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Abstract
Let t > s > 2 be integers. Confirming a conjecture of Mader, Liu and Montgomery [J. Lond.
Math. Soc., 2017] showed that every K;,-free graph with average degree d contains a subdivision

of a clique with at least Q(d ) vertices. We give an improvement by showing that such a graph
contains a balanced subdivision of a clique with the same order, where a balanced subdivision is a
subdivision in which each edge is subdivided the same number of times.

In 1975, Erd6s asked whether the sum of the reciprocals of the cycle lengths in a graph with
infinite average degree d is necessarily infinite. Recently, Liu and Montgomery [J. Amer. Math.
Soc., 2023] confirmed the asymptotically correct lower bound on the reciprocals of the cycle lengths,

and provided a lower bound of at least (% —04(1))logd. In this paper, we improve this low bound to

(ﬁ - od(l)) log d for K ,-free graphs.

Both proofs of our results use the graph sublinear expansion property as well as some novel
structural techniques.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Balanced subdivision of a clique

Given a graph H, a subdivision of H, denoted by TH, is a graph obtained from H by subdividing some
edges of G into internally vertex-disjoint paths. The original vertices of H are the branch vertices of the
TH, and its new vertices are called subdividing vertices. As well as the minor, the graph subdivision is
fundamental in graph theory, and has been involved in many classical results and problems. A typical
example is the seminal result of Kuratowski in 1930 that a graph is planar if and only if it does not contain
a TKs or TK3 3, where K is a complete graph of order s, and Kj; is a complet bipartite graph with part

sizes s and ¢.
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The fundamental extremal problem in this topic is to find the smallest average degree d := d(k) of
graphs forcing the appearance of a TKj. It was initially studied by Mader [28]] who showed such a d(k)
exists. Later, Mader [28]], and independently Erdés and Hajnal [6] conjectured that d(k) = O(k?). After
some further results by Mader [29]], the conjecture was confirmed by Bollob4s and Thomason [2f], and
independently by Komlds and Szemerédi [18), [19]. For graphs without specific structure, one can do
better. Let Cy denote a cycle of length k. Given a graph H, we say a graph is H-free if it does not contain
H as a subgraph. Mader [30]] conjectured that for every C4-free graph of average degree d contains a
TKq), where Cy denotes a cycle of length k for an integer k£ > 3. Kiihn and Osthus [20, 21]] proved
that every graph with sufficiently large girth contains a subdivision of a clique with order linear in its

minimum degree. They [22] also found a TK ;.12 ; in C4-free graphs with average degree d. Balogh,

/log
Liu and Sharifzadeh [1]] proved that each Cyi-free graph with average degree d contains a TKq() for
k > 3. Using new constructions of clique subdivisions, Mader’s conjecture was finally settled by Liu
and Montgomery [24]]. In fact, they considered clique subdivisions in K;,-free graphs and proved the

following more general result.

Theorem 1.1 ([24]). For all integerst > s > 2, there exists some constant ¢ = c(s, t) so that the following

holds for every d > 0. Every K -free graph G with average degree d contains a TK .zs2-1).

A natural extension, proposed by Thomassen [32H34], is to find balanced clique subdivisions in
graphs under a average degree condition. For a graph H, an {-balanced subdivision of H, denoted by
TH®, is a graph obtained from H by replacing each of its edges into internally vertex-disjoint paths of
length exactly £. A graph has a balanced TH if it has a TH® for some £ > 1. Motivated by Mader’s
theorem, Thomassen[33]] conjectured that there exists a d := d(k) such that every graph with average
degree at least d contains a balanced TK}. The conjecture was confirmed by Liu and Montgomery [25]].

Naturally, the next step is to bound d(k). Let G be an n-vertex graph with average degree d. Wang [36]
Vd

log'%n

proved that G contains a balanced TK}, where k = Q( ) Simultaneously, Luan, Tang, Wang and

Yang [26], independently Ferndndez, Hyde, Liu, Pikhurko and Wu [8]] proved that G contains a balanced
TK g, For Cy-free graphs, the authors in [26] proved that

Theorem 1.2 ([26]). Every Cy-free graph with average degree d contains a balanced TKqq).

Our first result below concerns balanced clique subdivisions in K ,-free graphs, which strengthens

Theorem and Theorem

Theorem 1.3. For all integerst > s > 2, there exists some constant ¢ = c(s, t) so that the following holds

for every d > 0. Every K -free graph G with average degree d contains a balanced TK y
Ci

s,
2(s=1)



1.2 Cycles with consecutive even lengths

One of various problems in cycles is to study the distribution of cycle lengths. For a graph G, let C(G)

be the set of cycle lengths. A classical conjecture in this field, posed by Erdés and Hajnal [5]], states that

1
Z ;o as x(G) -, (1)
eC(G)

where x(G) denotes the chromatic number of a graph G. As noted by Erdds, they felt that (T)) holds under
the weaker condition that the average degree of G tends to infinity. Let G be a graph with average degree
d. Confirming this stronger conjecture, Gyarfas, Komlos and Szemerédi [15] prove that } scc) 1/€ =
Q,(logd). Considering cycles in complete balanced bipartite graphs, ErdSs [4] have previously stated
that the correct asymptotic lower bound was likely (1/2 + o4(1))logd. Recently, the conjecture was
confirmed asymptotically by Liu and Montgomery [25]].

To prove Erd8s conjecture, Liu and Montgomery [25] gave a stronger result by studying cycles with
consecutive even lengths. It is another interesting direction in the study of the distribution of cycle
lengths. Resolved a conjecture of Erd6s, Bondy and Vince [3]] proved that every graph with minimum
degree at least 3 contains two cycles whose lengths differ by one or two. It was extended to graphs with
large minimum degree by Fan [7], who showed that every graph with minimum degree at least 3k — 2
contains k cycles with consecutive even lengths or consecutive odd lengths. Under the average degree
condition, Verstraéte [35]] showed that every graph with average degree at least 8k and even girth g has
at least (g/2 — 1)k cycles with consecutive even lengths. In 2008, Sudakov and Verstraéte [31]] proved
that if a graph G has average degree 192(k + 1) and girth g, then G has KL cycles with consecutive
even lengths. Finding cycles with consecutive odd lengths seems difficult. A breakthrough was given
by Ma [27], who showed that there exists an absolute constant ¢ > 0 such that for every natural number
k, every nonbipartite 2-connected graph G with average degree at least ck and girth g contains at least
KL cycles with consecutive odd lengths. For recent results in this field, we refer the interested readers
to [10} 12H14] [16]].

To the sum of the reciprocals of the distinct cycle lengths, Liu and Montgomery [25] have not only
found a long interval of consecutive even numbers in C(G), but also showed that the length of each cycle

can be controlled.

Theorem 1.4 ([25]). There is dy > O such that the following holds. If G is a graph with average degree

d > dy, then there is some € > such that C(G) contains every even integer in [log8 Z,1].

_d_
10log'? d
Our second result is to construct even cycles while controlling their length in K ,-free expander

graphﬂ We mention that the elegant Komlds-Szemerédi [[19]] theorem shows that every graph has an

expander subgraph.

The definition of expander is deferred to Subsection



Theorem 1.5. Suppose t > s > 2 are integers and 0 < &, < 1/5, there exist dy, €1, & > 0 such that the
following holds. Let G be an n-vertex K ;-free bipartite (€1, e2d =1)-expander graph with average degree
d > dy. Then C(G) contains every even integer in

s=1

(1) [élogB( o ) BRI 1)] ifd >en’s

eyds—T

s/(s=1) . 51
(2) [300-log® s, L log!? irr | iflog?®n < d < enT;

3)

log” n, ]zfd<10g

Combining Theorem 1.5 with Corollary[2.4] ,we get the following extension of the result of Liu and

Montgomery [24].

Corollary 1.6. Let t > s > 2 be integers. If G is a K -free graph with average degree d, then

1 ( s
- > - od(l)) logd.
teC(G) ¢ \2s-1)

1.3 Ideas and organization

Both proofs of our results use the graph expansion property, which can measure the well connectedness
of graphs. While the linear expansion property has been studied extensively, Komlés and Szemerédi
[18] [19] introduced a sublinear expansion property, which forms the foundation of our proofs.

To find balanced clique subdivisions in general graphs, a key idea is to build a very large adjuster
structure by joining many small adjuster structureﬂ It can help us find a large balanced clique subdivi-
sion in relatively not dense expanders. It is also the main idea used in [8}, [26]]. For dense expanders (e.g.
d = Q(+/n) for the C4-free case), the desired balanced clique subdivision can be found directly using
dependent random choice (see [9] for detail) in [8, 26]. However, it is still not clear how to adopt theirs
approach for the K ,-free graphs for general integers s,¢ > 2. To overcome this issue, we use an idea
from the work of Liu and Montgomery [24]. The key is to build tree-like structures which act as large
degree vertices and to connect them using vertex-disjoint paths of the same length.

For cycles with consecutive even lengths in K ,-free graphs, different from [25] we divide our proof
into three cases according to the average degree d of G. If d < log nord > en’s , then we adopt the
methods in [25] and [31]], respectively. Otherwise, we use a special structure called unit from [24)], and
follow the strategy of Liu and Montgomery [25] by finding a short path (in fact in [25], they just choose
an edge) with two endpoints centered with internally vertex-disjoint units.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section[2] we first introduce some necessary notions
and results. Then, we give a proof of Theorem [I.3] through two key lemmas (Lemmas [2.9] and [2.10),
whose proofs can be found in Section [3] In Section ] we prove Theorem[I.5] The final section offers

some concluding remarks.

2The definition of adjuster is deferred to Section



2 Preliminaries

Let G be a graph and X, Y be subsets of V(G). We use |G| and e(G) to denote the number of vertices and
edges of G, respectively. Let d(G) = 2e(G)/|G| be the average degree of G. Denote by G[X] the induced
subgraph of G on X, and we write G — X for the induced subgraph G[V(G)\X]. Let Eg(X, Y) be the set
of edges between X and Y, and eg(X,Y) := |E(X, Y)|. We define the external neighbourhood of X in G
to be

Ng(X) :={y € V(G) \ X : there exists x € X such that xy € E(G)}.

Let P be a path with endvertices x and y. We say P is an (x, y)-path. The length of P, denoted by £(P), is
the number of edges in it. If P is an (x,y)-path, and PN (X U Y) = {x,y}, where x € X,y € Y, then we
say P is a path from X to Y. We will drop the subscript when the confusion is unlikely. Usually, we write
[k] := {1,...,k}. For convenience, as it is standard in the literature, we will usually pretend that large

numbers are integers to avoid using essentially irrelevant floor and ceiling symbols.

2.1 Komlos-Szemerédi graph expander
We use the following notion of expaner introduced by Komlds and Szemerédi in [[18}[19].

Definition 2.1. (Sublinear expander). Let &; > 0 and k > 0. A graph G is an (gy, k)-expander if
INX)| = e1(1X], €1, k) - |X] for all X € V(G) with k/2 < |X| < |G|/2, where

1) ::{ 0 . if x < k/S,
>l o2 (15570 if x > k/5.

Whenever the choices of &1, k are clear, we omit them and write &(x) for &(x, €1, k). The key property
of sublinear expanders is that one can connect two large sets of vertices using a short path even after
removing a smaller vertex set.

Lemma 2.2 ([19]]). Let €1,k > 0. If G is an n-vertex (g1, k)-expander, then any two vertex sets, each
15n

of size at least x > k, are of distance at most % log? (T) apart. This remains true even after deleting

x - &(x)/4 arbitrary vertices from G.

In 1996, Komlds and Szemerédi [19] showed that every graph G with average degree d contains an

expander with average degree and minimum degree linear in d.

Theorem 2.3 ([19])). There exists €1 > 0 such that the following holds for every k > 0. Every graph G
has an (g1, k)-expander subgraph H with d(H) > d(G)/2 and 5(H) > d(H)/2.

We remark that H might be much smaller than G in Theorem [2.3] Note that any graph G has a
bipartite subgraph H with d(H) > d(G)/2 by considering the bipartite subgraph with a maximum number
of edges of G. This together with Theorem [2.3]yields that

Corollary 2.4. There exists g1 > 0 such that the following holds for every k > 0 and d € N. Every graph
G with d(G) = 8d has a bipartite (&1, k)-expander H with 5(H) > d.



2.2 Bipartite K, -free graphs

In this subsection, we list some well-known results about K ;-free graphs. A basic problem in extremal
graph theory is to determine the maximum possible number of edges in an n-vertex K, ,-free graphs. For
a given graph H, we define ex(n, H) to be the maximum number of edges in an n-vertex H-free graph.

Kovari, Sés and Turan [17]] gave the following theorem.
Theorem 2.5 ([17]). For every integers 1 < s <t, ex(n,K,;) < tV/sp?1Us,
We also need the following lemma from K&vari, Sés and Turan [17].

Lemma 2.6 ([17]). Let G = (A, B) be a bipartite graph that does not contain a copy of K, with t vertices

in A and s vertices in B. Then
dA
)< )
where d(A) = Sivea dW)/|A| is the average degree of the vertices in A.

Using Lemma 2.6 Liu and Montgomery [24] gave the following corollary.

Corollary 2.7 ([24]). Let G = (A, B) be a bipartite graph that does not contain a copy of Ks; with t
vertices in A and s vertices in B, and in which every vertex in A has at least 6 neighbours in B. Then

1Bl > ZIA]'.

— et

Given integers m, n, s,t > 1, the Zarankiewicz number Z(m, n, s, t) is the maximum number of edges
in an m by n bipartite graph without a copy of K, with s vertices contained in the part of size m and
t vertices contained in the part of size n. Determining Z(m, n, s, t) is known to be notoriously hard in

general. We need the following theorem given by Fiiredi [[11].
Theorem 2.8 ([L1]]). Forallm > s,n>tandt > s > 2, we have
Z(m,n,s,t) < (t— s+ DVmn' =V 4 (s = D725 + (s = 2)m.

2.3 Main tools and overview

In this subsection, we give an overview for the proof of Theorem [I.3] For simplicity, in the rest of the
paper, we write

S
n:= d2G-D

Let G be a K, -free graph with average degree d. Then by Theorem [2.3| we can find a bipartite expander
G’ in G. If G’ contains a TKf,] for some ¢ > 0, then we are done. Otherwise, G’ contains an expander
H by Lemma [2.9) with desired properties. We divide the remaining proof into two cases according to
whether H is dense or not. We will use Lemma [2.10] to handle the dense case, and the sparse case is

covered in Lemma2.11]



Lemma 2.9. Suppose t > s > 2 are integers and 1]/d < ¢ < 1/K < & < g1,1/s,1/t. Let G be an

n-vertex bipartite K -free (g1, ex1°)-expander with 6(G) > d/8. Then one of the following holds:
(1) There exists a subgraph H of G with 6(H) > 1d_6 and |H| > an, which is an (g1/2, sznz)—expander.
(2) G contains a TKE.,{;) for some € € N.

Lemma 2.10. Supposet > s > 2 and s’ > 200 are integers, 1/d < ¢ < 1/K < &1, ¢&,1/s,1/t. Suppose

n>Kn?>andd > logs' n. Let G be an n-vertex bipartite Ky -free (g1, ex1°)-expander with §(G) > 116'

Then G contains a TKg]) for some £ € N.
For sparse expanders, we use a result of Wang [36] to find a desired balanced subdivision of a clique.

Lemma 2.11. (Lemma 1.3 in [36]). Suppose 1/d < ¢ < €1,&,1/s" and d < logs’ n. Let G be an

n-vertex bipartite TKC(IZ/)Z-free (&1, &ad)-expander with 6(G) = d. Then G contains a TKE? for some € € N.
We also use the following result in [24].

Proposition 2.12. (Proposition 5.2 in [24]). Let0 <& < 1,0 < & < #t’ and let t > s > 2 be integers.

If Gis a K -free, (g1, 82n2)-expander with 6(G) > %, then G is also an (g1, exd)-expander.

Now we are ready to prove Theorem|1.3

Proof of Theorem|[[.3] We choose 1/d < ¢ < 1/K < & < ¢g1,1/s,1/t. Let G be an n-vertex K-
free graph with average degree d > 0. By Corollary 2.4] G contains a bipartite subgraph G; with
0(G1) =2 d(G)/2 = d/8 which is an (g, aznz)—expander.

By Lemma we can find either a balanced TK g, in G, or a subgraph H in G| with 6(H) > %
and |H| > an, which is an (&1/2, gznz)-expander. Ifd > 1og200 |H|, then by the choice of &, and K with
Lemma H contains a balanced TK gy, Otherwise, d < log>™ |H|. By Proposition H is also
an (g1/2, exd)-expander. Applying Lemma[2.T1]yields that H contains a balanced TK gy,. Thus, we can
take ¢ = min{qxg, qz10, @z17} and then G contains a balanced TK,,. O

3 Proofs of Lemma 2.9 and

3.1 Unit and Adjuster
In this subsection, we introduce some notions from Liu and Montgomery [24} 25].

Definition 3.1. (Hub [24]) Given integers k1, hp > 0, an (hy, hy)-hub is a graph consisting of a center vy,
asetS(v1) € N(vy) of size hy, and pairwise disjoint sets S 1(z) € N(z)\{v1} of size h; foreach z € S| (v}).
Denote by H(v1) a hub with center v; and write B1(vy) = {v1} U S1(v1) and S2(v1) = Uzes, )3 1(z). For

any z € S1(v1), write B1(z) = {z} U S 1(2).



is i | (hy, ho)-hub

e
< hg ~
Int(M) Do PExe(M)

Figure 3.1: An (hg, h1, hy, h3)-unit with hg = 3 and hy = hy = 2, an (hy, hy)-hub with h; = hy = 2.

Definition 3.2. (Unit [24]) Given integers hg, hi, hp, b3 > 0, an (hg, h1, hy, h3)-unit M is a graph con-
sisting of a core vertex v, hy vertex-disjoint (A1, hp)-hubs H(vy), ..., H(vs,) and pairwise disjoint (v, u;)-
paths of length at most /3. By the exterior of the unit, denoted Ext(M), we mean U?il S2(uj). Denote
by Int(M) := V(M)\Ext(M) the interior of the unit.

Definition 3.3. (Expansion [24]) Given a vertex v in a graph F, F is a (D, m)-expansion of v if |F| = D

and v is at distance at most m in F from any other vertex of F.

Proposition 3.4. ([25]) Let D, m € N and 1 < Dy < D. Then, any (D, m)-expansion of v contains a

subgraph which is a (Dg, m)-expansion of v.

Liu and Montgomery [25] introduced a structure called adjuster, which plays a key role in finding

paths of desired length in our proof.

Definition 3.5. (Adjuster [25]) For D,m,k € N, a (D, m, k)-adjuster A = (vy, F1, v, F»,A) in a graph G
consists of core vertices vy, v, € V(G), graphs F, F; C G and a center vertex set A C V(G) such that the
following hold for some ¢ € N.

Al. the subsets A, V(F1) and V(F») are pairwise disjoint,

A2. foreachi € [2], F; is a (D, m)-expansion of v;,

A3. |A| < 10mk, and

A4. foreachie{0,1,...,k}, there is a (vi, vy)-path in G[A U {v{, v,}] of length £ + 2i.

We call the smallest such ¢ in Definition the initial length of the adjuster and denote it by £(A).
Note that £(A) < |A|+1 < 10mk+1. For convenience, we often call a (D, m, 1)-adjuster a simple adjuster.

Let V(A) = V(F)U V(F,) U A.
3.2 Proof of Lemma

Here, we give an outline of the proof of Lemma[2.9] Assume that G is as in Lemma[2.9] Let Z be the set

of vertices in G with high degree. If |Z] is large, then we find a desired TK((;? using some vertices in Z as



branch vertices, and greedily connecting each pair of those vertices with vertex-disjoint paths of length
¢. Otherwise, let H = G — Z. We show |H| > K5? and H almost has the similar expansion property.

We first state the following two lemmas and then prove Lemma In subsection [3.2.1} we prove
Lemma 3.6 Lemma[3.7)uses a slightly different construction with Theorem 2.7 in Liu and Montgomery
[25] and we leave its proof in Appendix @ Recall that  := d oD, Throughout the rest of the paper we

take

and let £ be the smallest even integer larger than m!'? in the following of this subsection.

Lemma 3.6. Suppose t > s > 2 are integers, 1/d < ¢, &9 < 1/logK, e1,1/s,1/t. Let D =

2,192 2
max {%, %—ZO} and G be an n-vertex K ,-free (81,82n2)-expander with 6(G) > d and n < 3K772.

If W is a subset of V(G) with |W| < 2D/ m?, then G — W contains a (D, m*, r)-adjuster for each r < '72;812.

Lemma 3.7. Suppose t > s > 2 are integers, 1/d <« ¢, &9 <« 1/logK, €,1/s,1/t. Let D =

Emn e 2 ~ 2
max | —em—» o0 ( and G be an n-vertex K -free (¢1, e2n°)-expander with 6(G) > d and n < 3K,

and let W be a subset of V(G) with |W| < 2D/m> and € < %. For eachi € [2], let U; C V(G) - W
with |\Uj| = D satisfy UyNnU, =0, F; € G- W —-U; — Uy be a (D, m4)—expansion of some v; with
V(F1) N V(Fy) = 0. Then there exist u; € U; and a (u;, v;)-path P; in G — W for each i € [2] such that
V(P)NV(Py) =0and € < {(Py) + E(P2) < €+ 8m™.

Proof of Lemma[2.9) We may assume that n < 3K7?, or else we can just take H = G. By Theorem

we have
n 1
- > —. 2
n* 64t @
This means that
15 15
m=log —= > log > max{50et, 50/&1 ), 3)
en 64te,

where the last inequality holds as &, « g1, 1/t. Let
A = max {d/ 8, cdmZOS} “4)

and Z = {v e V(G) : d(v) = A}.

First, assume that |Z| > 1—‘2 > 4cn. Recall that G is bipartite. By the pigeonhole principle, we choose
a subset Z; C Z with 2c¢n vertices in the same part of G. We claim that for every v € Z;, there exists a
subset S (v) € N(v) with |S (v)| = A/2 such that |[N(w) N Z;| < d/n for every vertex w € S (v). Indeed,
let A be a subset of N(v) such that [N(u) N Z| > d/n + 1 forevery u € A. Let B = Z;\{v}. Since G is a
K ;~free graph, there is no copy of K;_1; with ¢ vertices in A and s — 1 vertices in B. Hence, by Corollary

[2.7|with 6 = d/n, we have
d .
Z\Y = 2en— 1> —|A[T,
e



which together with (3) and (@) yields that

net(2cn — 1))S_1 - (207]2et
B d

s—1
y ) = d(2cet)*! < A)2.

IAls(

Thus, we can choose a set S(v) € N(v)\A with |S (v)| = A/2, as claimed.

Now, we construct a TKE,{;) using some vertices in Z; as branch vertices. Let # be the maximum
collection of paths, each of which has a length of ¢, satisfying the following rules.

B1. Each path P € P is a (v;, v;)-path for some v;,v; € Z;.

B2. All paths in P are pairwise internally vertex disjoint, and the internal vertices of those paths are
disjoint from Z;.

In fact, we find paths in P greedily. In the whole process, a vertex v € Z; is called bad if there are at
least A/6 vertices in S (v) used in previous connections, and called good otherwise. Let Wy be the set of

vertices used in all connections. Then
Wil < (%57) (n'® + 1) < 4c?m' O, )

Recall that for every vertex v € Z;, we have |[N(w) N Z1| < d/n for every vertex w € S (v). By and ,

the number of bad vertices is at most

4c2m'n%d/n < 24em'Op
A/6 T om0

<cn.
This means that the number of good vertices in Z; is at least c7.

Claim 3.8. There exists a path in P between every pair of good vertices in Z.

Proof of Claim By contradiction, suppose that vq, v, are good vertices in Z; and no path connecting
them in #. Recall that |S(v;)] = A/2 for each i € [2]. Let S; be the subset of S(v;) consisting of
vertices not used in the previous connections. Then [S;| > [S(vi)| — A/6 > A/3. Let S := N(S)\{vi}.
Note that G has no copy of K1, with ¢ vertices in §; and s — 1 vertices in §. By Corollary (with
(0,A,B) = (d/8—1,5;,57)), we have

(A/3)FT@/8~1) _ dATT

St > > .
ISl et 48et
Then by the choice of &, (3) and (@), we obtain
171 > max{c*y*m"?, 4e2?). (6)

Let Wo, =S, US,and Wy = Wi UW,oUZ; . Then |[Wh| = |S1 US| <Aand [Wy| = Wi UWLUZ| <
22m'%n% + A + cn < 4ctPm!'® < D/m? by the choice of c. Applying Lemma [3.6] with W = W,
we know that G — W has a (D, m*, 10m4)—adjuster, say A = (v3, F3,v4, F4,A), where |A] < 100m8,

E(A) < 1Al + 1 < 110m8 and [V(F3)| = [V(F4)| = D. Let ¢’ = € — 10m* — €(A). Then 0 < £ < L1

10



Note that |[Wy U V(F3) U V(F4)| < 2D + D/m’. By (6), we can find a subset U; C SN\(Wp U
V(F3) U V(Fy)) with |U;] > 2D for each i € [2]. So, there exists U] € U, [U]| = D for each i € [2]
and U} N U} = 0. Note that [A U Wy| < 100m® + D/m> < 2D/m>. By Lemma we can find a
(u1,v3)-path Py and a (uy, v4)-path Q) for some u; € U] with i € [2] such that V(P1) N V(Qy) = 0, and
£ < 6(Py)+€(Q1) < '+ 8m*. Obviously, we can extend P; to a (v{,v3)-path P and Q; to a (va, v4)-path
Q. respectively, such that V(P) N V(Q) = 0 and ¢’ < £(P) + £(Q) < ' + 10m*. By the choice of ¢/,
L(A) < £ — (L(P) + £(Q)) < L(A) + 10m*. Since vy, v, belong to same part and G is bipartite, £(A) and
€ — {(P)— {(Q) are congruential. Thus there is a (v3, v4)-path in G[A U {v3, v4}] of length £ — £(P) — £(Q),

denoted as R, and P U R U Q is a (vq, v2)-path of length ¢, contradicting to the maximality of P. O
By Claim @ we can find a (v, vp)-path in P for every pair of good vertices v;, v», which forms a
TKY in G.

Towards the case when |Z| < %, we focus on the subgraph H := G — Z. We claim that H is an

(e1/2, sznz)-expander. Let X C V(H) with £,17%/2 < |X| < |H|/2. Since G is an (1, sznz)—expander and
&(x) - x is increasing when en?/2 < x <n/2,
2772 €1

E
INg(X)| > |X| - £(X], &1, £217°) > X >
¢ b 2 " log2(15/2)

2|Z].
This implies that
INH(OI = INg(X)| = 1Z] = INg(X)1/2 = |X] - &(1X], £1/2, £27°),

and we are done.
It follows from 6(G) > d/8 and |Z]| < 116 that 6(H) > 6(G) — |Z| > 1%‘ To complete the proof, it
suffices to show |H| > an. Note that
A = cdm® > dJs, (7

since otherwise A = d/8. It follows from 6(G) > d/8 that Z = V(G) and so |Z| > d/8, a contradiction.
By (7)) and the the choice of ¢, we have

20s
m?% > — > (log 30—K) ,
&2
which together with (3)) yields that n > 2Kn?. Thus, |H| = n—|Z| > n/2 > Kn?. O

3.2.1 Building adjusters

In the subsection, we prove Lemma[3.6] First, we show that a K ;-free graph G contains a subgraph with

average degree linear to d(G) even after removing a small set of vertices.

Lemma 3.9. Suppose d,t > s > 2 are integers and d is sufficiently large. There exists K such that the
following holds for each n and d satisfying n < 3Kn*. Let G be an n-vertex Ky -free graph with 6(G) > d.
Then for any vertex set W C V(G) with |W| < min {ﬁ, %} we have d(G — W) > d/4.

11



Proof. We can assume |W| > 3d/4, otherwise, it is trivial. Note that

2e(G-W)+e(VIG\ W, W) = Z dg(v) 2 d(n — [W)),
veV(G)\W

On the other hand, by Theorem [2.8] we have

e(V(G)\ W, W) < Z(IWl|,n — W], s, 1)

<@t =s+DIWIn = WD+ (s = D= WP + (s = 2)[W.
Therefore,
2e(G = W) > dn— W) = (t — s + D! |Wi(n — W' = (s = D(n = [W*7>/* = (s = 2)|W].
So, the average degree of G — W satisfies that
dG-W)2d—-(t—s+D"PWn— W)™ = (s = Dn = WD' 7 = (s =Wl = W)™". (8

By Theorem [2.5} we have n >

> 64t17 Note that the right hand of (8) is a decreasing function of |W|.

Using the fact [W]| < [W| < n/2 and n < 3Kn?, we can deduce that

1 OOOt2 ’

dG = W) 2d—-cid - cdT — 0(1),

where
2t-s+ DV g5z 128 e
c1 = s 1000’ < 1000 and e = (s - DBK)'5.
(&%)
Obviously, d(G — W) > d/4 if d is large. O

Now we prove Lemma [3.6] by induction on r.

Proof of Lemma[3.6] Let G be an n-vertex K;-free (1, sznz)-expander with 6(G) > d and n < 3Kn2.
First, we claim that for any W’ C V(G) with |W’| < 4D, G — W’ contains a (D, m*, 1)-adjuster. It follows
from n < 3Kn? that m < log(45K/¢&,). Thus, using Lemma we have d(G — W’) > d/4, and then
G — W’ admits a bipartite (g1, &,n%)-expander H with 6(H) > 3% by Theorem By Lemma we
have d(G — W’) > d/4, and by Theorem [2.3] there exists a bipartite (g, £2n?)-expander H = G — W’
with 6(H) > 33 Usmg Lemma L we can find a cycle C in H of length 2r such that 2r < %5. Pick two
vertices vy, vo € V(C) of distance r — 1 in C. For each i € [2], using the minimum degree condition of
H, we can find a subset A; C Ny_c(v;) of size & such that A; N Ay = 0. Let By = Ny_c(A1)\A, and
By = Ny_c(A2)\A;. Note that G[A;, B;] does not contain a copy of K,_;; with ¢ vertices in A; and s — 1

vertices in B;. For each v € A;, there are at least ‘%2d —|Cl = |A1| = |Aa| > Ld neighbors in B;. Now we

= 64
can use Corollary (with ¢ := 6%) yields that

PR AT L
"= et \ 641600 -
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For each i € [2], we can choice subsets B; C B; with |B;| = D such that B N B} = 0. Thus, we find two
vertex-disjoint (D, 2)-expansion of v| and v, respectively, say F, F». We conclude that vy, vy, Fy, F5,C
forms a (D, m*, 1)-adjuster.

Now we complete our proof by induction on r. It is true when r = 1 by the above arguments. For
l<r< %, suppose that there exits a (D, m4,r)—adjuster in G- W, say Ay = (v, F1, v, Fa,A)).
Let W, = WU A; U V(F;) U V(F,). Then |[W;| < 4D. Note that G — W; contains a (D, m*, 1)-adjuster,
say Ay = (v3, F3,v4, F4,A2). We want to use Lemma to find a path P connecting V(F) U V(F3)
and V(F3) U V(Fy4) avoiding W U A; U A,. Note that |V(F() U V(F)| = |V(F3) U V(F4)| = 2D, and
[WUA; UAy| < D/m? +20rm* < 2D/m?. Recall that £(2D) := (2D, &1, k)is decreasing when 2D > k,
where ¢ is defined in Definition we have

£(2D)-2D/4 > &(n) - 2D/4 = &;/m* - 2D/4 > 2D/m> > [W U A; U A,|.

Thus, by Lemma there exists a path P of length at most m* from V(F;) U V(F5) to V(F3) U V(Fy)
avoiding W U A; U A,. Without loss of generality, we may assume that P is a path from V(F) to V(F3).
It follows from F{ and F5 are (D, m4)-expansions of v and vs, respectively, that P can be extended to a
(v1, v3)-path of length at most 3m* via the interiors of F; and F3.

We claim that (vo, Fa, v, F4,A] UA2 U V(Q))is a (D, m*, r + 1)-adjuster. It is easy to check that A1
and A2 hold. For A3, we have V(F2) N V(F4) N (A] UA, U V(Q)) =0 and |A; U A, U V(Q)| < 10m*r +
10-m*/6 + 3m* < 10(r + 1)m*. For A4, let £ = £(A)) + €(A3) + £(Q). Forevery i € {0, 1,...,r+ 1}, there
issomei; € {0,1,...,r}and i € {0, 1} such thati = i; +i,. Let P; be a (v{, vy)-path in G[A| U {v{, v,}] of
length €(A1) + 2i; and P; be a (v3, v4)-path in G[A; U {v3, v4}] of length £(A;) + 2i>. Hence, Py U QU P,
is a (v2, v4)-path in G[A; U Ay U V(Q)] of length £ + 2i. This completes the proof of Lemma 3.6 O

3.3 Proof of Lemma

To construct a balanced subdivision as in Lemma 2.10} our approach follows the strategy of Luan, Tang,
Wang and Yang [26] which gives an efficient construction of reasonable-sized adjusters from many dis-
joint small adjusters (see Lemma [3.11)). Our construction mainly consists of two steps: (1) build a
sufficient number of units whose interiors are pairwise disjoint (see Lemma [3.10); (2) for every pair of
units, connect their core vertices, one by one, by a path of a fixed length ¢ whilst avoiding previous
connections. To achieve (2), we use adjusters: we first build an adjuster which is disjoint from previous
connections and the interiors of all units (use Lemma [3.11]), and then join the adjuster to the exteriors
of the two units via two disjoint paths so that the sum of their lengths is close to £ (see Lemma|3.12).
Finally we recap the property of the adjuster to obtain a desired connection.

The following lemma shows that we can find a desired unit after deleting a small number of vertices

in an Kj,-free bipartite expander. The proof is similar as Lemma 3.8 in [25]], so we conclude it in

Appendix
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Lemma 3.10. Suppose 1/n,1/d < ¢; < 1/K < &1,&p,1/s,1/t, and t,s,s’ € N satisfy t > s > 2,
s’ >200and d > logs' n. Let G be an n-vertex K -free bipartite (g1, exn?)-expander with §(G) > d and

n> Kn?. If W is a subset of V(G) with |W| < 4ci?m?°, then G — W contains a (c1n,m*°, cn, 2m*)-unit.
Lemma [3.1T| gives us a desired adjuster, whose proof can be found in Appendix [C|

Lemma 3.11. Suppose 1/n,1/d < 1/K < g1,&2,1/s,1/t, and t, s, s’ € N satisfying t > s > 2, s’ = 200

andd > log® n. Let D = "12(;7]’5: and G be an n-vertex Ky -free bipartite (&1, ex1°)-expander with §(G) > d

and n > Kr]z. For any set W C V(G) with |[W| < WLH/HZ’ we have that G — W contains a (D, m*, r)-

2,12
adjuster for any positive integer r with r < 'L 2"(1) .

The following lemma helps us to connect two pairs of vertex sets even after deleting some vertices.

We leave its proof in Appendix

Lemma 3.12. Suppose 1/n,1/d < 1/K < g1,&5,1/s,1/t, and t, s, s’ € N satisfyingt > s > 2, s’ > 200

and d > logs' n Let D = %, < "22"812 and G be an n-vertex K ,-free bipartite (sl,sznz)—expander
with §(G) > d and n > Kn*. Let W be a subset of V(G) with |W| < —2—, U; € V(G) — W be

log n/n?’
disjoint vertex sets of size at least D for each i € [2], and F; € G — W — U — U, be vertex-disjoint

(D, m*)-expansion of v jfor each j € {3,4}. Then, G — W contains vertex-disjoint paths Py and P, with
£ < 0(P)) + €(P2) < €+ 10m* such that both P, and P connect {vy,v2} to {vs, v4} for some v; € U; with

ie[2]

Proof of Lemma Let G be an n-vertex bipartite K ;-free (1, 82n2)—expander with 6(G) > %. Let £
be the smallest even integer larger than 60m'© and let | be such that the condition in lemma applies.
Using Lemma we can find a collection {M|, ..., Mzc;q} of (c’ln, m?9, c’1 n, 2m*)-units in G such that
¢y < ¢, MinM; = 0 fori # jand suppose that each M; has the core vertex w;. Indeed, suppose
that we have found My, ..., M; one by one for i < 20’177. Let W’ be the interiors of those units that we
have found. Then |[W’| < 20’177(2m4 + 1+ m?) . cin < 4c’12172m20. Applying Lemma on G (with
W := W’) yields another (c¢}n, m?9, cim, 2m*)-unit Wiy disjoint from W’. Note that G is bipartite. By the
pigeonhole principle, we can find ¢ such units among them such that their core vertices are in the same
part of the bipartition for G. Without loss of generality, these units are M, ..., M,. We denote by u; ;
the center of the j-th hubin M; for 1 < i, j < ¢{n. Let W be the union of the vertices on the (w;, u; j)-paths
in all units. Then |W| < ¢/n- @m* + 1) - ¢\ < 4cPPm®.

Using the similar method as in the proof of Lemma with a careful analyse, we construct a TKE?7 ”
using some vertices in {wy, ..., we, »} as core vertices. Let Q be a maximum collection of pairwise vertex-
disjoint paths in G — W satisfying the following.

C1. For i, j € [c’ln], the path Q; ; € Q is a (w;, w;)-path of length £, which is an extension of some
(Ext(M;), Ext(M ))-path P; ;.

C2. For each pair of units, there is at most one path in Q between their corresponding hubs.

14



Let us call a unit bad if there are more than nm'® vertices from its interior used in the Q, and good

otherwise. Let W be the set of vertices of Q. Then by C1 and C2,

Wil < (*97)(60m'® + 1) < 240¢21Pm"®.,

This means that there are most 240?‘;# < 240c’1277 < ¢|n/2 bad units. Thus, the number of good units
is at least ¢|n/2.

To complete the proof, it suffices to show that for every pair of good units, there is a path in Q
connecting their core vertices. Indeed, suppose for a contradiction that there is no desired path in Q for
good units My and M». For i € [2], let I; denote the index set such that for each k € I; the center of the
hub H(u; ) is not used in Q. By C2, we have |[;| > cin/2. Let A; be the set of vertices in (e, S i(uix)
not used in Q. It follows from M; is a good unit that

|A;| > U Si(uix) — nm'6 > c'lr]mzo/Z —qm'® > c’lnmzo/4.
kGI,'

Recall that hubs in M; are vertex disjoint, which implies
INp, (A)\W| > c'12772m20/4 - 40'12772m4 > c'12n2m20/8.
Let B = Int(M;) U Int(M,) and Wy = W U Wy U B. Then
|B| <2- 2c117m20

and

D
[Wol < 4c?n?m®* + 2400¢ 2> m'® + 4c/nm® < 2500¢2°m!® < —
2log’ n/n?

asd > logS, n > m?%, Using Lemma (with W := Wp) yields that G — W, has a (D, m*, 16m*)-
adjuster A = (v1, F1, vz, Fa, A) with |A| < 160m8, £(A) < |A|+1 < 170m® and |V(F))| = |V(F»)| = D. Let
¢ = €-16m*—£(A) fori € [2]. Then 0 < ¢’ < p?m'2. Fori € [2], let U; = Ny ,(AD\(WoUV(F1)UV(F,)).

Then |U;| > ¢??m*°/8 — D — 2D > 2D. So, there exists disjoint vertex sets U/ C U, such that
1 2log’ n/n? l

U/l 2 D. Asd > logQOOn > m*®, we have |JA U Wy| < 160m® + 210g3Dn/772 < 10g3121/772' By Lemma
there is a (u1,vy)-path Py and a (up, vp)-path Q; for u; € Ui and up € Ué in G — A — Wy such that
VPN V(Q) =0and £ < £(P)) + €(Q)) < €+ 10m*. As U{ c Ext(M}), there exists a (wy, u1)-path
P; of length at most 2m* +2 < 3m* in M. Similarly, we can find a (wy, up)-path Q» of length at most
2m*+2 < 3m*in M. Let P = P{UP, and Q = Q;UQ>. Then Pis a (wy, v{)-path and Q is a (ws, v;)-path
with ¢/ < €(P) + €(Q) < ' + 16m*. Consequently, £(A) < & — £(P) — €(Q) < £(A) + 16m*. As G is
a bipartite graph and wj, w, are in the same part, {(A) and £ — £(P) — £(Q) are congruential. There is a
(v1,v2)-path R in G[A U {v{,v»}] of length £ — £(P) — £(Q). Then PU R U Q is a (w1, w»)-path of length £

which satisfies C1-C2, contradicting to the maximality of Q. This completes the proof. O
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4 Proof of Theorem 1.5

In this section, we prove Theorem Now we introduce the following two lemmas given by Sudakov

and Verstraéte [31]].

Lemma 4.1. (Lemma 3.1 in [31]]) Let P be a monotone property (closed under taking subgraphs) of
graphs, and suppose that for every graph G € P with minimum degree d, and every set X C V(G) of size
at most f(d),

IN(X)| > 2]|X].

Then every G € P of average degree at least 16d contains cycles of 3 f(d) consecutive even lengths, the

shortest having length at most twice the largest radius of any component of G.

Lemma 4.2. (Lemma 3.2 in [31]])) Let a > 0, 1/2 < b < 1 be reals such that for any positive integer n,
ex(n, H) < an®’. Then, for any H-free graph G of minimum degree at least 18ad, and any subset X of
vertices of G of size at most dzb%l, IN(X)| > 2|X].

Definition 4.3. ([25]]) For any connected bipartite graph H and u,v € V(H), let

0, ifu=wv.
m(u,v,H) = ¢ 1, if uand v are in the same vertex classes in the (unique) bipartition of H .

2, if u and v are in the same vertex class and u # v.

To prove Theorem [I.5] we divide our proof into three cases according to the average degree d of
the K, -free n-vertex bipartite expander. For the sparse case d < 1og””’ n, we can do better through the

following theorem.

Theorem 4.4. There exists g1 > 0, such that, for each 0 < &y < 1/5 and integers t > s > 2, there exists
do = do(e1, &2) such that the following holds for each n > d > dy. Suppose that H is a K ;-free bipartite
n-vertex (sl,sznz)-expander with 6(H) > d. Let x, y € V(H) be distinct, and let € € [log7 n,n/ log12 n]

satisfying n(x,y, H) = £{(mod 2). Then, H contains an (x,y)-path with length €.

We remark that Theorem {.4]is a slight variation of Theorem 2.7 due to Liu and Montgomery [25].

We omit its proof and interested readers can find it in Appendix

Proof of Theorem Let &1 be such that the condition in Theorem[4.4|applies, and we choose 1/n, 1/d <
c1 < 1/K < g1,8,1/5,1/t, t,s € N satisfying t > s > 2. Let G be an n-vertex K;;-free bipartite
(€1, &an%)-expander graph with average degree d and & = K~ . The case that d < 10g%% 1 is obvious
by Theorem 4.4} For the case d > en*~D/*, let d; = d/(288¢/*). Then by Theorem [2.5|and Lemma [4.2]
(with (H, a,b) = (K,,, 1'%, 1- 1)), for each X C V(G) of size at most df/(s_l), we have [N(X)| > 2X]. Let
f@d = df/ (s=1), Using Lemma yields that G has 3f(d;) cycles of consecutive even lengths, and the
length of shortest cycle is at most twice than that of radius of G. On the other hand, by Lemma[2.2] the ra-

5 4 1.3 150 Ui
= log (JZ)W]

dius of G is at most 8% log* (W) Thus, C(G) contains every even integer in
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Suppose that 1og>®n < d < en’s . By Lemma | we can find two (c1n, m*°, cin, 2m*)-units M;
and M, with core vertices vy, v, whose interiors are pairwise disjoint. Note that |[Ext(M;)| > c%nzmzo for
each i € [2] and |Int(M) U Int(M>)| < 2-2¢ npm?°. By Lemma there is a path Py of length at most m*
from some v € Ext(M)) to some v}, € Ext(M) while avoiding the vertices in Int(M;) U Int(M>). Then
we can extend Py to a (v, v2)-path Py of length at most m* + 2m* + 2 + 2m* + 2 < 6m* using two subpaths
in the units M, and M>.

8 wm? m . In the following, we will find a (v1, v;)-path P with length

Let ¢ be an even integer in [ZOOm
¢ while avoiding the interiors of P;. This implies that P U P; is a cycle of length at most £ + 6m*.

Consequently, C(G) contains every even integer in [300}718 o ] which completes the proof. Let D =

> 100

2,192

max{c o ,Tézo}, and ¢ = € - 16m* — ((A). Then m® < ¢’ < T Using Lemma 3.11| (with W =

V(P U(Int(M;)UInt(M,))), we can find a (D, m*, 16m4)—adjuster inG—(V(P)UInt(M)UInt(M3)), say

= (v3,va4, F3, Fa,A). Note that |V(F3)| = |V(F4)| = D, |A| < 160m® and ¢(A) < |A| + 1 < 170m3. For
i € [2],let U; = EXX(M)\(V(P1) U V(F3) U V(Fy)). Then |Uj| > 2n*m* — 6m* - 2D > ci*m®°/2 > 2D.
So there exists U} C U; with |[U;| = D and U} N U} = 0. Note that |A U Int(M) U Int(M>)] < D/ log* 2.
Then, by Lemma we can find a (u, v3)-path P, and a (up, v4)-path Q, for some u: € U, such that
V(P)NV(Qs) = 0, and €’ < £(P2)+€(Q>) < £’ +10m*. We can extend P, to a (v1, v3)-path P3 through the
vertices in M| and Q5 to a (v2, v4)-path Q3 through the vertices in M, with £ < £(P3)+£(Q3) < '+ 16m*.
Now, £(A) < € — (E(P3) + £(03)) < €(A) + 16m*. As G is a bipartite graph, £(A) and € — £(P) — £(Q)
are congruential. Thus we can find a (v3, v4)-path R in G[A U {v3, v4}] of length £ — £(P3) — £(Q3), which
implies that P3 U RU Q3 is a (vq, v2)-path with length £. O

5 Concluding remarks

In this paper, we find a balanced TKQ(dﬁ) in K;,-free graphs with average degree d. In general
the K -free condition seems like the most natural to force a balanced clique subdivision larger than
that guaranteed in a general graph. It would be interesting to generalise Theorem [I.3]to non-complete
bipartite forbidden subgraphs. Liu and Montgomery [25] give the first constructions for even cycles with
precise lengths using only an average degree condition. We improve their result to K ,-free graphs. It

would be interesting to find many odd cycle with precise lengths in non-bipartite K ;-free graphs under

an average degree condition.
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A Proofs of Lemmas 3.7 and 3.12]

In this section, we mainly complete the proof of Lemma The proof of Lemma [3.12]is similar to the proof
Lemma|[3.7] the sight difference is when prove Lemma[3.12] we use a unit (whose existence can be guaranteed by
Lemma [3.10) to substituted the bipartite graph G[A, B] in the proof of Lemmal[A.T]

2,192

Lemma A.1. Suppose t > s > 2 are integers, 1/d < ¢, &» < 1/1logK, €1,1/s,1/t. Let D = max{c T %—'Z’i}

and G be an n-vertex K ,-free (g1, 82n2)-expander with 5(G) > d and n < 3K772. Suppose F;is a (D, m4)-expansi0n
of vi in G for each i € [2], and W C V(G)\(V(F1) U V(F,)) satisfies |W| < 2D/m?. Then for any £ < %, there is
a (vi,v)-path in G — W with length between £ and € + 9m*.

Proof. Let (Py, P2, v3,v4, F3, F4) be a six-tuple satisfying the following properties.
D1. For each i € [2], P;is a (v;, viz2)-path in G — W and £(P;) + £(P,) is at most £ + 4m™.
D2. For each i € {3,4}, F;is a (D, 2m4)-expansi0n of v; in G — W with V(F;) N V(P;;) = {v;}, and V(P; U
F3)NV(P,UFy) =0.
D3. subject to D1 and D2, £(P,) + £(P5) is maximum.
Note that such a sex-tuple exists as (v3, v4, V1, v2, F1, F7) for any v3 € V(F),v4 € V(F») satisfying D1 and D2.
We claim that £(Py) + €(P,) > {. Suppose to the contrary that £(P;) + £(P;) < {. Let W = WU V(P U P,) U

V(F3 U Fy). Then |W’| < 2D/m® + 2(€ + 4m*) + 2D < 4D. It follows from Lemma 3.9 that d(G — W’) > d/4,

which implies that there exists a subgraph H” € G — W’ such that §(H") > d/8. Choose a vertex v € V(H’) and a
set A C Ny (v) with |A| = # and let B = Ny (A)\{v}. Note that H'[A, B] does not contain a copy of K,_;, with ¢
vertices in A and s — 1 vertices in B. Using Corollary [2.7)yields that

|B|>1(d/8—l) d ﬁ>D
T et 600 -

Since [WUV(P)UV(P,)| < 3D/m?, we have &(D)-D/4 > £(n)-D/4 > 3D/m> > [WUV(P;UP,)|. Then by Lemma
there is a path Q" from V(B) to V(F3) U V(F4) of length at most m*, avoiding (W U V(Py) U V(P2)\{vs, v4}.
Suppose that Q" has endvertices v; € F3 and v; € B. By D2, we can extend Q' to a (v3, v)-path Q of length at most
m* +2 + 2m* < 4m* avoiding V(P;) U (V(P))\{v3}). Since |B| > D, we can find a (D, m*)-expansion F}, of v in
H'[A,B]. Let P{ = PiU Q. As {(Q) < 4m®, Py is a (v, v3)-path of length at least £(P;) + 1 and at most £(P}) + 4m*.
Then, (P, P2, v, v4, Fg, F,) satisfies D1-D2 with £(P;) > £(P), a contradiction.
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Recall that |W U V(P U P,)| < 3D/m>. We have &(D) - D/4 > |W U V(P U P,)|. Then by Lemma there is
a path R of length at most m*, from some r; € V(F3) to some r, € V(F4) avoiding W U V(P}) U V(Py)\{v3, v4}. Let
Q; be a path from v;;, to r; in F;» of length at most 2m* for i € [2]. Then, P, U P, U 01U O, URis a (v, vy)-path
in G — W of length at least £(P}) + {(P,) > € and at most £ + 4m* + 2m* + 2m* + m* = € + 9m* by D2. ]

Next, we prove Lemma[3.7|by Lemmas and

Proof of Lemma(3.7} Recall that |U; UU,| > 2D and |V(F3) U V(F4)| = 2D. We have ¢(2D)-2D/4 > &(n)-2D/4 =
g - 2D/(4m*) > 2D/m*> > |W|. Then by Lemma [2.2] there is a shortest path Py, € G — W from U, U U, to
V(F3)U V(F4) of length at most m*. Without loss of generality, we can assume that Py goes from some v; € U to
V3 € V(F3). As F3 is a (D, 2m*)-expansion of v3, we can extend Py to a (v|, v3)-path P of length at most 3m*.

Let Wo = W U V(P). Then [Wo| < D/m® + 3m* + 1 < 2D/m’. By Lemma [A.1| with (Fy, Fa, D,m, W, ) =
(Us, F4, D, m, Wy, £), there is a path Q in G — W, from some v, € U, to v4 of length between £ and £ + 5m*. As
£ < €(P)+ €(Q) < €+ 8m®, the paths P and Q are desired. m]

B Proof of Lemma

In this section, we greedily find a collection of units whose interiors are pairwise disjoint. To achieve this, we first
prove that every Kj,-free graph is also dense even removing a “not big” vertex set, see Lemma [B.1] Note that

d > 10g* n > m*®. Since n/n* > K, we have m* > log* K. Let ¢; = 1/(1000r). For sufficiently large K, we have

cin > c1d"? > 10m™. 9

and
n/n* > m. (10)

for any given constant a.

Lemma B.1. Lett > s > 2, s’ > 200 be integers, and x > 0. There exists K such that the following holds for each
n and d satisfying n > Kn* and d > log® n. If G is an n-vertex K -free graph with 5(G) > d, then for any vertex
set W C V(G) of size at most n*m*, we have d(G — W) > d/2.

Proof. Let H = (V(G)\W, W, E) be a bipartite subgraph of G, and E be the set of all edges between V(G)\W and
W in G. Applying Lemma[2.6| with (G, A, B, 5, 1) = (H, V(G)\W, W, 5, 1), we have

|V(G)\W|(3(V<CS:)\W>) < t(lv:q).

That is,
dVG\W) - @VG\W) = D @VG\W) =s+1) _ t W (W=D (W =s+1)
s! = IV(G)\W| 5! ‘
Note that
@A(V(G\W) = s + 1)* <d(V(G)\W) - d(V(G\W) = 1)+ - (d(V(G)\W) — 5 + 1),
and

IWIAWI = 1)--- (W] = s+ 1) < [W[".

Thus, we have
t

dVIGI\W) - s+ ' < m

W

b}

and

d(V(G)\W) < W]+ s—1<mm*/n'!* <d)2,

1/s
(IV(G)\WI)
where the third inequality follows from and the choice of K. Thus we have d(G — W) > d/2.

We give the following claim, which helps us find many vertex-disjoint hubs.
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Claim B.2. Lett > s > 2 and s’ > 200 be integers. There exists K such that the following holds for each n and d
satisfying n > Kn?, d > log® n and any hy, hy < n/(1000). If G is an n-vertex K -free graph with 5(G) > d, then
for any vertex set W' C V(G) of size at most nzmsz’ we have G — W’ contains an (hy, hy)-hub.

Proof. By Lemma d(G-W') > d/2, and then we can find a subgraph H in G—W’ with 6(H) > d/4. Arbitrarily
choose a vertex vin H and let A = Ny (v), so that |A| > d/4. We simply say a star is nice if it has /(100¢) leaves and
the centre of this star lies in A. It suffices to find 17/(100¢) vertex-disjoint nice stars in H — {v}, which together with
v forming a (17/(1001), /(100¢))-hub. Let A” C A be a maximal subset such that we can find |A’| vertex-disjoint
nice stars in H — {v}. Let B be the union of the leaves of all these nice stars. If |A’| > r/(100¢), then we are
done. Otherwise, |A\A’| > d/4 — n/(100f) > d/8. Each vertex in A\A’ has fewer than 7/(100¢) neighbours in
V(H)\(B U {v}), otherwise that vertex could be added to A’, a contradiction to the maximality of A’. Therefore, as
O0(H) > d/4, each vertex in A\A’ has at least d/4 — n/(100¢) — 1 > d/8 neighbours in B. Note that H — {v} does not
contain a copy of K,_;, with ¢ vertices in A\A” and s — 1 vertices in B, since otherwise such a copy together with v
forms a copy of Ky, in H. Therefore, by Corollary 2.7} we have

1/(s=1) 2 2
Bl > d|A\A’| s T S
et 8s/(s=Der — 10442

As |B| = |A’|n/(100¢), we thus have |A’| > n/(100¢), a contradiction. ]

Now, we prove Lemma [3.10}

Proof of Lemma[3.10 We choose K to be sufficiently large. By Claim[B.2] we can greedily find vertex-disjoint
hubs H(w1), ..., H(w,») and H(uy), ..., H(uy,») in G— W such that each H(w;), 1 <i < m*?,is a (2c1n, 2c1n)-hub
and each H(u;), 1 < j < nm*, is a 2m*,2cn)-hub. Indeed, let

2 m
W = U V(H(u;)) U [U V(H(u j))] uw

i=1 j=1

Then [W’| < deyp>m®® + 2. 4c%772m32 +2-2cim - 2m* - ym® < 10 °m>2.
Recall that for a hub with a center v, S(v) is the vertex set of the neighbours of v in the hub, and B;(v) =

{v} U S (v). For simplicity, let Z = U:’flz Bi(w)) U ( Z':”;z Bl(uj)). Based on the hubs we found as above. We shall

construct a unit using some vertex w; as the core vertex of the unit. Let  be a maximum collection of internally
vertex-disjoint paths in G — W under the following rules.

E1. Each path P;; is a unique w;, u;-path of length at most 2m*,

E2. Each path P;; does not contain any vertex in Z\(B;(w;) U B;(u;)).

Claim B.3. There exists a vertex w; connected to at least c\1 vertices u; via the paths in P.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that each vertex w; is connected to fewer than c7 vertices u; by the paths in . Let
Int(P) be the set of interior vertices in all the paths in . Then by E1,

[Int(P)] < 2m* - m** - ¢ = 2c1qm™.

Let W, be the vertex set consisting of Int(#) and U;B,(u;) if u; has been connected to at least one of the vertices

w;. As there are at most m? - cn such vertices u;, we have

[Wi| < Int(P)| + m>2cin - @m* + 1) < 2¢qm® + deypm®® < c%nzmlz,
where the last inequality by @) For each 1 < i < m??, let T; = B;(w;)\W;. Then by E2 and the assumption, we
have |T;| > c1n.
As the graphs H(w;) are vertex disjoint (2c1,2c1n)-hubs, we have IU?SIZ Nuo(THl = 2¢1m - e - m*, and
hence we have

32 22 .3 292 12 2.2 32
[ UL, Nugeo(TONWI| = 21 m” — cipm = 2 cipme™™.
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Notice that there are at least nm®? — - c;m? > nm3? /2 vertices u ; which is not connected by a path in . Without

loss of generality, we write these vertices uj, ..., u,, where p > 17m32/2. By E2, U]P:]Bl (uj)NW; =0, and we have

| Uif:l H(uj) = Wil = 2m* - 2cim - qm®? )2 = eiPm'? > cin*m’>.

We will apply Lemma to connect U’" NH(W,)(T )\W; and U;.’ZIV(H (u;))\W;, while avoiding the vertices in

U:.’flz T; UW U W,. Since d > log* n > m** and n/n? > K is sufficiently large, we have
| U] T+ (W] + W] < ey + Dm® + 2e172m™ + EnPm'? < 4oy m™. (11)

Recall that &(x) is decreasing and n/5* > K is sufficiently large, we have

&1 4 S 100

gn) = > > —F,
") log?(15n/€2n,) — log*(15n/en?) ~ m*

12)

where ¢ is defined in Definition [2.1] Hence,
s(c%nzm”) . C%n2m32/4 > &(n) - C%n2m32/4 > 100 - C%n m>?/(4m*) > 4c2 m® > 4cPm®,

where the second inequality by (12).

Thus, by and Lemma there is a shortest path Fk, &, of length at most 2 10g3(15n Jexn?)/e1+1 < m* from
Ty, to V(H(u,)) avoiding W and W, for some k; € [m*?], k> € [p], and ﬁklkz can be extended to a (wg,, Uk, )-path
Py, of length at most 1 + m* +2 < 2m* in G — (W U W)), a contradiction to the maximality of P, as claimed. O

Hence, we may assume that w; connects to c¢17 vertices uy, ua, . .., ¢, by ClaimE For all (2m%, 2¢, 1)-hubs
corresponding to each u;, j € [cin], if we can find an (m*°, ¢;n7)-hub which is disjoint from UC"7 1Int(P;;), then
all such (m?°, c1n)-hubs together with UC'” P;j form a (cin,m 20 ¢1n, 2m*)-unit, as desired. So it remains to find a
(m?°, ¢117)-hub centered at u ; as required above for each j € [c177]. By E1, we have that each path P;; has length at
most 2m* and then | U“77 V(P;j)| < 2c177m It is possible to take a set of m?® vertices v € § 1(uj) for each j € [ci7]

along with ¢n vertices in S ;(v) avoiding UC‘" V(P;;), forming the desired (m*, ¢1;)-hub. O

C Proof of Lemma3.11

In this section, we shall prove Lemma We first claim that there are varieties of simple adjusters in G (see
Lemma [C.I)), which can be linked to many octopuses (see Definition [C.2). Now, we give the following lemma,

which helps us find many (D, m*/2, 1)-adjusters, and we postpone the proof of this lemma later.

Lemma C.1. Suppose 1/n,1/d < 1/K < &,&,1/s,1/t, and t,s,s" € N satisfy t > s > 2, s’ > 200 and
d> logs/ n. If G is an n-vertex K -free (81, 827]2) expander with §(G) > d and n > Kn?, then for any vertex set

W C V(G) satisfying |W| < 5D with D = G — W contains a (D, m*/2, 1)-adjuster.

10101‘ ’

Proof of Lemma[3.11] We prove the lemma by induction on r. When r = 1, by Lemma 1| there is a (D, m*/2, 1)-
adjuster in G—W. Next, we assume that there exists a (D, m*, r)-adjuster in G— W for some r with | < r < & 557 2m!2,
denoted by A, = (v, F1,va, F2,A1). Let W) = WUA | UV(F|)U V(F,). Then |W)| < 4D. By Lemma@ G-W

contains a (D, m*/2, 1) -adjuster, denoted by Ay = (v, F3,v4, F4, A). Note that |[F; U F,| = |F3 U F4| = 2D, and

[WUA|UA,| < W +20rm* < ™ %D/ Since &(2D) is decreasing when 2D > k and &(n, €1, k) = 1ogf—;ll/r;2 >
loggono/ = (here &(n, €1, k) is defined in Deﬁmtlon ,we have e(2D)-2D/4 > &(n)-2D/4 > g 2D pymoga > |WUA{UA;|.

By Lemma there exists a path P of length at most m*, from V(F)UV(F5) to V(F3)UV(F,) avoiding WUA | UA,.
We may assume that P is a path from V(F) to V(F3).

Due to the fact that F'; and F5 are both (D, m4)-expansions of v and vs, respectively, P can be extended to a
(v1, v3)-path Q of length at most 3m* via these two expansions. We aim to claim that (v,, F, v4, F4,A; UA> U V(Q))
forms a (D, m*, r+1)-adjuster A. It is easy to see that A satisfies Al and A2 of Deﬁnition As|A|UALUV(Q)| <
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10m*r +10m*/2 +3m* < 10(r+ 1)m*, A3 holds. For A4, let £ = £(A;)+£(Ay)+£(Q). Foreveryi € {0,1,...,r+1},
there are some i; € {0,1,...,r} and i, € {0, 1} such that i = i} + i,. Let P; be a (v, vp)-path in G[A| U {v|, v}]
of length £(A;) + 2i; and P, be a (v3,v4)-path in G[A, U {v3,v4}] of length £(A;) + 2i;. Then Py UQ U Py is a
(v2, v4)-path in G[A| U Ay U V(Q)] of length € + 2i, as claimed. ]

In order to prove Lemma|[C.I] we introduce a structure from [26]], called Octopus, which is comprised of many
vertex-disjoint simple adjusters.

Definition C.2. (Octopus). Given integers ry, ry, 73,74 > 0, an (ry, 2, r3, rg)-octopus B = (A, R, D, P) is a graph
consisting of a core (ry, rp, 1)-adjuster A, one of the ends of A, called R, and

F1. a family D of r; vertex-disjoint (r|, r», 1)-adjusters, which are disjoint from A, and

F2. a minimal family # of internally vertex-disjoint paths of length at most r4, such that each adjuster in D
has at least one end which is connected to R by a subpath from a path in #, and all the paths are disjoint from all
center sets of the adjusters in D U {A}. Obviously, |P| < |D|.

Proof of Lemma|[C.]} First, we claim that there are m>*° pairwise disjoint (6(’)7;01 o0 - ad_]usters inG - W. Let
W’ be the vertex set of these adjusters. Then [W’'| < (2- 5= + 10 - %) -m* < ’7 i . Applying Lemma
with W = W, we have d(G — W) > d / 2, and by Corollary 2.4 with G = G - W, there ex1sts a bipartite (81 8277)

expander H C G — W’ with 6(H) > {%. Thus, there exists a shortest cycle C in G” of length at most Tz and we
denoted by 2r the length of C. Arbltrarlly plck two vertices vy, v, € V(C) of distance » — 1 on C. Since (5(H) > & 16,
we can find a subset A; C Ny_c(v;) of size 355 for each i € [2] such that Ay N A, = 0. Let By = Ny_c(A1)\A, and
B> = Ny_c(A2)\A,. Note that G[A;, B;] does not contain a copy of K,_;, with ¢ vertices in A; and s — 1 vertices in

B;. For each v € A;, there are at least %d —|Cl = A1l = 1Az] = %d neighbors in B;. By Corollarywith 0:= %

yields that
L(d\({d\7_ »n
B> — (=]~ = .
et \32 /1400 3000¢

2
Therefore we can find two vertex-disjoint (#m,, 2)-expansion of v; and v, respectively, say F; and F,, such

that [IN(v}) N V(F))| < d for each v; € Np,(v;) for each i € [2]. Hence, we get a (607700,, é’(’)o, 1)-adjuster as desired by
combining F, F» and C.

An adjuster is fouched by a path if they intersect in at least one vertex, and untouched otherwise. The following
claim helps us to find internally vertex-disjoint short paths by connecting a vertex set to many ends of different

adjusters.

Claim C.3. Let x > 10 and X C V(G) be an arbitrary vertex set of size at most n°m*[2. Let B C G\X be a graph

with order at least n%ooo: and U be a subfamily 0f(6000t’ 05> D-adjusters in G\(X U V(B)) with |U| > m>*. Let Pg

be a maximum collection of internally vertex-disjoint paths of length at most m* |6 in G — X, each connecting V(B)
to one end from different adjusters in U. Then V(B) can be connected to 1200m**?°
in U via a subpath from a path in Pp.

ends from different adjusters

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that V(B) is connected to less than 1200m**2° ends from different adjusters in

U via a subpath from a path in Pp. Then we have |Int(Pp)] < 1200m**? - m*/6 = 200m**?*, and there are at

X+5

least m** — 1200m**2° adjusters in U untouched by the paths in Pp. We arbitrarily pick m**> adjusters among

2 X+5 2 0, X+5

those untouched adjusters and let By be the union of their ends. Then |By| = 220'301 = Lior- As 8" = 200

and d > log®" n > m*®, we have |X U Int(Pg)| < ?m*/2 + 200m™*** < p*m*. According to , we have

2 0, X+5 2 X+S

e(Sitor) * 5000 = €(n) - 4_3"600t > n*m* > |X U P|. Then by Lemma there is a path of length at most m*/6 from

V(B) to V(By), avoiding X U Int(#p), a contradiction to the maximality of Pp. m]

Next, we will use m?*? pairwise disjoint (65700 i " 1)-adjusters to construct m*® octopuses, and further to build

> 600°
a (D, m*/2, 1)-adjuster. Let Z be the union of the center sets and core vertices of all those adjusters.

Claim C.4. There are m*° (#gol,m“/ﬁ 600m%°, m*/6)-octopuses Bi=A,R;,D;,PH( <)< m%inG-w
such that the following rules hold.
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Gl1. A; are pairwise disjoint adjusters and A; ¢ Dj, 1 <i# j< m*0.

G2. Dj contains every adjuster which intersects at least one path in P;, 1 < j < m*.
G3. Paths in P; are vertex disjoint from Z and Aj, 1 <i# j < m*.
G4. All paths in P are pairwise vertex disjoint.

Proof. Suppose that there exist ¢ < m* octopuses satisfying the above rules so far. Let U be the union of the

m40'2772
so00r = 0007+ e say

an adjuster used if it is used to construct an octopus, and unused otherwise. There are at most m*’ - (600m?® + 1)

vertex sets of the ends of the core adjusters of the existed octopuses. Then we have |U| <

adjusters are used until now, so there are more than m'® unused adjusters. Let P = ;I.zl V(P;). Then |P| <
m*/6 - 600m*° - m*® < m%. Arbitrarily pick a subfamily B of m*® unused adjusters, and let B be the union of their

ends. Then |B| = % = %. Let U be the family of unused adjusters, except for the adjusters we picked

above. Then we have [U| > m'®. Let W) = WU Z. Then |W; UU U P| < (5D +m**° - % m )+ Z(;SOz +m® < Pm*0/2

asd > logS’ n > m2%. Then by Claim with (B, U, x,X) = (B, U,40,W, U U U P), V(B) can be connected
to 1200m° ends from different adjusters in U via some internally vertex-disjoint paths of length at most m*/6 in
G — (W U U U P). By the pigeonhole principle, we can find an adjuster in 8B, say A, such that A;,; has an end
R,+1 connected to at least 600m*° adjusters, say 9’1, via a subfamily of internally #’ ..

Denote by L, the other end of A,,;. Obviously, G1, G2 and G3 hold. As we find paths in ;.| avoiding

Wi U UU P, G4 holds. Thus, Ag.1, Rgs1, Dys1 and Py, form a (667;(” g(l)o’ 600m?°, m*/6)- octopus. m]
Now we have m*° (6350[,m4/6, 600m*°, m*/6)-octopuses B; = (A;,R;, D;,P;), 1 < j<m*. Let By = Ujﬁ L;.

Then |B)| = "
least 1m0 adjusters unused. Let U be the family of these unused adjusters. By Claim with (B, U, x,X) =
(B1, Uy, 32, W; U P U Q), we shall show that V(B;) can be connected to 1200m° ends from distinct adjusters in
Uy via some internally vertex-disjoint paths of length at most m*/6 in G — W; — P — Q. Reset P = U V(P s
then |P| < m®. By definition, inside each B; = (Aj,R;, D}, P), j € [m*], every adjuster A € D; intersects

It is easy to deduce that there are at most m*’ - (600m>° + 1) adjusters used, and thus at

V(P;) and thus there exists a shortest path in A of length at most g connectmg a core vertex of A to V(P)),
and denote by Q; the disjoint union of such paths taken over all adjusters in D;. Let Q = U’” V(Q;). Then
10| < m* - 600m2° - (m*/600 + 1) < m%. Note that |W; U PU Q| < (5D + m**° . ”31—0) +m® + m® < ?m*?/2 as
s’ =200 and d > log® n > m*®,

By the pigeonhole principle, there exists a core adjuster A, such that Ly is connected to a family D; of at least

600m20 adjusters, via a subfamily of internally vertex-disjoint paths, denote by P Then A, Ly, D), and P form

a (go00;> é’(’)o, 600m?°, m*/6)- -octopus. Note that (Ag, Ry, Dy, Py is also a (zb~ SO0 600m2° m*/6)- -octopus. For the

’ 600’
adjuster Ay, denote by Cj, the center vertex set of Ay, and note that Ly, R; are (W’ (’)”m)-expansions of vertices vy,
v, respectively. Let F| := G[V(L)UV(PHUV(D})], and F, be the component of G[V(R)UV(Pr)UV(D)]-V(P))
containing v,. Indeed, paths in $; and #; are disjoint from Z, and V(Py) and V(#,) are disjoint. Recall that for
every adjuster in Dy, every vertex in the ends of the adjuster has at most d neighbours in the adjuster, except for its

core vertices. As d > log* n > m*®, and V(P}) is disjoint from Z and Q, F} has size at least [V(Dy)| — n|V(P})| >

2. 600m2 - I — n - 600m* - m*/6 > n*m?, and the distance between v, and each v € V(F7) is at most

60001
% + %4 + % + ’31; + g’(’;) < m*/2. Then by Proposmon | there exists a subgraph of F’,, denoted by F5, which
is a (P*m*, m*/2)- -expansion of v,. Similarly, we can find F|, which is a *m*, m*[2)- -expansion of v;. Recall

that Cy U {v1, v} is an even cycle of length 2ry < ]6, and the distance between v; and v, on C; U {v{, v} is ¥ — 1.

Thus, (vi, Fi,v2, F>,Cy) is a (772 20 m* /2, 1)-adjuster, and by Proposition |3.4} there exists a (D, m*/2, 1)-adjuster
inG - W. m]
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D Proof of Theorem 4.4

In this section we give a proof of Theorem[4.4] To achieve this, we introduce a lemma from Liu and Montgomery
[25].

Lemma D.1 (Lemma 3.11 in [25]). For each k € N and any 0 < €1, &, < 1, there exists dy = do(e1, €2, k) such that
the following holds for each n > d > d.
Suppose that G is an n-vertex bipartite (&1, e2d)-expander with 5(G) > d — 1. Let m = % log® n. Let C be a

shortest cycle in G, and let x1, . .., x; be distinct vertices in G. For each i, j € [k], let D; ; € [1, logSk n). Then, there
are graphs F; ; C G, i, j € [k], such that the following hold.

(i) For each i, j € [k], F;; is a (D;, Sm)-expansion around x; which contains no vertices other than x; in
V(IC)U{xq,...,x).

(ii) The sets V(F; )\{x;}, i, j € [k], are pairwise disjoint.

The following Lemma can find a short path to connect two vertex sets together while avoiding a vertex set,
and we postpone its proof later.

Lemma D.2. Lett > s > 2 be integers. There exists some €1 > 0 such that, for any 0 < &, < 1/5 and k > 10, there
exists dy = dy(g1, €2, k) such that the following holds for each n > d > dy. Let G be an n-vertex K -free bipartite
(1, &2d)-expander with 6(G) > d.

Suppose log'°n < D < log"n, and U € V(G) with |U| < T g; , and let m = %Olog3 n. Suppose F1,
F> € G - U are vertex disjoint such that F; is a (D, m)-expansion of v;, for each i € [2]. Let log7 n<f<n/ log12 n
be such that € = n(vi,v2,G) mod 2. Then, there is a (vi,v,)-path with length € in G — U.

Now, we prove Theorem ff.4]by Lemmas[D.T]and[D.2]

Proof of Theorem[.4] Let & > 0 be such that the property in Lemma [D.2] holds. Let k = 10, dy = dy(&1, &) be
large and n > d > dy. Suppose then that H is an n-vertex K ,-free bipartite (g1, exd)-expander with 6(H) > d and

let x, y € V(H) be distinct. Let £ € [log7 n,n/ log12 n] satisfy £ = m(x,y, H) mod 2. We will show that H contains
an x, y path with length ¢.

Letm = %0 log®n and D = log'® n. Then, by Lemma (applied with C taken to be an arbitrary shortest
cycle in H), there are vertex disjoint graphs F, F), € H so that F is a (D, m)-expansion of x and F) is a (D, m)-
expansion of y. Then, by Lemma|[D.2]with U = 0, there is an (x, y)-path with length ¢ in H, as required. O

Proof of Lemma

We first give a lemma to find a (D, m, r)-adjuster while deleting a vertex set.

Lemma D.3. There exists some &1 > 0 such that, for any 0 < &, < 1/5 and k > 10, there exists dy = dy(e1, &2, k)
such that the following holds for each n > d > dy. Suppose that G is an n-vertex K, ,-free bipartite (1, 2d)-

<r <30mand U C V(G) with

expander with 6(G) > d. Let m = % log® n. Suppose 1og'’n < D < loghn, 1
|U| £ D. Then, there is a (D, m, r)-adjuster in G — U.

The following corollary is from [25]], which helps us to connect two sets of vertices using two vertex-disjoint
paths while avoiding a smaller vertex set.

Corollary D.4 (Corollary 3.15 in [25])). Forany 0 < €1, &, < 1, there exists dy = dy(&1, €2) such that the following
holds for each n > d > dy. Suppose that G is an n-vertex bipartite (g1, xd)-expander with 6(G) > d.

Letlog'’n < D < n/log'"n, % log’n <m <log*nand t < n/logn. Let A C V(G) satisfy |A| < D/log’ n.

Let Fy,...,Fqs C G — A be vertex-disjoint subgraphs and vy, . .., v4 be vertices such that, for each i € [4], F; is a
(D, m)-expansion of v;. Then, G — A contains vertex-disjoint paths P and Q with € < £(P) + €(Q) < € + 22m such
that both P and Q connect {vy, v2} to {v3, v4}.

Now, we finish the proof of Lemma|[D.2]

Proof of Lemma|D.2] There is a (D, m,22m)-adjuster, A = (v3, F3,v4, F4,A)in G- U, and t’(ﬂ) < |A|+1 < 230m?
by Lemma[D.3] Let 7 = ¢~ 22m — {(A). Then 0 < 7 S ASIAU UL < 2300 + 520 < i

are paths P and Q in G — U — A which are vertex disjoint, both connect {v;,v,} to {vs,v4} by Corollary @

there

—112
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Then £ < €(P) + £(Q) < € + 22m. Without loss of generality, we assume that P is a (v{,v3)-path and Q is a
(va, v4)-path. Now, 0 < £ — €(P) — £(Q) — €(A) < 22m. As A is a (D, m,22m)-adjuster, there is a v3, v4-path in
G[A U {v3,v4}] with length {(A), and therefore £(A) = n(v3,v4,G) mod 2. Then, as {(P) = n(vy,v3,G) mod 2,
£(Q) = n(va,v4,G) mod 2, £ = n(vy, vz, G) mod 2 and n(vy, v, G) = w(vy, v3, G) + 1(v3, v4, G) + m(v4, v, G) mod 2,
we have {—{(P)—{(Q)—{(A) = O mod 2. That s, there is some i € N with 2i = {—(P)—{(Q)—{(A), where i < 11m.
Therefore, by the property of the adjuster, there is a (v, v4)-path, R say, with length £(A) + 2i = £ — £(P) — €(Q) in
G[A U {v3,w}]. Thus, PURU Qs a (v, vp)-path with length £in G — U. m]

Proof of Lemma

The following lemma shows that a simple adjuster can be found even removing a vertex set.

Lemma D.5. There exists some &1 > 0 such that, for any 0 < &, < 1 and k € N, there exists dy = do(&1, €2, k) such
that the following holds for each n > d > dy. Suppose that G is an n-vertex K -free bipartite (g1, £2d)-expander

with 5(G) > d. Let m = 22 1og> n. Suppose D < log‘n, 1 < r < 30m and U C V(G) with |U| < 10D. Then, there
is a (D, m, 1)-adjuster in G — U.

The following Lemma provides a short path to connect two vertex sets together while avoiding a vertex set.

Lemma D.6 (Lemma 3.4 in [25]). For each 0 < €1,&, < 1, there exists dy = do(e1, &) such that the following
holds for each n > d > dy and x > 1. Suppose G is an n-vertex (g1, &xd)-expander with 6(G) > d — 1. Let
A, B C V(G) with |A|, |B| 2 x, and let W C V(G)\(A U B) satisfy |W| log3 n < 10x. Then, there is a path from A to
B in G — W with length at most ‘g log® n.

Proof of Lemma|D.3] We prove the lemma by induction on . When r = 1, it is easy to find a (D, m, 1)-adjuster in
G — W. Next, we assume that there exists a (D, m, r)-adjuster in G — W for some r with 1 < r < 30m, denoted by
A=Wy, Fi,va, Fp,A)). Let W = WUA, UV(F,) U V(F,), and we have |W;| < 4D < long n. By the arguments
mentioned above, we have that G — W, contains a (D, m, 1)-adjuster, denoted by A, = (v3, F3,v4, F4,Ar). We
claim that there exists a path P of length at most m, from V(F) U V(F3) to V(F3) U V(F4) avoiding W U A; U A;.

Note that |[F; U Fy| = |[F3 U F4] = 2D, and [W U A; U Ay| < ;)3” +20rm < 22 Then by Lemma such path

lo, = log’n

exists, as claimed.

We may assume that P is a path from V(F;) to V(F3). Then we can get a (vi,v3)-path Q € (F; UP U
F3) of length at most 3m, due to F; and F5 are (D, m)-expansions of v; and vs, respectively. We claim that
(va, Fa,v4, F4,A; U A, U V(Q)) is a (D,m,r + 1)-adjuster. Indeed, V(F,) N V(F4) N (A U A, U V(Q)) = 0 and
[ATUA UV(Q)| < 10mr+10-(m/2)+3m < 10(r+ 1)m. Let £ = €(A}) +£€(Ay) +€(Q). Forevery i € {0, 1,...,r+1},
there are some i} € {0, 1,...,r} and i € {0, 1} such that i = i; + i>. Let P; be a (vi, v,)-path in G[A; U {vy,v»}] of
length €(A;) + 2i; and let P, be a (v3,v4)-path in G[A, U {v3,v4}] of length €(A,) + 2i,. Hence, P U QU P, is a
(va, v4)-path in G[A; U A, U V(Q)] of length £ + 2i. ]

Proof of Lemma [D.5|Next, we give a proof of Lemma[D.5] A vertex set A has k-limited contact with a vertex set
X in a graph H if, foreach i € N,

INg (B (A) N X| < ki.
We need some lemmas from Liu and Montgomery [25]].

Lemma D.7 (Lemma 3.7 in [25]). Foreach 0 < g1 < 1,0 < & < 1/5and k € N, there exists dy = dy(e1, &2, k)
such that the following holds for each n > d > dy. Suppose that G is an n-vertex bipartite (g1, 2d)-expander with

8(G) > d. Let U C V(G) satisfy |U| < exp((loglogn)?). Let r = n'/® and £y = (loglogn)®°. Suppose (A;, B;,C)),
i € [r], are such that the following hold for each i € [r].
H1. |Aj = dy.

H2. B; U C; and A; are disjoint sets in V(G)\U, with |B;| < 1Og‘f}{‘|A[|.

H3. A; has 4-limited contact with C; in G — U — B;.

H4. Each vertex in Bg“_U_ B,-—C,»(Ai) has at most d |2 neighbours in U.

HS5. For each j € [rI\{i}, A; and A; are at least a distance 20y apartinG — U — B;— C; — B; - C;.

Then, for some i € [r], B?—U—B,»—Ci (A)) > loghn.
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Lemma D.8 (Lemma 3.12 in [25]). For any 0 < &1,&; < 1, there exists dy = do(e1, &) such that the following
holds for each n > d > dy. Suppose that G is an n-vertex bipartite (g1, exd)-expander with 5(G) > d and let

m = % log3 n. For any set W C V(G) with |W| < et there is a set B € G — W with size at least % and

en
100 llog
diameter at most 2m, and such that G[B] is a (D, m)-expansion around some vertex v € B for D = |B|.
Lemma D.9 (Lemma 4.2 in [25]). Forany 0 < & < 1,0 < & < 1/5 and k € N, there exists dy = dy(e1, €2, k)
such that the following is true for each n > d > dy. Suppose that G is an n-vertex bipartite (&1, e,d)-expander with

0(G) = d — 1. Let C be a shortest cycle in G and let x1, x, be distinct vertices in V(G)\V(C). Let m = % log3 n
and D < logSk n. Then, G contains a (D, m, 1)-adjuster (v{, F1,v,, F2, A) with vy = x1, vo = xp and V(C) C A.

Proof of Lemma[D.5] Let 0 < & < 1 be small enough that the property in Corollary [2.4] holds. Suppose that
G — U contains no (D, m, 1)-adjuster. Let A = 200mD, L = {v € V(G) : d(v) > A} and G’ = G — L, so that
A(G") < A. Set £y = (loglogn)®. Let Uy = {v € V(G\U : d(v,U) > d/2}. Let A = Uy and B = U. Note
that G[A, B] does not contain a copy of K, with ¢ vertices in A and s vertices in B. Then, by Corollary with

&7 = d/2, we have |A| < (@T';t)x < loglosk n. Therefore, we can assume that |Uy| < D'%. As 6(G) > d and
n > do(ey, &, k) is large, G — U contains at least (n — |U| — |Uy|) - d/2/4 > nd/8 edges. Let U; = U U U, so that
|Ui| < 10D + D' < 201og'** n.

Take a maximal collection A of adjusters in G — U, such that the following hold.

I1. The sets V(F| U F»), (v, F1,v2, F2,A) € Ay, are subsets of V(G’) and are all at least a distance 10, apart
from each other and from U;\L in G'.

I2. For each A € Ay, for some m4 with log3 dy < mg <m, Ais an (m%q,mg(, 1)-adjuster.

The following three claims can be found in [25]. For the sake of completeness, we include their proofs here.
Claim D.10. |A(| > n'/4.

Proof. Suppose that [Ag| < n'/*. Let W = (U; U (Ugea, V(A)\L. For each A = (vy, F1, vy, F2,A) € Ay, |[V(A)| =
|F1| + |Fa| +|A] < 2m% + 10mg < 3m?, and therefore [W| < n'/* - 3m® + 2001og™ n < n'/3. Let W’ = By (W), so,
as A(G’) < A, we have that [W’| < 2|W| - Al0h < p1/2,

Now, there are at most [W’|A < n'/?A < % edges in G with some vertex in W'. Letd = 4. As G — U contains

at least nd/8 edges, G — U — W’ contains at least % edges, so that d(G — U — W’) > d/8 = 8d. Then, by Corollary
G — U — W’ contains an (&1, &,d)-expander H with 6(H) > d. Let C be a shortest cycle in H. We will consider
two cases, depending on how many vertices of L there are in V(H)\V(C).

The first case is that |((VIH)\V(C)) N L| < 1. Let H' := H — (V(H)\V(C)) N L. Then §(H’) > d — 1. Note that,

for each X C V(H) with &,d/2 < |X| < |H’|/2 < |H|/2, we have
Nt (X)] 2 INu(X) = 1 2 [X] - (X, €1, £2d) — 1
> |X| - e(1X], &1, 82d) /2 + £2d |4 - (£2d /2, &1, 82d) — 1
> |X| - &(X], £1/2, £2d) + £2d /4 - £1/10g>(15/2) — 1 > |X| - &(1X], £1/2, £2d)

where the last inequality follows as d > % is large. So, H' is an (g,/2, &xd)-expander with 6(H') > d — 1.
Note that C is a shortest cycle in H'.

Let my = 2001og3 |H'|/e; < m, and note that, as |[H'| > (H)+ 1 > d > %, and dy = dy(e1, &2, k) is large,

my > log® dy. Picking arbitrary vertices x;, x € V(H’)\V(C) and noting that d > w is large, by Lemma
with (k, D) = (10, m2%,), H' contains an (m2,, my, 1)-adjuster (vi, F1,v2, F2,A) with V(C) C A. As A is disjoint
from V(F1U F2), V(C) € A and (V(H")\V(C)) N L = 0, we have thatV(F U F») is disjoint from L, and hence lies
in V(G’). Together with V(F| U F,) C V(H’) being disjoint from W’ and so 10{y-far in G’ from the ends of the
adjusters in Ay and from U, \L, this violates the maximality of A, a contradiction.

The other case is that [(V(H)\V(C))NL| > 2. We claim that there is a (D, 2m, 1)-adjuster in G — U. Let x|, x, €
(V(H)\V(C))N L be distinct and let my: = 200 log3 |H'|/e1 < m. By Lemmawith (k, D)ypg = (1, 1), H contains
a (1, mg, 1)-adjuster (vq, F1,v2, Fp,A) with vi = x; and v, = x,. Using that |A| < 10my < 10m, |U| < 10D, and
dg(x1), dg(x) = A = 200mD, pick disjointly sets X; C Ng(x))\(UUAU{x,}) and X, C Ng(x)\(UUAU{x}) with
|X1| = [Xa] = D—1. Letting F; = G[{x;} U X;] for each i € [2], and noting |A| < 20m, we have that (x, F{, x2, F}, A)
is a (D, 2m, 1)-adjuster in G — U, a contradiction.

This completes the proof of Claim{D.10} |
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Now, let A| C Ay be the set of adjusters (vi, ', v, F»,A) € Ay for which there is no path with length at most
£y from V(F1) UV(Fy) to L\U inG — U — A.

Claim D.11. |A4] > n'/4/2.

Proof of claim[DT1] Let r = n'/®. Suppose, for contradiction, that we can label distinct Ay, ..., A, € Ag\A;. For
each i € [r], that A; = (vi1, Fi1,vi2, Fi2, A;) and let P be a shortest path with length at most £ from V(F;;) U
V(Fip)to LN\ UinG-U —A,. Relabelling, if necessary, for each i € [r] suppose the endvertex of P} in V(F;; UF;3)
isin V(F; 1), and let Q; be a path from this endvertex of P} to v;; in F;; with length at most m,.

For each i € [r], let x; be the endpoint of P} in L\U, and let P; = P] — x;. We shall apply Lemma by
setting, for each i € [r], A; = V(Fi»), B; = A; U V(Q;) U {x;} and C; = V(P;). By 12, |A;| = mzﬂ_ > log6 dy. Since
do = do(e1, &2, k) 1s large, we have that |A;| > dqpg, where dj is the function in Lemma and thus H1 holds.

By A1, we have that V(F;2) N V(F;1)N(A;) = 0. By I1, V(F;») € V(G’) = V(G)\L. So that B; U C; and A; are
disjoint. Since B; = A; U V(Q) U {x;}, IBil < |Ail + Qi + 1 < 20mg. < bﬁi

' )

i

where the last inequality holds as

ma, > log3 (do(e1, &2, k)) is large, and therefore H2 holds.
As P; is a shortest path from V(F;;) U V(F;p) to L\U in G- U - A;, which has an endvertex in V(F; ), and

A; = V(F;,), we have, for each £ € N, that Bé,U, A-(A") has at most £ + 1 vertices in P}, and hence P;. Then, A; has

4-limited contact with C; in G — U — A;, and hence in G — U — B;. So that H3 holds.

Let R; be a path with length at most 10y from A; to L\(U U {x;}) in G — U — B; — C;. Then, there is a path
R C R; U F;5 from v;; to some vertex y; € L\(U U {x;}) with length at most 10{y + mg, < 2m — 1, and the path
Q; U P} is a path from v;; to x; with length at most mg, + £p < 2m - 1in G - U - A; with vertices in B; U C;.
Then, as |[U UA; U V(R) U V(Q; U P)| < 10D + 10mg, +4m < 10D + 15m, as x;, y; € L both have degree at least
A = 200mD, we can comfortably choose X; C Ng(x;) and Y; € Ng(y;) which are disjoint from each other and from
UUA;UV(R))UV(Q;UP)) and have size D —|P; U Q;] and D —|R]| respectively. Then, (v; 1, G[X; U V(P)) U V(Q))],
via, GLY; U V(R)], A)) is a (D, 2m, 1)-adjuster in G — U, a contradiction. Therefore, there is no such path R;.
Consequently, recalling that A; = V(F,), we have

£ £
B y_p-c,(A) = Bg_y_p,_c,(A)
which, by 12, is disjoint from U;. By the choice of Uy C U, we have that H4 holds.
Now, similarly, for any j € [r]\{i}, we have that

£ it
B(?—U—B,-—C,(AJ') = Bc?uUfB,fcj(Aj)»

so that, by I1, Bg’_U_B‘_C(A,-) and Bg’,_U_B,_CY(Aj) are disjoint. In particular, A; and A; are a distance at least 2{,

apartin G — U — B; — C; — B; — C}, and therefore HS holds.

Thus, by Lemma there is some j € [r] for which |Bg]—u—3,—ci(Aj)| > Ing n>D.AsFj,isan (mélj, ma,)-
%}lﬁU—B;—Ci(vlg)' > D as {y < m.
Therefore, by Proposition we can pick a (D, 2m)-expansion, F ;’2 say,of vi,inG—-U - B; - C;.

As x; € L, we can then pick a set U’ of neighbours of x; disjoint from U U V(F",) U A;UV(Q)U V(P") with

|U’| = D - IV(P_’j U Qj)l. Let F},1 = G[U' U V(P;.) U V(Q;)]. Note that F},1 is then a (D, 2m)-expansion of v;;

expansion of vj» in G — U — Bj — Cj, mg, < mand A; = V(F ), we have that |B

as Q; U P;. is a (v;1, x;)-path with length at most mg; + €9 < 2m — 1. Finally, note that (v;, F.'].,l, V2, F},Z,Aj) is

a (D,2m, 1)-adjuster in G — U, a contradiction. Therefore, [Ag\A;| < r = n'/8, and so by Claim m we have
Al > n'* == nl4)2. o

Let A} C A satisfy |A]| = n'/4/2. Then, | Ugea,” V(A < n'/* . 3m? < n'f3 by I1. Therefore,
U U B, (Usea,(V(A\L)| < 10D +n'/* - 2A% < n'/2,

Thus, by Lemma there is a set Z C V(G)\U which has diameter at most /2 and size 10m?D, and is a distance
at least £y in G’ from V(A)\L for each A € A7.

Let Ay C A be the set of adjusters (vi, F1,v2, F2,A) € A} for which there is no path with length at most m/2
from V(F{)UV(Fy)to Zin G — U — A.
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Claim D.12. |A,| > n'/4/4.

Proofofclaim Let r = nl/8, Suppose not, and we can label distinct A;,..., A, € A’I\Az. Say, for each
i € [r], that A; = (vi1, Fi1, vi2, Fin, A;) and let P; be a shortest path with length at most m/2 from V(F;1) U V(F;»)
to Z in G — U — A;. Relabelling, if necessary, for each i € [r] suppose the endvertex of P; in V(F, i1 UFip)isin
V(F;,), and let Q; be a path from this endvertex of V(P;) to v;; in F;; with length at most mg,.

We will apply Lemmato A; =V(Fi»), B; = A; UV(Q;) and C; = V(P;), for each i € [r]. For each i € [r],
similarly to the proof of Claim [D.T1] we have that H1-H3 hold. By the choice of Ay, for each i € [r], there is no
path of length at most £y from A; to L\U in G — U — B; — C;. Therefore, the sets B?—U—B,»—c,. (A;) and Bg)'—U—B,»—Ci (A)
are the same set, and thus, by I1, this set is disjoint from U,. Thus, A4 holds by the definition of U;. It similarly

follows that Bg’fo B,-—C,-(Ai) and Bg)fo B, (A)) are vertex disjoint for each j € [r]\{i}, and thus AS holds.

Thus, by Lemma there is some j € [r] for which |Bg_,_, . (A))| = IBg’_U_B/__Cf(Aj)I > D. Thus, as Fj,
is an (m;j, ma;)-expansion of v;> in G’ — U — B;j — C; by Il and 12, and A; = V(F)»), by Proposition there is
a (D, 2m)-expansion, F ;.’2 say, of v, in Bg’,_u_ B,-—C,-(V(F 2)). As Z was chosen to have a distance at least £, in G’/
from V(A;)\L, we have that V(F ;.’2) is disjoint from Z.

Now, as Z has diameter at most m/2 in G, Q; U P; U G[Z] is an expansion of v;; with radius at most £(Q;) +
€(P;)+m/2 < 2m and size at least D. Therefore, by Proposition@ we can find within Q; U P; U G[Z] a (D, 2m)-
expansion, F' ;’1 say, of v;, which then must be vertex-disjoint from A ;j and from V(F ;.,2) C Bg’,fo B,vfc,-(V(F i2))-

Thus, we have that (v;, F}’l RUTH F}’z, A_j) is a (D, 2m, 1)-adjuster in G — U, a contradiction. Thus, |[A;| > |Aq|—r >

n'/4/4, by Claim O

Let » = n'/8. Using Claim label distinct A, ..., A, € A, and say, for each i € [r], that A; =
i1, Fi1,vi2, Fiz, A;). We shall apply Lemmato A; = V(F;1 UF;,), B; = A; and C; = 0. Similarly as in the
proof of Claim [D.T2] the only difference being that A3 holds trivially as C; = 0 and A; is slightly larger, we have
that A3-AS5 hold.

Thus, by Lemma there is some j € [r] with |BgJ_U_Bj_Cj(A = |B§;J_U_Bj(A Al = 10m*D > 101log® n|U U

Bj|. Therefore, by Lemma there is a path in G — U - B; from Bg’_ -8, (A)) to Z with length at most m/4. Then,

asAj=V(F;1 UF;y) and B; = A}, there is a path in G — U — A; from V(F;; U F») to Z with length at most m/2,
contradicting A; € A,, and completing the proof. O
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