper ordering of the edges of T the edges of T’ are listed first and vertices in V(T)\ V(T’) are leaves in T.
Hence, each e € E(T) \ E(T’) contains an (r — 1)-subset of some e’ € E(T’) and a leaf in T (that lies outside V(T’)). In the
case of r = 2 each e € E(T)\ E(T’) is a pendant edge. Every tight tree T with at least two edges has a trunk (for example,
T minus the last edge in a proper ordering is a trunk). Let ¢(T) denote the minimum size of a trunk of T. We write e(H)
for the number of edges in H.

In this paper we consider the following classical conjecture.

Conjecture 1.1 (Kalai 1984, see in [1,3]). Let T be a tight r-tree with t edges. Then

t—1 n
ex;(n,T) < .
r r—1

The coefficient (t — 1)/r in this conjecture, if it is true, is optimal as one can see using constructions obtained from
partial Steiner systems due to R&dl [4]. The conjecture turns out to be difficult even for very special cases of tight trees,
in fact for r = 2 it is the famous Erdés-Sés conjecture. The following partial result on Kalai's conjecture was proved in
1987.

Theorem 1.2 ([1]). Let T be a tight r-tree with t edges and c¢(T) = 1. Suppose that G is an n-vertex r-graph with
e(G) > =1(.",). Then G contains a copy of T.

r \r—1

A more detailed introduction and more references, the reader can find in our previous paper [2]. In that paper we also
showed that Conjecture 1.1 holds asymptotically for tight r-trees with a trunk of a bounded size. Our result is as follows.
Define a(r,¢) == (r" + 1— 1)c — 1).

Theorem 1.3 ([2]). Let T be a tight r-tree with t edges and c(T) < c. Then

ex;(n,T) < (g +a(r,c))< " )
r r—1

The goal of this paper is to prove the conjecture in exact form for infinitely many 3-trees.

Theorem 1.4. Let T be a tight 3-tree with t edges and c(T) < 2. If t > 8 then

ex(nT)<t_1n
A=)

Besides ideas and observations from [2], discharging is quite helpful here.
2. Notation and preliminaries. Shadows and default weights

In this section, we introduce some notation and list a couple of simple observations from [2]. For the sake of
self-containment, we present their simple proofs as well.

The shadow of an r-graph G is 9(G):={S:|S|=r—1, and S C e for some e € e(G)}.

The link of a set D C V(G) in an r-graph G is defined as Lg(D) :={e\ D:e € E(G),D C e}.

The degree of D, dg(D), is the number of the edges of G containing D. If G is an r-graph and |D| = r — 1, the elements of
Lg(D) are vertices. In this case, we also use Ng(D) to denote Lg(D). Many times we drop the subscript G. For 1 <p <r—1,
the minimum p-degree of G is

8p(G) :=min{d¢(D) : ID| =p, and D C e for some e € E(G)}.
For an r-graph G and D € 9(G), let w(D) := :D). For each e € E(G), let

FEO)
w(e) = Z w(D) = Z dczD)'

De(,2q) De(;%4)

We call w the default weight function on E(G) and 9(G). Frankl and Fiiredi [1] (and later some others) used the following
simple property of this function.

Proposition 2.1. Let G be an r-graph. Let w be the default weight function on E(G) and 9(G). Then
> w(e) = 13(G)!.

ecE(G)
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Proof. By definition,

IRCED I DIFE T ED 3 IS

ecE(G) ecE(G) De( 1) Ded(G) \ e<E(G),Dce

=) 1=03(C). O

Ded(G)

c(
The following proposition is folklore.

Proposition 2.2. Let q be a nonnegative real number and G be an r-graph with e(G) > q|d(G)|. Then G contains a
subhypergraph G’ with §,_1(G') > |q] + 1.

Proof. Starting from G, if there exists D € 3(G) of degree at most |q] in the current r-graph, we remove the edges of this
r-graph containing D. Let G’ be the final r-graph. Since we have deleted at most q|3(G)| < e(G) edges, G’ is nonempty. By
the stopping rule, §,_(G') > |q] + 1. O

In the calculations below we will frequently use the following observation.
If d is an integer, « is a real number with d > o thend — 2 > |a] — 1.

3. The case of high degree central edge

We prove Theorem 1.4 in two major steps in this and the next section. In both cases the idea behind the proof is to
find in the host 3-graph G a special pair of edges {e, f} with good properties where we plan to map the trunk of size 2
of T.

We use two different weight arguments together with discharging to find such special pairs in the next lemma and in
Lemma 4.1. It is natural to have a two part proof because in one case we need to start with a pair of triplese, f, [e N f| =2
with high codegree (deg(e Nf) is ‘high’) and in the other case, in Section 4, we need a pair e, f with a moderate codegree
but high ‘leaf’ degrees.

Given edges e = abc and f = adc in a 3-graph G sharing pair ac, for a pair {x, y} C {a, b, c, d}, let def(x y) denote the
number of z € V(G) \ {a, b, c, d} such that xyz € G. By definition

/e,f(x, y)>dx,y)—2 for every{x,y} C {a, b, c, d}. (1

Lemma 3.1. Let m > 4 be a positive integer and let G be a 3-graph satisfying e(G) > %|8(G)| and 8,(G) > % Let w be the
default weight function on E(G) and 9(G). Then there exist edges e = abc and f = adc in G satisfying

(a) w(e) < H and w(ac) < E'
b) min{d, ;(a, b), d, (c, b)} = [ § ],
ax{d, ;(a, b) d’ (c b} > |2, and

(
(c Jd,
(d) either w(f) <= + or max{d;,f(a, d), d;,f(c, d}>m-—1

)

) m
) m
) d(ac)

Proof. For convenience, let wg = % By Proposition 2.1, )", w(e) = |3(G)|. So,

a(G)| 1

ecG

Hence the average weight of an edge in G is less than wy. We call an edge e € E(G) light if w(e) < wy and heavy otherwise.
A pair {x, y} of vertices in G is good, if d(xy) > m + 1.

To find the desired pair of edges e, f we first do some marking of edges. For every light edge e, fix an ordering, say
a, b, c, of its vertices so that d(ab) < d(bc) < d(ac). We call ab, bc, ac the low, medium, high sides of e, and might denote
them by Si, S, and 53, respectively

Since e is light, w(e) = >"1;-5(1/d(S)) = za5 + @ T+ qug < Wo = - It follows that

d(ac) > m, d(bc) > 27'" d(ab) > g 3)

In particular, ac is good. We define markings involving e based on three cases.

Case M1: d(ab) > |m/3] 4+ 2 and d(bc) > |2m/3] + 2. In this case, we let e mark every edge containing ac apart from
itself.

Case M2: d(ab) < |m/3] + 1. By (3), d(ab) = |[m/3] + 1. We let e mark all the edges acx # e containing ac such that
abx is not an edge in G.

Case M3: d(bc) < |2m/3] + 1. By (3), d(bc) = |2m/3] + 1. Let e mark all the edges acx # e containing ac such that
bcx is not an edge in G.
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If m > 4 and both M2 and M3 hold, then
3 1 1 1 1
m Im/3]+1  [2m/3]+1 d(S1) d(S2)
a contradiction. Thus for m > 4 each light edge abc satisfies exactly one of M1, M2 and M3.

We perform the above marking procedure for each light edge e. Suppose e marked p = p(e) edges. In each of Cases
M1, M2, M3, e marks at least one edge. Indeed, in case M1 we have p(e) = d(ab) — 1 > m; in case M2 we have
p(e) > d(ac)—d(ab) > (m+1)—([m/3]+1) > 0; and in case M3 we have p(e) > d(ac)—d(bc) > (m+1)—(|2m/3]+1) > 0.
Sop > 0.

< w(e),

Claim 1. If e is a light edge and f is an edge marked by e then (a)-(c) hold. Further, if f is light, then the lemma holds for (e, f).

Proof of Claim 1. Suppose e = abc, where a, b, ¢ are ordered as described earlier and suppose f = acd. Then (a) holds by e
being light and by (3). Also (b) holds, since either d(ab) > |[m/3]+2 or d(ab) = |m/3]+1 and d/e,f(a, b) = d(ab)—1 (because
abd ¢ G by M2). Similarly, (c) holds, since either d(bc) > [2m/3] + 2 or d(bc) = |2m/3] + 1 and dg,f(b, c)=d(bc) — 1
(because bcd ¢ G by M3). Now, if f is also a light edge then (d) holds since w(f) < % O

By Claim 1, we may henceforth assume that every marked edge is heavy. We will now use a discharging procedure to
find our pair (e, f). Let the initial charge ch(e) of every edge e in G equal to w(e). Then ) ,_. ch(e) = >, w(e) = [3(G)|.
We will redistribute charges among the edges of G so that the total sum of charges does not change and the resulting
charge of each heavy edge remains at least wy.

The discharging rule is as follows. Suppose a heavy edge f was marked by exactly g = q(f) light edges. If ¢ = 0, then
let the new charge ch*(f) equal ch(f). Otherwise, let f transfer to each light edge e that marks it a charge of (ch(f)— wo)/q
so that ch*(f) = wg. The total charge does not change in this discharging process. Hence, by (2), there is an edge e with
ch*(e) < wg. By our discharging rule, e must be a light edge.

Among all the p edges e marked, let f be one that gave the least charge to e. By definition, f gave e a charge of at most
(ch*(e) — ch(e))/p < (wo — ch(e))/p. We claim that the pair (e, f) satisfies the lemma. Suppose e = abc, where a, b, c are
ordered as before, and suppose f = acd. By Claim 1, (a), (b), and (c) hold. It remains to prove (d). If all three pairs in f are
good, then w(f) < % contradicting f being heavy. So, at most two of the pairs in f are good. By our earlier discussion,
ac is good. If one of ad and cd is also good, then the second part of (d) holds. So we may assume that ac is the only good
pair in f. Let g be the number of the light edges that marked f. By the marking process, a light edge only marks edges
containing its high side and the high side is a good pair. Since ac is the only good pair in f, each of the q light edges that
marked f contains ac and has ac as its high side.

First, suppose that Case M1 was applied to e. Then all the edges containing ac other than e were marked, which by
our assumption must be heavy. In particular, this implies that ¢ = 1. By our rule, f gave e a charge of ch(f) — wp. By
our choice of f, each of the p(e) = d(ac) — 1 (> m) edges of G containing ac (other than e) gave e a charge of at least
ch(f) — wo. Hence, wy > ch*(e) > ch(e) + p(ch(f) — wyp), so

q(f) x (wo — w(e)) > p(e) x (w(f) — wo). (4)
Using q(f) = 1, p(e) = d(ac) — 1 > 1, wg = 3/m, we get

q(f) 1 3 1

ITe)(wo —w(e)) < da) -1 m < dac)

from which the first part of (d) follows.

Note that (4) holds in cases M2 and M3, too.

Suppose that Case M2 was applied to e. Then d(ab) = |[m/3] + 1. If ¢ > [m/3] + 1, then one of light edges containing
ac, say acx, satisfies that abx ¢ G. By M2, e marked acx, contradicting our assumption that no light edge was marked. So
g < |m/3] + 1. We obtain

p(e) - d(ac) — d(ab) d(ab)  3(lm/3]+1)—m  d(ab)

=1 >

dlac) = dlac)  d(ac) m d(ac)

3 1 1
= d(ab) (E " dab) m) > d(ab) (wo — w(e)) = q(f) (wo — w(e)) .

This and (4) imply the first part of (d).
Similarly if Case M3 was applied to e then g < [2m/3] 4+ 1 = d(bc). We obtain
p(e) - d(ac) —d(bc) d(bc) _ 3(12m/3] +1)—2m  d(bc)

1- >

d(ac) ~ d(ac) a d(ac) m d(ac)

3 2 1
= d(bc) (E = dbo) d(ac)) > d(bc) (wo — w(e)) = q(f) (wo — w(e)) .

This and (4) imply the first part of (d). O
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Our next aim is to state a Proposition about how one can find a tight tree T in a 3-graph G considering only the degrees
of the pairs in d,(G). We will do it by defining an embedding of T into G. An embedding of an r-graph H into an r-graph
G is an injection ¢ : V(H) — V(G) such that for each e € E(H), ¢(e) € E(G).

Consider a tight 3-tree T of size t = m 4 1 with a trunk {eq, e,}. Suppose e; = xyu and e, = xyv so that e; Ne; = xy.
By our assumption, each edge in E(T) \ {eq, e;} contains a pair in e; or e, and a vertex outside e; U e,. For each pair A
contained in e; or ey, let N;(A) = Nr(A) \ {x,y, u, v} and u(A) = [Nz(A)|. Then u(xy) = dr(xy) — 2, and p(A) = dr(A) —
for each A € {xu, xv, yu, yv}. By definition,

w(xy) + pxu) + p(xv) + pyu) + uyv) =t —2=m—1. 5)

Suppose that G is a 3-graph, e, f € E(G), e = acb and f = acd, so that e N f = ac. For each pair B contained in e or f,
let N¢(B) = Ng(B) \ {a, b, ¢, d} and dg(B) = [N;(B)I. (In fact, d;,(B) is the same as d, ((B) but here we want to distinguish
the two hypergraphs we consider).

Proposition 3.1. Suppose there is a permutation Ay, . . ., As of the five pairs contained in xyu or xyv, and another permutation
B4, ..., Bs of the five pairs contained in abc or abd, and a bijection ¢ : {x,y, u, v} — {a, b, c, d} such that ¢(A;) = ¢(By) for
each 1 < ¢ <5, ¢({x,y}) = {a, c}, and

D A < dg(B) for 1< <5. (6)

1<i<¢t

Then ¢ can be extended to an embedding of T into G.

Proof of Proposition 3.1. We can embed T into G as follows. Note that ¢ maps e; and e, to {e, f}. Then we map N;.(A;)
into N((B;) followed by N;(A;) into N¢(B,) \ ¢(N7(A1)). The five inequalities of (6) ensure that we can map Nj;(A;) into
NG(Be) \ ¢(Np(A1)U -+ - UNp(Ap—1)). O

The next lemma proves a special case of Theorem 1.4.

Lemma 3.2. Let T be a tight 3-tree with t > 5 edges. Suppose T has a trunk {e1, e} of size 2 such that dr(e1Ney) > L%J +2.
Let G be an n-vertex 3-graph that does not contain T. Then e(G) < %|a(c)|.

Proof of Lemma 3.2. For convenience, let m =t — 1. Let G be a 3-graph with e(G) > % |0(G)|. Then G contains a subgraph
G’ such that e(G') > $|3(G')| and 8,(G') > %. For convenience, we assume G itself satisfies these two conditions. Let w
be the default weight function on E(G) and 9(G). Then G satisfies the conditions of Lemma 3.1. Let the edges e = abc and
f = adc satisfy the claim of that lemma, where a, b, c are ordered as in Lemma 3.1. In particular, by (a), e is light and ac
is good, i.e., d(ac) > m + 1. By our assumptions, d(ab) < d(bc). By parts (b) and (c),

2m

d;;(a, b) > LgJ and d,(c,b) = {3J o

We rename pairs {a, d} and {c, d} as Dy and D; so that d; ((D1) = min{d, ((a, d), d, ((c, d)} and d, (D) = max{d, ;(a, d),
d, ;(c, d)}. We claim that in these terms, ' '

dy = d, (1) > gJ” and d} = d, (D;) > L%’”J—l. ®8)

By (1) and the fact that 8,(G) > 7, d},d; > [ 5] — 1. We will use part (d) of Lemma 3.1 to show the lower bound for d.
If the second part of (d) holds, then d, > m — 1 and we are done. So suppose the first part of Lemma 3.1(d) holds instead,
ie, (1/d(Dy)) + 1/(d(D;)) < 3/m. Then max{d(D,), d(D;)} > 2m/3 implies max{d,, d,} > L%’" — 1. Note that in (8) we
cannot have equalities in both lower bounds simultaneously, because that one leads to the contradiction

1 1 1 3

a1 ms et =Y T dw S

By our assumption, T has a trunk {eq, e;} with dr(e; ﬂez) L%J +2. Suppose e; = xyu and e; = xyv so that e;Ne; = xy.
Recall that for each pair B contained in e; or e;, Ni(B) = Nr(B) \ {x, ¥, u, v} and u(B) = |N;(B)|. Then u(xy) = dr(xy) — 2,
and u(B) = dr(B) — 1 for each B € {xu, xv, yu, yv}. Since u(xy) = dr(xy) — 2 > L | > % — 1, Eq. (5) implies

2m

plxu) + p(xv) + plyu) + ulyv) < 3 9

We consider four cases, and in each case we find an embedding of T into G using Proposition 3.1. We take A5 = xy (so
Bs = ac) so the case £ = 5 always holds in condition (6) by dg(ac) > m + 1.
Case 1.1. d, (D,) > | %" | and D, = cd. By symmetry we may assume that z(yu) + u(yv) > u(xu) + p(xv) and that

(xu) > p(xv). Then by (9), pu(xv) + u(xu) < | 3 |, and p(xv) < | 2| < | 5| -1
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We embed T into G by mapping x,y, u, v to a, c ,b d, respectively, and define Ay, = xv (By = ad = D;), A, = xu
(B = ab), {As, A4} = {yv, yu} ({Bs, B4} = {cd, bc}). Then the first parts of (8) and (7) imply that condition (6) holds for
€ = 1,2 and the second part of (7), (i.e., d, ;(c, b) > | %]) and our constraint in this case (d, ;(c, d) > | % |) imply that (6)
holds for ¢ = 3, 4, too.

Case 1.2. d, (D,) = | 4| and D, = ad. By symmetry we may assume that u(yu) 4+ pu(xv) > p(xu) + u(yv) and that
p(xu) > u(yv). Then by (9), u(xu) + pu(yv) < | 2], and u(yv) < | 2| < [2]| - 1.

We embed T into G by mapping x,y,u,v to a,c, b, d, respectlvely, and define Ay = yv (By = ¢d = D), Ay = xu
(B; = ab), {As, As} = {xv, yu} ({Bs, B4} = {ad, bc}). Then we have the same upper bounds for }_,_;_, u(A;) and the same
lower bounds for d’'(B,) as in Case 1.1 so (6) holds for each £.

From now on, we may suppose that d, (D,) < | 4| — 1. Then the inequality (8) and the note after it imply that
dq ( Lsz —land d} :=d,;(D1) > L%J

Case 2.1.d,;(D,) = | 5| and D; = ad. By symmetry we may assume that u(yu) + pu(yv) > u(xu) + u(xv) and that
p(yu) = p(yv). Then by (9) u(xv) + p(xu) < | 2 |, and pu(yu) > 1 s0 pu(xv) + p(xu) + pyv) < | 2| - 1.

We embed T into G by mapping x, y, u, v to a, c, b, d, respectively, and define {A, Ay} = {xv, xu} ({B1, By} = {ad, ab})
A3 = yv (B3 = cd = D,), and Ay, = yu (B4 = bc). Then the first part of (7) and our constraint in this case
(d,(ad) = | % |) imply that condition (6) holds for £ = 1, 2. The condition d, ;(D;) = | #"| — 1 and the second part
of (7), (ie., d, flc,b) > L ™ |) imply that (6) holds for ¢ = 3, 4, too.

Case 2.2. def(Dl > L J and D; = cd. By symmetry we may assume that u(yu) + ;L(xv) > u(xu) + u(yv) and that

p(yu) > pu(xv). Then by (9), a(xu) + p(yv) < |2 ], and pulyu) > 150 pufar) + p(yv) + p(xv) < | 28] = 1.

We embed T into G by mapping x, y, u, v to a, ¢, b, d, respectively, and define {A{, A,} = {xu, yv} ({B1, Bo} = {ab, cd})
A3 = xv (B3 = ad), and A4 = yu (B4 = bc). Then we have the same upper bounds for ZKK (A;) and the same lower
bounds for d’'(B,) as in Case 2.1 so (6) holds for each £. This completes the proof of Lemma 3.2. O

4. Proof of Theorem 1.4

We prove a shadow version of Theorem 1.4, which immediately implies Theorem 1.4.

Theorem 1.4'. Let t > 8 be an integer. Let T be a tight 3-tree with t edges and c(T) < 2. If G is an r-graph that does not
contain T, then e(G) < 51[3(G)|.

For an edge e, we denote by dnin(e) the minimum codegree over all three pairs of vertices in e.

Lemma 4.1. Let G be a 3-graph satisfying e(G) > y|3(G)|. Let w be the default weight function on E(G) and 9(G). Then there
exists a pair of edges e, f with |e N f| = 2 such that

1
1. w(e) < ;,

2. |€ ﬂf| = dmin(e),
3

3. w(f) < §+ (5 — w(e))

dmin(e)—1

Proof of Lemma 4.1. For convenience, let wy = 1. As in the proof of Lemma 3.1, call an edge e with w(e) < wy light and
an edge e with w(e) > wq heavy. As before, the average of w(e) over all e is |3(G)|/e(G) < wy. For each light edge e, let
us mark a pair of vertices in it of codegree dp;,(e). If e is a light edge with a marked pair xy and f is another light edge
containing xy, then our statements already hold. So we assume that no marked pair of any light edge lies in another light
edge. Let us initially assign a charge of w(e) to each edge e in G. Then the average charge of an edge in G is less than wy.
We now apply the following discharging rule. For each heavy edge f, transfer %(w(f ) — wp) of the charge to each light
edge e whose marked pair is contained in f. Note that for each f there are at most 3 such e. In particular, a heavy edge f
still has charge at least wy after the discharging.

Since discharging does not change the total charge, there exists some edge e with charge less than wg. By the previous
sentence, e is a light edge in G. Let xy be its marked pair. There are dpin(e) — 1 other edges containing it, each of which is
heavy. Each such edge f has given a charge of 1 3(w(f) — wo) to wy. For e to still have a charge less than wy, one of these

edges f satisfies —(w(f) wo) < 2 (Z;(e)l Hence w(f) < % + = (39)71(% —w(e)). O

To make the application of Lemma 4.1 smoother we collect all calculations in one statement.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that Ry, Ry, d, m are integers, R, > Ry > 2, and d > 2 satisfying

1 N 1 + 3 L3 3 3 1 (10)
R4 Ry d m d—1 d ’
If m > 7 then

2m

R, > L3J +1, max{d,Ry) > gJ 1. (11)
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Moreover,
1+l+1<i+i(i_l_l>, (12)
RR m d m d-—-1\m m d

m>7,and d < m imply
Ry > Lsz +1. (13)

3

Finally,
1+1+1<i+i<i_l_l), (14)
R RR d m d-—-1\m m d

m > 7, and d < m imply
Ry > L%mJ +1. (15)

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Standard algebra and calculus. To prove the first part of (11) define

3 /3 1\ 1 9d-2m—md
hd)=— (> - =) o=
(@ d—1<m d) d m(d? — d)

where we consider d to be a real variable, d > 1. Then (10) is equivalent to

! + ! > + h(d)

—+ — < = .

R, Ry m
This and R, > R; > 0 imply 2/R, < (3/m) + h(d). For m > 9 and d > 1 we have h(d) < 0, so we get 2/R, < 3/m,
i.e., R, > 2m/3, as required. In the case of m = 8 we have h(d) < 1/40 for all d > 1 (it is equivalent to 0 < d* — 6d + 80)
so we get 2/R, < (3/8) 4+ (1/40) = 2/5, as required. In the case of m = 7 we can prove that h(d) < 1/14 for all d > 1 (it
is equivalent to 0 < d> — 5d + 28) so we get 2/R, < (3/4) 4+ (1/14) = 2/4 and we are done.

To prove the second part of (11) we calculate the derivative of h(d)

0 _ (m—9)d® +(4d — 2)m
9a" D= m(d? — dy?

For m > 9 this is obviously positive for all d > 1. In the case m = 8 and 1 < d < 8 both the numerator (—d? 4+ 32d — 16)
and the denominator are positive. Similarly, for the case m = 7 and 1 < d < 7 we get that the numerator (—2d*+28d—14)
is positive. Hence h(d) is strictly increasing for 1 < d < m. So h(d) takes its maximum in the interval (1, [m/2]] at the
upper end. A simple calculation shows that h(|m/2]) < —1/m. Suppose that d < |[m/2]. Then (12) and the monotonicity
of h imply

1 1 1 3 3 m 2
e < 2l <2 hL—J <=,
R1<R1+R2<m+()_m+ (2)_m

and we are done.
To prove (13) define

3 2 1 1 6d — 2m — dm
h d = - —_—_ =
2d) d—l(m d) d m(d? — d)
where we consider d to be a real variable, d > 1. Then (12) is equivalent to
1 2
— < — + hy(d).
Ry m

Again calculus shows that hy(d) is strictly increasing for 1 < d < m. So it takes its maximum in the interval (1, m] at the
upper end. We obtain 1/R; < (2/m) + hy(m) = (m 4 2)/(m? — m). This implies Ry > (m?> — m)/(m + 2) > [2m/3] (for
m > 7), as required.
Finally, to prove (15), the monotonicity of h, and (14) give
2 1 1 3 _2m+1

e p o < ihym)= .
Rz_R1+R2<m+2() m? —m

This implies R, > 2(m?> —m)/(2m + 1) > |5m/6] (for m > 7) and we are done. 0O
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Proof of Theorem 1.4. Let T be a tight 3-tree with t > 8 edges that contains a trunk {eq, e;} of size 2. For convenience,
let m =t — 1. Suppose e; = xyu and e, = xyv, so that e; N ey = xy. If dp(xy) > L%J + 2, then we apply Lemma 3.2 and
are done. Hence we may assume that

dr(xy) < gJ + 1.

For each pair A contained in e; or ey, let N(A) = Nr(A) \ {x, y, u, v} and let u(A) = |N;(A)|. Then p(xy) = dr(xy) — 2 and
(A) = dr(A) — 1 for the other pairs. Also, as we have seen in (5), we have

plxu) + plyu) + p(xv) + u(yv) + u(xy) = m — 1. (16)
Since p(xy) = dr(xy) =2 < 5 — 1,

+

w|3
ol§

1)+ 5(m—1— () < ~1 vi:0o<i<a (17)

Let G be a 3-graph with e(G) > %|3(G)|. We prove that G contains T. As before we may assume that §,(G) > %. Let
w be the default weight function on E(G) and 9(G). There exist edges e and f in G such that they satisfy the properties
proven in Lemma 4.1 with y = 3/m, i.e, d(e N f) = dmin(e), w(e) < % and so on. Suppose e = acb and f = acd, so that
e N f = ac. For each pair B contained in e or f, let N.(B) = Ng(B) \ {a, b, c, d} and d,(B) = |N((B)|. Then d(B) > dg(B) — 2
and for all B

fais

d'(B) > L%J 1 (18)

Let us view e, f as glued together at ac with e on the left and f on the right. Let

Lmin = min{dg(ab), d¢(bc)},  Rmin = min{dg(ad), dg(cd)},
Lmax = max({dg(ab), dg(bc)},  Rmax = max{dc(ad), dg(cd)}.

Since d(ac) = dmin(€), Lmax > Lmin > dg(ac). Since w(e) < % we have

Limax > m. (19)
Lemma 4.1 gives
1 1 1 3 3 3 3 3 3 1
i —t =\ <—F—\=-—53); 20
Rmin+Rmax+d w(f)<m+d—1<m w(e)>_m+d—1(m d) ( )

where d = d(ac).

We consider three cases. In each case, we find an embedding of T into G.

Case 1. Ly, > m. This implies di(ab), d.(bc) > m — 1. By symmetry, we may assume that d¢(ad) > dg(cd) so that
dg(ad) = Rpax and dg(cd) = Rpin. The inequality (20) shows that the condition (10) holds in Proposition 4.1 with R; = Ry
and R; = Rpax. So (11) (and the lower bound (18)) give

d.(bc), di(cd) > EJ 1, max{dy(bc), di(cd)} = gJ -1,
d.(ad) > V;"J —1, d.(ab), d.(bc) > m — 1. 1)

Now, consider T. By symmetry, we may assume that p(xu) + w(yu) > w(xv) + u(yv) and that u(xv) > u(yv). Then
p(yv) < 3(m — 1 — p(xy)). This, together with (17) implies

ulxy) < gj -1, ulyv) < FTJ < gj -1,

2
u(xy) + plyv) < gj Sl ) + pxw) + lyw) < “”J ~1. (22)

Now we embed T into G by applying Proposition 3.1. First, we map x,y, u, v to q, c, b, d, respectively. This maps e; to
e and e; to f. Then define {A{, Ay} = {xy,yv} (so {Bi, By} = {bc,cd}), A3 = xv (so B3 = ad) and {A4, As} = {ux, uy}
(so {B4, Bs} = {bc, ab}). If we define A, so that d'(B;) < d'(B,) then (6) holds, so this mapping can be extended to an
embedding of T.

From now on, we may suppose that L, < m. By symmetry, we may assume that d¢(ab) > d¢(bc) so that dg(ab) = Liax
and dg(bc) = Luin. Since d(ac) = dmin(e), dg(ac) < Ly, < m. Since 1

1 1 3 £
tom T doao < wle) < 5 we get 5o < 7. We also
get -2 < 2. Summarizing (as in (3)) we have
min

dg(ac)
m

di(ab)=m—1, d.(bc)> {?J ~ 1, di(ac) > gJ 1. (23)
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Case 2. Lpyin < m and Rpax > m. There will be two subcases. First suppose that dg(ad) > dg(cd) (i.e., dg(ad) = Rmax)-
Then, besides (23), from (18) we get

de(ad)=m—1, di(cd) > L%J 1 (24)

Consider T. By symmetry, we may assume that p(xu)+ pu(xv) > u(yu)+ w(yv) and that pu(yu) > u(yv). Then by these
assumptions and (17), we have

m—1 m 2m
DE {4J LR RO = | 3] 1 )+ ) + o) < LBJ -1 (25)
Now we embed T into G by applying Proposition 3.1. First, we map x, y, u, v to a, c, b, d, respectively. Then define A; = yv
(so By = cd), A, = xy (so B, = ac), A3 = yu (so B3 = bc) and {A4, As} = {xu, xv} (so {Bs, Bs} = {ab, ad}). So (6) holds and
this mapping can be extended to an embedding of T.
Next, suppose that dg(cd) > dg(ad). Then, instead of (24), we have

di(cd)>m—1, di(ad)> L%J Y (26)

Consider T. By symmetry, we may assume that u(xu) + w(yv) > w(xv) + w(yu) and that u(yu) > u(xv). By these
assumptions and (17), we have

2
) < {mTJ L ulxy) + p(xw) < L%J — 1. p(xy) + p(x) + ply) < H”J ~1. (27)

Now we embed T into G as follows. First, we map x, y, u, v to a, c, b, d, respectively. Then define A; = xv (so By = ad),
A; = xy (so B, = ac), A3 = yu (so B3 = bc) and {A4, As} = {xu, yv} (so {B4, Bs} = {ab, cd}). So (6) holds by (23), (26)
and (27) and this mapping can be extended to an embedding of T.
Case 3. Lin < m and Rya.x < m.
Let d := din, we have d < L,y < m so w(e) > (1/m)+ (1/d). Then Lemma 4.1 gives
3

1+1+1 (F) 3+ 3 3 (o) n 3 3 1 1
—_— — - = < — _— | — — e < - — = .
Ri m d v m d—1\m v m d—1\m m d

Then Proposition 4.1 (13) yields a lower bound for Ry;,. Similarly, from (15) we get a lower bound for Ry, i.e.,

2m 5m
Rmin > | = |+ 1» Rmax | —= |+ 1. (28)
3 6
There will be two subcases. First, suppose that dg(ad) > dg(cd), (i.e., dg(ad) = Rmax). Then, besides (23), from (28) we
get
5 2
d.(ad) > L?J 1, dicd) = L;"J 1 (29)

Consider T. By symmetry, we may assume that p(xu) + pu(xv) > u(yu) + pu(yv) and that p(xu) > p(xv). In particular,

1 1
M(XU)ZZ(m—l—M(Xy))ZZ(m—l—ngl):%

(m 1 m+1)_m
3 T3

2
o) = | 5 =1 o)+ i + ) < L"’J 1

and

=

1
mxu) + p(xv) > 3 (m—1-pu(xy) >

These, together with p(xy) < (m/3) — 1, give

5
(xv) + 11(xy) + (yu) + plyv) < “”J ~1 (30)

By (23), (29), and (30), we can greedily embed T into G applying Proposition 3.1 by mapping x,y,u, v to a,c, b, d,
respectively, and mapping in order A; = xy to By = ac, {A;,As} = {yu,yv} to {By, B3} = {bc, cd} (in arbitrary order)
A4 = xv to B4 = ad, and As = xu to Bs = ab.

Next, suppose that dg(cd) > dg(ad). Then, instead of (29), we have d'(cd) > |32 | — 1 and d'(ad) > [%*| — 1. By
symmetry, we may assume that u(xu) + u(yv) > w(xv) + w(yu) and that u(xu) > w(yv). Again, pu(xu) > m/6 holds.
We can greedily embed T into G applying Proposition 3.1 by mapping x, y, u, v to q, c, b, d, respectively, and mapping
Ay = xy to By = ac, {A;, As} = {yu, xv} to {B, B3} = {bc, ad} (in arbitrary order), Ay = yv to B, = cd, and As = xu to
Bs = ab. O
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