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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 Ks,t-free graph with average degree d contains a subdivision

of a clique with at least Ω(d
s

2(s−1) ) 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, Erdős 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 ( 1

2 − od(1)) log d. In this paper, we improve this low bound to(
s

2(s−1) − od(1)
)

log d for Ks,t-free graphs.

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

Keywords: balanced subdivision, average degree, sublinear expander, cycle

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 TK5 or TK3,3, where Ks is a complete graph of order s, and Ks,t is a complet bipartite graph with part

sizes s and t.
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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 TKk. It was initially studied by Mader [28] who showed such a d(k)

exists. Later, Mader [28], and independently Erdős and Hajnal [6] conjectured that d(k) = O(k2). After

some further results by Mader [29], the conjecture was confirmed by Bollobás and Thomason [2], and

independently by Komlós and Szemerédi [18, 19]. For graphs without specific structure, one can do

better. Let Ck 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

TKΩ(d), where Ck denotes a cycle of length k for an integer k ≥ 3. Kühn 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 TKd/ log12 d in C4-free graphs with average degree d. Balogh,

Liu and Sharifzadeh [1] proved that each C2k-free graph with average degree d contains a TKΩ(d) 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 Ks,t-free graphs and proved the

following more general result.

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

holds for every d > 0. Every Ks,t-free graph G with average degree d contains a TKcds/2(s−1) .

A natural extension, proposed by Thomassen [32–34], is to find balanced clique subdivisions in

graphs under a average degree condition. For a graph H, an ℓ-balanced subdivision of H, denoted by

TH(ℓ), is a graph obtained from H by replacing each of its edges into internally vertex-disjoint paths of

length exactly ℓ. A graph has a balanced TH if it has a TH(ℓ) for some ℓ ≥ 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 TKk. 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]

proved that G contains a balanced TKk, where k = Ω
( √

d
log10 n

)
. Simultaneously, Luan, Tang, Wang and

Yang [26], independently Fernández, Hyde, Liu, Pikhurko and Wu [8] proved that G contains a balanced

TK
Ω(
√

d). For C4-free graphs, the authors in [26] proved that

Theorem 1.2 ([26]). Every C4-free graph with average degree d contains a balanced TKΩ(d).

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

Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2.

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

for every d > 0. Every Ks,t-free graph G with average degree d contains a balanced TK
cd

s
2(s−1)

.
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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 Erdős and Hajnal [5], states that

∑
ℓ∈C(G)

1
ℓ
→ ∞ as χ(G)→ ∞, (1)

where χ(G) denotes the chromatic number of a graph G. As noted by Erdős, they felt that (1) 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, Gyárfás, Komlós and Szemerédi [15] prove that
∑
ℓ∈C(G) 1/ℓ =

Ωd(log d). Considering cycles in complete balanced bipartite graphs, Erdős [4] have previously stated

that the correct asymptotic lower bound was likely (1/2 + od(1)) log d. Recently, the conjecture was

confirmed asymptotically by Liu and Montgomery [25].

To prove Erdős 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 Erdős, 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, Verstraëte [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 Verstraëte [31] proved

that if a graph G has average degree 192(k + 1) and girth g, then G has k⌊
g−1

2 ⌋ 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 c > 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

k⌊
g−1

2 ⌋ cycles with consecutive odd lengths. For recent results in this field, we refer the interested readers

to [10, 12–14, 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 d0 > 0 such that the following holds. If G is a graph with average degree

d ≥ d0, then there is some ℓ ≥ d
10 log12 d

such that C(G) contains every even integer in [log8 ℓ, ℓ].

Our second result is to construct even cycles while controlling their length in Ks,t-free expander

graphs1. We mention that the elegant Komlós-Szemerédi [19] theorem shows that every graph has an

expander subgraph.

1The definition of expander is deferred to Subsection 2.1
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Theorem 1.5. Suppose t ≥ s ≥ 2 are integers and 0 < ε2 < 1/5, there exist d0, ε1, ε > 0 such that the

following holds. Let G be an n-vertex Ks,t-free bipartite (ε1, ε2d
s

s−1 )-expander graph with average degree

d ≥ d0. Then C(G) contains every even integer in

(1)
[

4
ε1

log3
(

15n
ε2d

s
s−1

)
, d

s
s−1

(288t1/s)s/(s−1)

]
if d > εn

s−1
s ;

(2)
[
300 · log8 n

ds/(s−1) ,
ds/(s−1)

100 · log12 n
ds/(s−1)

]
if log200 n ≤ d ≤ εn

s−1
s ;

(3)
[
log7 n, n

log12 n

]
if d < log200 n.

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 Ks,t-free graph with average degree d, then

∑
ℓ∈C(G)

1
ℓ
≥

(
s

2(s − 1)
− od(1)

)
log d.

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, Komlós 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 structures2. 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 = Ω(
√

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 Ks,t-free graphs for general integers s, t ≥ 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 Ks,t-free graphs, different from [25], we divide our proof

into three cases according to the average degree d of G. If d ≤ logs′ n or d ≥ εn
s−1

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 1.3 through two key lemmas (Lemmas 2.9 and 2.10),

whose proofs can be found in Section 3. In Section 4, we prove Theorem 1.5. The final section offers

some concluding remarks.

2The definition of adjuster is deferred to Section 3.
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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 ℓ(P), is

the number of edges in it. If P is an (x, y)-path, and P ∩ (X ∪ 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 Komlós–Szemerédi graph expander

We use the following notion of expaner introduced by Komlós and Szemerédi in [18, 19].

Definition 2.1. (Sublinear expander). Let ε1 > 0 and k > 0. A graph G is an (ε1, k)-expander if

|N(X)| ≥ ε1(|X|, ε1, k) · |X| for all X ⊆ V(G) with k/2 ≤ |X| ≤ |G|/2, where

ε(x, ε1, k) :=

 0 if x < k/5,
ε1

log2(15x/k)
if x ≥ k/5.

Whenever the choices of ε1, k are clear, we omit them and write ε(x) for ε(x, ε1, 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 ε1, k > 0. If G is an n-vertex (ε1, k)-expander, then any two vertex sets, each

of size at least x ≥ k, are of distance at most 2
ε1

log3
(

15n
k

)
apart. This remains true even after deleting

x · ε(x)/4 arbitrary vertices from G.

In 1996, Komlós 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 ε1 > 0 such that the following holds for every k > 0. Every graph G

has an (ε1, k)-expander subgraph H with d(H) ≥ d(G)/2 and δ(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 ε1 > 0 such that the following holds for every k > 0 and d ∈ N. Every graph

G with d(G) ≥ 8d has a bipartite (ε1, k)-expander H with δ(H) ≥ d.

5



2.2 Bipartite Ks,t-free graphs

In this subsection, we list some well-known results about Ks,t-free graphs. A basic problem in extremal

graph theory is to determine the maximum possible number of edges in an n-vertex Ks,t-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.

Kővári, Sós and Turán [17] gave the following theorem.

Theorem 2.5 ([17]). For every integers 1 ≤ s ≤ t, ex(n,Ks,t) ≤ t1/sn2−1/s.

We also need the following lemma from Kővári, Sós and Turán [17].

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

in A and s vertices in B. Then

|A|
(
d̄(A)

s

)
≤ t

(
|B|
s

)
,

where d̄(A) =
∑

v∈A d(v)/|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,t with t

vertices in A and s vertices in B, and in which every vertex in A has at least δ neighbours in B. Then

|B| ≥ δet |A|
1/s.

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 Ks,t 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 Füredi [11].

Theorem 2.8 ([11]). For all m ≥ s, n ≥ t and t ≥ s ≥ 2, we have

Z(m, n, s, t) ≤ (t − s + 1)1/smn1−1/s + (s − 1)n2−2/s + (s − 2)m.

2.3 Main tools and overview

In this subsection, we give an overview for the proof of Theorem 1.3. For simplicity, in the rest of the

paper, we write

η := d
s

2(s−1) .

Let G be a Ks,t-free graph with average degree d. Then by Theorem 2.3 we can find a bipartite expander

G′ in G. If G′ contains a TKℓcη for some c > 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 Lemma 2.11.

6



Lemma 2.9. Suppose t ≥ s ≥ 2 are integers and 1/d ≪ c ≪ 1/K ≪ ε2 ≪ ε1, 1/s, 1/t. Let G be an

n-vertex bipartite Ks,t-free (ε1, ε2η
2)-expander with δ(G) ≥ d/8. Then one of the following holds:

(1) There exists a subgraph H of G with δ(H) ≥ d
16 and |H| ≥ Kη2, which is an (ε1/2, ε2η

2)-expander.

(2) G contains a TK(ℓ)
cη for some ℓ ∈ N.

Lemma 2.10. Suppose t ≥ s ≥ 2 and s′ ≥ 200 are integers, 1/d ≪ c ≪ 1/K ≪ ε1, ε2, 1/s, 1/t. Suppose

n ≥ Kη2 and d ≥ logs′ n. Let G be an n-vertex bipartite Ks,t-free (ε1, ε2η
2)-expander with δ(G) ≥ d

16 .

Then G contains a TK(ℓ)
cη for some ℓ ∈ 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 ≪ c ≪ ε1, ε2, 1/s′ and d < logs′ n. Let G be an

n-vertex bipartite TK(2)
d/2-free (ε1, ε2d)-expander with δ(G) ≥ d. Then G contains a TK(ℓ)

cd for some ℓ ∈ N.

We also use the following result in [24].

Proposition 2.12. (Proposition 5.2 in [24]). Let 0 < ε1 < 1, 0 < ε2 <
1

105t , and let t ≥ s ≥ 2 be integers.

If G is a Ks,t-free, (ε1, ε2η
2)-expander with δ(G) ≥ d

16 , then G is also an (ε1, ε2d)-expander.

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. We choose 1/d ≪ c ≪ 1/K ≪ ε2 ≪ ε1, 1/s, 1/t. Let G be an n-vertex Ks,t-

free graph with average degree d > 0. By Corollary 2.4, G contains a bipartite subgraph G1 with

δ(G1) ≥ d(G1)/2 ≥ d/8 which is an (ε1, ε2η
2)-expander.

By Lemma 2.9, we can find either a balanced TKc2.9η in G1, or a subgraph H in G1 with δ(H) ≥ d
16

and |H| ≥ Kη2, which is an (ε1/2, ε2η
2)-expander. If d ≥ log200 |H|, then by the choice of ε2 and K with

Lemma 2.10, H contains a balanced TKc2.10η. Otherwise, d < log200 |H|. By Proposition 2.12, H is also

an (ε1/2, ε2d)-expander. Applying Lemma 2.11 yields that H contains a balanced TKc2.11η. Thus, we can

take c = min{c2.9, c2.10, c2.11} and then G contains a balanced TKcη. □

3 Proofs of Lemma 2.9 and 2.10

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 h1, h2 > 0, an (h1, h2)-hub is a graph consisting of a center v1,

a set S 1(v1) ⊆ N(v1) of size h1, and pairwise disjoint sets S 1(z) ⊆ N(z)\{v1} of size h2 for each z ∈ S 1(v1).

Denote by H(v1) a hub with center v1 and write B1(v1) = {v1} ∪ S 1(v1) and S 2(v1) = ∪z∈S 1(v1)S 1(z). For

any z ∈ S 1(v1), write B1(z) = {z} ∪ S 1(z).

7



Int(M)

S1(v1)

(h1, h2)-hub

Ext(M)

v1

v2

v3

v

B1(v1)

≤ h3

(h0, h1, h2, h3)-unit

Figure 3.1: An (h0, h1, h2, h3)-unit with h0 = 3 and h1 = h2 = 2, an (h1, h2)-hub with h1 = h2 = 2.

Definition 3.2. (Unit [24]) Given integers h0, h1, h2, h3 > 0, an (h0, h1, h2, h3)-unit M is a graph con-

sisting of a core vertex v, h0 vertex-disjoint (h1, h2)-hubs H(v1), . . . ,H(vh0) and pairwise disjoint (v, u j)-

paths of length at most h3. By the exterior of the unit, denoted Ext(M), we mean
⋃h0

j=1 S 2(u j). 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 ≤ D0 ≤ D. Then, any (D,m)-expansion of v contains a

subgraph which is a (D0,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)-adjusterA = (v1, F1, v2, F2, A) in a graph G

consists of core vertices v1, v2 ∈ V(G), graphs F1, F2 ⊆ G and a center vertex set A ⊆ V(G) such that the

following hold for some ℓ ∈ N.

A1. the subsets A, V(F1) and V(F2) are pairwise disjoint,

A2. for each i ∈ [2], Fi is a (D,m)-expansion of vi,

A3. |A| ≤ 10mk, and

A4. for each i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , k}, there is a (v1, v2)-path in G[A ∪ {v1, v2}] of length ℓ + 2i.

We call the smallest such ℓ in Definition 3.5 the initial length of the adjuster and denote it by ℓ(A).

Note that ℓ(A) ≤ |A|+1 ≤ 10mk+1. For convenience, we often call a (D,m, 1)-adjuster a simple adjuster.

Let V(A) = V(F1) ∪ V(F2) ∪ A.

3.2 Proof of Lemma 2.9

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(ℓ)
cη using some vertices in Z as

8



branch vertices, and greedily connecting each pair of those vertices with vertex-disjoint paths of length

ℓ. Otherwise, let H = G − Z. We show |H| ≥ Kη2 and H almost has the similar expansion property.

We first state the following two lemmas and then prove Lemma 2.9. 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 A. Recall that η := d
s

2(s−1) . Throughout the rest of the paper we

take

m = log
15n
ε2η2

and let ℓ be the smallest even integer larger than m10 in the following of this subsection.

Lemma 3.6. Suppose t ≥ s ≥ 2 are integers, 1/d ≪ c, ε2 ≪ 1/ log K, ε1, 1/s, 1/t. Let D =

max
{

c2m19η2

1020 ,
ε2η

2

1020

}
and G be an n-vertex Ks,t-free (ε1, ε2η

2)-expander with δ(G) ≥ d and n < 3Kη2.

If W is a subset of V(G) with |W | ≤ 2D/m3, then G−W contains a (D,m4, r)-adjuster for each r ≤ η
2m12

20 .

Lemma 3.7. Suppose t ≥ s ≥ 2 are integers, 1/d ≪ c, ε2 ≪ 1/ log K, ε1, 1/s, 1/t. Let D =

max
{

c2m19η2

1020 ,
ε2η

2

1020

}
and G be an n-vertex Ks,t-free (ε1, ε2η

2)-expander with δ(G) ≥ d and n < 3Kη2,

and let W be a subset of V(G) with |W | ≤ 2D/m3 and ℓ ≤ η
2m12

20 . For each i ∈ [2], let Ui ⊆ V(G) − W

with |Ui| ≥ D satisfy U1 ∩ U2 = ∅, Fi ⊆ G − W − U1 − U2 be a (D,m4)-expansion of some vi with

V(F1) ∩ V(F2) = ∅. Then there exist ui ∈ Ui and a (ui, vi)-path Pi in G − W for each i ∈ [2] such that

V(P1) ∩ V(P2) = ∅ and ℓ ≤ ℓ(P1) + ℓ(P2) ≤ ℓ + 8m4.

Proof of Lemma 2.9. We may assume that n < 3Kη2, or else we can just take H = G. By Theorem 2.5,

we have
n
η2 ≥

1
64t
. (2)

This means that

m = log
15n
ε2η2 ≥ log

15
64tε2

≥ max{50et, 50/ε1}, (3)

where the last inequality holds as ε2 ≪ ε1, 1/t. Let

∆ = max
{
d/8, cdm20s

}
(4)

and Z = {v ∈ V(G) : d(v) ≥ ∆}.

First, assume that |Z| ≥ d
16 ≥ 4cη. Recall that G is bipartite. By the pigeonhole principle, we choose

a subset Z1 ⊆ Z with 2cη vertices in the same part of G. We claim that for every v ∈ Z1, there exists a

subset S (v) ⊆ N(v) with |S (v)| = ∆/2 such that |N(w) ∩ Z1| ≤ d/η for every vertex w ∈ S (v). Indeed,

let A be a subset of N(v) such that |N(u) ∩ Z1| ≥ d/η + 1 for every u ∈ A. Let B = Z1\{v}. Since G is a

Ks,t-free graph, there is no copy of Ks−1,t with t vertices in A and s−1 vertices in B. Hence, by Corollary

2.7 with δ = d/η, we have

|Z1\{v}| = 2cη − 1 ≥
d

etη
|A|

1
s−1 ,

9



which together with (3) and (4) yields that

|A| ≤
(
ηet(2cη − 1)

d

)s−1

≤

(
2cη2et

d

)s−1

= d(2cet)s−1 ≤ ∆/2.

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

Now, we construct a TK(ℓ)
cη using some vertices in Z1 as branch vertices. Let P be the maximum

collection of paths, each of which has a length of ℓ, satisfying the following rules.

B1. Each path P ∈ P is a (vi, v j)-path for some vi, v j ∈ Z1.

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

disjoint from Z1.

In fact, we find paths in P greedily. In the whole process, a vertex v ∈ Z1 is called bad if there are at

least ∆/6 vertices in S (v) used in previous connections, and called good otherwise. Let W1 be the set of

vertices used in all connections. Then

|W1| ≤
(
2cη
2

)
· (m10 + 1) ≤ 4c2m10η2. (5)

Recall that for every vertex v ∈ Z1, we have |N(w) ∩ Z1| ≤ d/η for every vertex w ∈ S (v). By (3) and (4),

the number of bad vertices is at most

4c2m10η2d/η
∆/6

≤
24cm10η

m20s ≤ cη.

This means that the number of good vertices in Z1 is at least cη.

Claim 3.8. There exists a path in P between every pair of good vertices in Z1.

Proof of Claim 3.8. By contradiction, suppose that v1, v2 are good vertices in Z1 and no path connecting

them in P. Recall that |S (vi)| = ∆/2 for each i ∈ [2]. Let S i be the subset of S (vi) consisting of

vertices not used in the previous connections. Then |S i| ≥ |S (vi)| − ∆/6 ≥ ∆/3. Let S ′i := N(S i)\{vi}.

Note that G has no copy of Ks−1,t with t vertices in S i and s − 1 vertices in S ′i . By Corollary 2.7 (with

(δ, A, B) = (d/8 − 1, S i, S ′i )), we have

|S ′i | ≥
(∆/3)

1
s−1 (d/8 − 1)

et
≥

d∆
1

s−1

48et
.

Then by the choice of ε2, (3) and (4), we obtain

|S ′i | ≥ max{c2η2m19, 4ε2η
2}. (6)

Let W2 = S 1 ∪ S 2 and W0 = W1 ∪W2 ∪ Z1. Then |W2| = |S 1 ∪ S 2| ≤ ∆ and |W0| = |W1 ∪W2 ∪ Z1| ≤

2c2m10η2 + ∆ + cη ≤ 4c2η2m10 ≤ D/m3 by the choice of c. Applying Lemma 3.6 with W = W0,

we know that G − W0 has a (D,m4, 10m4)-adjuster, say A = (v3, F3, v4, F4, A), where |A| ≤ 100m8,

ℓ(A) ≤ |A| + 1 ≤ 110m8 and |V(F3)| = |V(F4)| = D. Let ℓ′ = ℓ − 10m4 − ℓ(A). Then 0 ≤ ℓ′ ≤ η
2m12

20 .

10



Note that |W0 ∪ V(F3) ∪ V(F4)| ≤ 2D + D/m3. By (6), we can find a subset Ui ⊆ S ′i\(W0 ∪

V(F3) ∪ V(F4)) with |Ui| ≥ 2D for each i ∈ [2]. So, there exists U′i ⊆ Ui, |U′i | = D for each i ∈ [2]

and U′1 ∩ U′2 = ∅. Note that |A ∪ W0| ≤ 100m8 + D/m3 ≤ 2D/m3. By Lemma 3.7, we can find a

(u1, v3)-path P1 and a (u2, v4)-path Q1 for some ui ∈ U′i with i ∈ [2] such that V(P1) ∩ V(Q1) = ∅, and

ℓ′ ≤ ℓ(P1)+ ℓ(Q1) ≤ ℓ′ + 8m4. Obviously, we can extend P1 to a (v1, v3)-path P and Q1 to a (v2, v4)-path

Q, respectively, such that V(P) ∩ V(Q) = ∅ and ℓ′ ≤ ℓ(P) + ℓ(Q) ≤ ℓ′ + 10m4. By the choice of ℓ′,

ℓ(A) ≤ ℓ − (ℓ(P) + ℓ(Q)) ≤ ℓ(A) + 10m4. Since v1, v2 belong to same part and G is bipartite, ℓ(A) and

ℓ − ℓ(P)− ℓ(Q) are congruential. Thus there is a (v3, v4)-path in G[A∪ {v3, v4}] of length ℓ − ℓ(P)− ℓ(Q),

denoted as R, and P ∪ R ∪ Q is a (v1, v2)-path of length ℓ, contradicting to the maximality of P. □

By Claim 3.8, we can find a (v1, v2)-path in P for every pair of good vertices v1, v2, which forms a

TK(ℓ)
cη in G.

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

(ε1/2, ε2η
2)-expander. Let X ⊆ V(H) with ε2η

2/2 ≤ |X| ≤ |H|/2. Since G is an (ε1, ε2η
2)-expander and

ε(x) · x is increasing when ε2η
2/2 ≤ x ≤ n/2,

|NG(X)| ≥ |X| · ε(|X|, ε1, ε2η
2) ≥

ε2η
2

2
×

ε1

log2(15/2)
≥ 2|Z|.

This implies that

|NH(X)| ≥ |NG(X)| − |Z| ≥ |NG(X)|/2 ≥ |X| · ε(|X|, ε1/2, ε2η
2),

and we are done.

It follows from δ(G) ≥ d/8 and |Z| < d
16 that δ(H) ≥ δ(G) − |Z| ≥ d

16 . To complete the proof, it

suffices to show |H| ≥ Kη2. Note that

∆ = cdm20s > d/8, (7)

since otherwise ∆ = d/8. It follows from δ(G) ≥ d/8 that Z = V(G) and so |Z| ≥ d/8, a contradiction.

By (7) and the the choice of c, we have

m20s ≥
1
8c
≥

(
log

30K
ε2

)20s

,

which together with (3) yields that n ≥ 2Kη2. Thus, |H| = n − |Z| ≥ n/2 ≥ Kη2. □

3.2.1 Building adjusters

In the subsection, we prove Lemma 3.6. First, we show that a Ks,t-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 < 3Kη2. Let G be an n-vertex Ks,t-free graph with δ(G) ≥ d.

Then for any vertex set W ⊆ V(G) with |W | ≤ min
{
η2

1000t2 ,
n
2

}
, 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 (V(G) \W,W) =
∑

v∈V(G)\W

dG(v) ≥ d(n − |W |),

On the other hand, by Theorem 2.8, we have

e (V(G) \W,W) ≤ Z(|W |, n − |W |, s, t)

≤ (t − s + 1)1/s|W |(n − |W |)1−1/s + (s − 1)(n − |W |)2−2/s + (s − 2)|W |.

Therefore,

2e(G −W) ≥ d(n − |W |) − (t − s + 1)1/s|W |(n − |W |)1−1/s − (s − 1)(n − |W |)2−2/s − (s − 2)|W |.

So, the average degree of G −W satisfies that

d(G −W) ≥ d − (t − s + 1)1/s|W |(n − |W |)−1/s − (s − 1)(n − |W |)1−2/s − (s − 2)|W |(n − |W |)−1. (8)

By Theorem 2.5, we have n ≥ 1
64tη

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

Using the fact |W | ≤ η2

1000t2 , |W | ≤ n/2 and n < 3Kη2, we can deduce that

d(G −W) ≥ d − c1d − c2d
s−2
s−1 − O(1),

where

c1 =
2(t − s + 1)1/s 1

1000t2(
1

64t

)1/s <
128

1000
and c2 = (s − 1)(3K)1−2/s.

Obviously, d(G −W) ≥ d/4 if d is large. □

Now we prove Lemma 3.6 by induction on r.

Proof of Lemma 3.6. Let G be an n-vertex Ks,t-free (ε1, ε2η
2)-expander with δ(G) ≥ d and n < 3Kη2.

First, we claim that for any W′ ⊆ V(G) with |W′| ≤ 4D, G −W′ contains a (D,m4, 1)-adjuster. It follows

from n < 3Kη2 that m ≤ log(45K/ε2). Thus, using Lemma 3.9, we have d(G − W′) ≥ d/4, and then

G − W′ admits a bipartite (ε1, ε2η
2)-expander H with δ(H) ≥ d

32 by Theorem 2.3. By Lemma 3.9, we

have d(G − W′) ≥ d/4, and by Theorem 2.3, there exists a bipartite (ε1, ε2η
2)-expander H = G − W′

with δ(H) ≥ d
32 . Using Lemma 2.2, we can find a cycle C in H of length 2r such that 2r ≤ m4

32 . Pick two

vertices v1, v2 ∈ V(C) of distance r − 1 in C. For each i ∈ [2], using the minimum degree condition of

H, we can find a subset Ai ⊂ NH−C(vi) of size d
600 such that A1 ∩ A2 = ∅. Let B1 = NH−C(A1)\A2 and

B2 = NH−C(A2)\A1. Note that G[Ai, Bi] does not contain a copy of Ks−1,t with t vertices in Ai and s − 1

vertices in Bi. For each v ∈ Ai, there are at least 1
32 d − |C| − |A1| − |A2| ≥

1
64 d neighbors in Bi. Now we

can use Corollary 2.7 (with δ := d
64 ) yields that

|Bi| ≥
1
et

(
d
64

) (
d

600

) 1
s−1

≥ 2D.
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For each i ∈ [2], we can choice subsets B′i ⊂ Bi with |B′i | = D such that B′1 ∩ B′2 = ∅. Thus, we find two

vertex-disjoint (D, 2)-expansion of v1 and v2 respectively, say F1, F2. We conclude that v1, v2, F1, F2,C

forms a (D,m4, 1)-adjuster.

Now we complete our proof by induction on r. It is true when r = 1 by the above arguments. For

1 < r < η2m12

20 , suppose that there exits a (D,m4, r)-adjuster in G − W, say A1 = (v1, F1, v2, F2, A1).

Let W1 = W ∪ A1 ∪ V(F1) ∪ V(F2). Then |W1| ≤ 4D. Note that G −W1 contains a (D,m4, 1)-adjuster,

say A2 = (v3, F3, v4, F4, A2). We want to use Lemma 2.2 to find a path P connecting V(F1) ∪ V(F2)

and V(F3) ∪ V(F4) avoiding W ∪ A1 ∪ A2. Note that |V(F1) ∪ V(F2)| = |V(F3) ∪ V(F4)| = 2D, and

|W ∪ A1 ∪ A2| ≤ D/m3 + 20rm4 ≤ 2D/m3. Recall that ε(2D) := ε(2D, ε1, k)is decreasing when 2D ≥ k,

where ε is defined in Definition 2.1. we have

ε(2D) · 2D/4 ≥ ε(n) · 2D/4 = ε1/m2 · 2D/4 ≥ 2D/m3 ≥ |W ∪ A1 ∪ A2|.

Thus, by Lemma 2.2, there exists a path P of length at most m4 from V(F1) ∪ V(F2) to V(F3) ∪ V(F4)

avoiding W ∪ A1 ∪ A2. Without loss of generality, we may assume that P is a path from V(F1) to V(F3).

It follows from F1 and F3 are (D,m4)-expansions of v1 and v3, respectively, that P can be extended to a

(v1, v3)-path of length at most 3m4 via the interiors of F1 and F3.

We claim that (v2, F2, v4, F4, A1 ∪ A2 ∪ V(Q)) is a (D,m4, r + 1)-adjuster. It is easy to check that A1

and A2 hold. For A3, we have V(F2) ∩ V(F4) ∩ (A1 ∪ A2 ∪ V(Q)) = ∅ and |A1 ∪ A2 ∪ V(Q)| ≤ 10m4r +

10 ·m4/6+ 3m4 ≤ 10(r + 1)m4. For A4, let ℓ = ℓ(A1)+ ℓ(A2)+ ℓ(Q). For every i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , r + 1}, there

is some i1 ∈ {0, 1, . . . , r} and i2 ∈ {0, 1} such that i = i1+ i2. Let P1 be a (v1, v2)-path in G[A1∪{v1, v2}] of

length ℓ(A1) + 2i1 and P2 be a (v3, v4)-path in G[A2 ∪ {v3, v4}] of length ℓ(A2) + 2i2. Hence, P1 ∪ Q ∪ P2

is a (v2, v4)-path in G[A1 ∪ A2 ∪ V(Q)] of length ℓ + 2i. This completes the proof of Lemma 3.6. □

3.3 Proof of Lemma 2.10

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 ℓ 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 ℓ (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 Ks,t-free bipartite expander. The proof is similar as Lemma 3.8 in [25], so we conclude it in

Appendix B.
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Lemma 3.10. Suppose 1/n, 1/d ≪ c1 ≪ 1/K ≪ ε1, ε2, 1/s, 1/t, and t, s, s′ ∈ N satisfy t ≥ s ≥ 2,

s′ ≥ 200 and d ≥ logs′ n. Let G be an n-vertex Ks,t-free bipartite (ε1, ε2η
2)-expander with δ(G) ≥ d and

n ≥ Kη2. If W is a subset of V(G) with |W | ≤ 4c1η
2m20, then G −W contains a (c1η,m20, cη, 2m4)-unit.

Lemma 3.11 gives us a desired adjuster, whose proof can be found in Appendix C.

Lemma 3.11. Suppose 1/n, 1/d ≪ 1/K ≪ ε1, ε2, 1/s, 1/t, and t, s, s′ ∈ N satisfying t ≥ s ≥ 2, s′ ≥ 200

and d ≥ logs′ n. Let D = η
2m20

1010t , and G be an n-vertex Ks,t-free bipartite (ε1, ε2η
2)-expander with δ(G) ≥ d

and n ≥ Kη2. For any set W ⊆ V(G) with |W | ≤ D
log3 n/η2 , we have that G − W contains a (D,m4, r)-

adjuster for any positive integer r with r ≤ η
2m12

20 .

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

We leave its proof in Appendix A.

Lemma 3.12. Suppose 1/n, 1/d ≪ 1/K ≪ ε1, ε2, 1/s, 1/t, and t, s, s′ ∈ N satisfying t ≥ s ≥ 2, s′ ≥ 200

and d ≥ logs′ n. Let D = η
2m20

1010t , ℓ ≤ η
2m12

20 and G be an n-vertex Ks,t-free bipartite (ε1, ε2η
2)-expander

with δ(G) ≥ d and n ≥ Kη2. Let W be a subset of V(G) with |W | ≤ D
log3 n/η2 , Ui ⊆ V(G) − W be

disjoint vertex sets of size at least D for each i ∈ [2], and F j ⊆ G − W − U1 − U2 be vertex-disjoint

(D,m4)-expansion of v j for each j ∈ {3, 4}. Then, G −W contains vertex-disjoint paths P1 and P2 with

ℓ ≤ ℓ(P1) + ℓ(P2) ≤ ℓ + 10m4 such that both P1 and P2 connect {v1, v2} to {v3, v4} for some vi ∈ Ui with

i ∈ [2].

Proof of Lemma 2.10. Let G be an n-vertex bipartite Ks,t-free (ε1, ε2η
2)-expander with δ(G) ≥ d

16 . Let ℓ

be the smallest even integer larger than 60m16 and let c1 be such that the condition in lemma 3.10 applies.

Using Lemma 3.10, we can find a collection {M1, . . . ,M2c′1η} of (c′1η,m
20, c′1η, 2m4)-units in G such that

c′1 ≪ c1, Mi ∩ M j = ∅ for i , j and suppose that each Mi has the core vertex wi. Indeed, suppose

that we have found M1, . . . ,Mi one by one for i < 2c′1η. Let W′ be the interiors of those units that we

have found. Then |W′| < 2c′1η(2m4 + 1 + m20) · c′1η ≤ 4c′21 η
2m20. Applying Lemma 3.10 on G (with

W := W′) yields another (c′1η,m
20, c′1η, 2m4)-unit Wi+1 disjoint from W′. Note that G is bipartite. By the

pigeonhole principle, we can find c′1η 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 M1, . . . ,Mc′1η. We denote by ui, j

the center of the j-th hub in Mi for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ c′1η. Let W be the union of the vertices on the (wi, ui, j)-paths

in all units. Then |W | ≤ c′1η · (2m4 + 1) · c′1η ≤ 4c′21 η
2m4.

Using the similar method as in the proof of Lemma 2.9 with a careful analyse, we construct a TK(ℓ)
c′1η/2

using some vertices in {w1, . . . ,wc′1η} 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′1η], the path Qi, j ∈ Q is a (wi,w j)-path of length ℓ, which is an extension of some

(Ext(Mi), Ext(M j))-path Pi, j.

C2. For each pair of units, there is at most one path in Q between their corresponding hubs.
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Let us call a unit bad if there are more than ηm16 vertices from its interior used in the Q, and good

otherwise. Let W1 be the set of vertices of Q. Then by C1 and C2,

|W1| ≤
(2c′1η

2

)
(60m16 + 1) ≤ 240c′21 η

2m16.

This means that there are most
240c′21 η

2m16

ηm16 ≤ 240c′21 η ≤ c′1η/2 bad units. Thus, the number of good units

is at least c′1η/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 M1 and M2. For i ∈ [2], let Ii denote the index set such that for each k ∈ Ii the center of the

hub H(ui,k) is not used in Q. By C2, we have |Ii| ≥ c′1η/2. Let Ai be the set of vertices in
⋃

k∈Ii S i(ui,k)

not used in Q. It follows from Mi is a good unit that

|Ai| ≥
⋃
k∈Ii

S i(ui,k) − ηm16 ≥ c′1ηm
20/2 − ηm16 ≥ c′1ηm

20/4.

Recall that hubs in Mi are vertex disjoint, which implies

|NMi(Ai)\W | ≥ c′21 η
2m20/4 − 4c′21 η

2m4 ≥ c′21 η
2m20/8.

Let B = Int(M1) ∪ Int(M2) and W0 = W ∪W1 ∪ B. Then

|B| ≤ 2 · 2c1ηm20

and

|W0| ≤ 4c′21 η
2m4 + 2400c′21 η

2m16 + 4c′1ηm
20 ≤ 2500c′21 η

2m16 ≤
D

2 log3 n/η2

as d ≥ logs′ n ≥ m200. Using Lemma 3.11 (with W := W0) yields that G − W0 has a (D,m4, 16m4)-

adjusterA = (v1, F1, v2, F2, A) with |A| ≤ 160m8, ℓ(A) ≤ |A|+1 ≤ 170m8 and |V(F1)| = |V(F2)| = D. Let

ℓ′ = ℓ−16m4−ℓ(A) for i ∈ [2]. Then 0 ≤ ℓ′ ≤ η2m12. For i ∈ [2], let Ui = NMi(Ai)\(W0∪V(F1)∪V(F2)).

Then |Ui| ≥ c′21 η
2m20/8 − D

2 log3 n/η2 − 2D ≥ 2D. So, there exists disjoint vertex sets U′i ⊆ Ui such that

|U′i | ≥ D. As d ≥ log200 n ≥ m200, we have |A ∪ W0| ≤ 160m8 + D
2 log3 n/η2 ≤

D
log3 n/η2 . By Lemma

3.12, there is a (u1, v1)-path P1 and a (u2, v2)-path Q1 for u1 ∈ U′1 and u2 ∈ U′2 in G − A −W0 such that

V(P1) ∩ V(Q1) = ∅ and ℓ ≤ ℓ(P1) + ℓ(Q1) ≤ ℓ + 10m4. As U′1 ⊂ Ext(M1), there exists a (w1, u1)-path

P2 of length at most 2m4 + 2 ≤ 3m4 in M1. Similarly, we can find a (w2, u2)-path Q2 of length at most

2m4+2 ≤ 3m4 in M2. Let P = P1∪P2 and Q = Q1∪Q2. Then P is a (w1, v1)-path and Q is a (w2, v2)-path

with ℓ′ ≤ ℓ(P) + ℓ(Q) ≤ ℓ′ + 16m4. Consequently, ℓ(A) ≤ ℓ′ − ℓ(P) − ℓ(Q) ≤ ℓ(A) + 16m4. As G is

a bipartite graph and w1, w2 are in the same part, ℓ(A) and ℓ − ℓ(P) − ℓ(Q) are congruential. There is a

(v1, v2)-path R in G[A ∪ {v1, v2}] of length ℓ − ℓ(P) − ℓ(Q). Then P ∪ R ∪ Q is a (w1,w2)-path of length ℓ

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

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.5. Now we introduce the following two lemmas given by Sudakov

and Verstraëte [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 ⊂ V(G) of size

at most f (d),

|N(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) ≤ an2b. 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 d
1

2b−1 , |N(X)| > 2|X|.

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

π(u, v,H) =


0, if u = v.
1, if u and 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 1.5, we divide our proof into three cases according to the average degree d of

the Ks,t-free n-vertex bipartite expander. For the sparse case d ≤ log200 n, we can do better through the

following theorem.

Theorem 4.4. There exists ε1 > 0, such that, for each 0 < ε2 < 1/5 and integers t ≥ s ≥ 2, there exists

d0 = d0(ε1, ε2) such that the following holds for each n ≥ d ≥ d0. Suppose that H is a Ks,t-free bipartite

n-vertex (ε1, ε2η
2)-expander with δ(H) ≥ d. Let x, y ∈ V(H) be distinct, and let ℓ ∈ [log7 n, n/ log12 n]

satisfying π(x, y,H) ≡ ℓ(mod 2). Then, H contains an (x, y)-path with length ℓ.

We remark that Theorem 4.4 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 D.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let ε1 be such that the condition in Theorem 4.4 applies, and we choose 1/n, 1/d ≪

c1 ≪ 1/K ≪ ε1, ε2, 1/s, 1/t, t, s ∈ N satisfying t ≥ s ≥ 2. Let G be an n-vertex Ks,t-free bipartite

(ε1, ε2η
2)-expander graph with average degree d and ε = K−

s−1
s . The case that d ≤ log200 n is obvious

by Theorem 4.4. For the case d ≥ εn(s−1)/s, let d1 = d/(288t1/s). Then by Theorem 2.5 and Lemma 4.2

(with (H, a, b) = (Ks,t, t1/s, 1− 1
2s )), for each X ⊆ V(G) of size at most ds/(s−1)

1 , we have |N(X)| > 2|X|. Let

f (d) = ds/(s−1)
1 . Using Lemma 4.1 yields that G has 3 f (d1) 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-

dius of G is at most 2
ε1

log3
(

15n
ε2η2

)
. Thus, C(G) contains every even integer in

[
4
ε1

log3
(

15n
ε2η2

)
,

η2

(288t1/s)s/(s−1)

]
.
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Suppose that log200 n ≤ d ≤ εn
s−1

s . By Lemma 3.10, we can find two (c1η,m20, c1η, 2m4)-units M1

and M2 with core vertices v1, v2, whose interiors are pairwise disjoint. Note that |Ext(Mi)| ≥ c2
1η

2m20 for

each i ∈ [2] and |Int(M1)∪ Int(M2)| ≤ 2 · 2c1ηm20. By Lemma 2.2, there is a path P0 of length at most m4

from some v′1 ∈ Ext(M1) to some v′2 ∈ Ext(M2) while avoiding the vertices in Int(M1) ∪ Int(M2). Then

we can extend P0 to a (v1, v2)-path P1 of length at most m4+2m4+2+2m4+2 ≤ 6m4 using two subpaths

in the units M1 and M2.

Let ℓ be an even integer in
[
200m8,

η2m12

20

]
. In the following, we will find a (v1, v2)-path P with length

ℓ while avoiding the interiors of P1. This implies that P ∪ P1 is a cycle of length at most ℓ + 6m4.

Consequently, C(G) contains every even integer in
[
300m8,

η2m12

100

]
, which completes the proof. Let D =

max
{

c2m19η2

1020 ,
ε2η

2

1020

}
, and ℓ′ = ℓ − 16m4 − ℓ(A). Then m8 ≤ ℓ′ ≤

η2m12

20 . Using Lemma 3.11 (with W =

V(P1)∪ (Int(M1)∪ Int(M2))), we can find a (D,m4, 16m4)-adjuster in G− (V(P1)∪ Int(M1)∪ Int(M2)), say

A = (v3, v4, F3, F4, A). Note that |V(F3)| = |V(F4)| = D, |A| ≤ 160m8 and ℓ(A) ≤ |A| + 1 ≤ 170m8. For

i ∈ [2], let Ui = Ext(Mi)\(V(P1)∪V(F3)∪V(F4)). Then |Ui| ≥ c2
1η

2m20 − 6m4 − 2D ≥ c2
1η

2m20/2 ≥ 2D.

So there exists U′i ⊆ Ui with |U′i | = D and U′1 ∩ U′2 = ∅. Note that |A ∪ Int(M1) ∪ Int(M2)| ≤ D/ log3 n
η2 .

Then, by Lemma 3.12, we can find a (u1, v3)-path P2 and a (u2, v4)-path Q2 for some u′i ∈ Ui such that

V(P2)∩V(Q2) = ∅, and ℓ′ ≤ ℓ(P2)+ℓ(Q2) ≤ ℓ′+10m4. We can extend P2 to a (v1, v3)-path P3 through the

vertices in M1 and Q2 to a (v2, v4)-path Q3 through the vertices in M2 with ℓ′ ≤ ℓ(P3)+ℓ(Q3) ≤ ℓ′+16m4.

Now, ℓ(A) ≤ ℓ − (ℓ(P3) + ℓ(Q3)) ≤ ℓ(A) + 16m4. As G is a bipartite graph, ℓ(A) and ℓ − ℓ(P) − ℓ(Q)

are congruential. Thus we can find a (v3, v4)-path R in G[A ∪ {v3, v4}] of length ℓ − ℓ(P3) − ℓ(Q3), which

implies that P3 ∪ R ∪ Q3 is a (v1, v2)-path with length ℓ. □

5 Concluding remarks

In this paper, we find a balanced TK
Ω(d

s
2(s−1) )

in Ks,t-free graphs with average degree d. In general

the Ks,t-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 1.3 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 Ks,t-free graphs. It

would be interesting to find many odd cycle with precise lengths in non-bipartite Ks,t-free graphs under

an average degree condition.
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[11] Z. Füredi, An upper bound on Zarankiewicz’ problem. Combin. Probab. Comput. 5 (1996) 29–33.

[12] J. Gao, Q. Huo, C.-L. Liu, J. Ma, A unified proof of conjectures on cycle lengths in graphs. Int. Math. Res.
Not. 2022 (2022) 7615–7653.

[13] J. Gao, Q. Huo, J. Ma, A strengthening on odd cycles in graphs of given chromatic number. SIAM J. Discrete
Math. 35 (2021) 2317–2327.

[14] J. Gao, J. Ma, On a conjecture of Bondy and Vince. J. Combin. Theory Ser. B. 141 (2020) 136–142.
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A Proofs of Lemmas 3.7 and 3.12
In this section, we mainly complete the proof of Lemma 3.7. 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 Lemma A.1.

Lemma A.1. Suppose t ≥ s ≥ 2 are integers, 1/d ≪ c, ε2 ≪ 1/ log K, ε1, 1/s, 1/t. Let D = max
{

c2m19η2

1020 ,
ε2η

2

1020

}
,

and G be an n-vertex Ks,t-free (ε1, ε2η
2)-expander with δ(G) ≥ d and n < 3Kη2. Suppose Fi is a (D,m4)-expansion

of vi in G for each i ∈ [2], and W ⊆ V(G)\(V(F1) ∪ V(F2)) satisfies |W | ≤ 2D/m3. Then for any ℓ ≤ η
2m12

20 , there is

a (v1, v2)-path in G −W with length between ℓ and ℓ + 9m4.

Proof. Let (P1, P2, v3, v4, F3, F4) be a six-tuple satisfying the following properties.
D1. For each i ∈ [2], Pi is a (vi, vi+2)-path in G −W and ℓ(P1) + ℓ(P2) is at most ℓ + 4m4.
D2. For each i ∈ {3, 4}, Fi is a (D, 2m4)-expansion of vi in G − W with V(Fi) ∩ V(Pi−2) = {vi}, and V(P1 ∪

F3) ∩ V(P2 ∪ F4) = ∅.
D3. subject to D1 and D2, ℓ(P1) + ℓ(P2) is maximum.
Note that such a sex-tuple exists as (v3, v4, v1, v2, F1, F2) for any v3 ∈ V(F1), v4 ∈ V(F2) satisfying D1 and D2.
We claim that ℓ(P1) + ℓ(P2) ≥ ℓ. Suppose to the contrary that ℓ(P1) + ℓ(P2) < ℓ. Let W ′ = W ∪ V(P1 ∪ P2) ∪

V(F3 ∪ F4). Then |W ′| ≤ 2D/m3 + 2(ℓ + 4m4) + 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 δ(H′) ≥ d/8. Choose a vertex v ∈ V(H′) and a
set A ⊆ NH′ (v) with |A| = d

600 and let B = NH′ (A)\{v}. Note that H′[A, B] does not contain a copy of Ks−1,t with t
vertices in A and s − 1 vertices in B. Using Corollary 2.7 yields that

|B| ≥
1
et

(d/8 − 1)
(

d
600

) 1
s−1

≥ D.

Since |W∪V(P1)∪V(P2)| ≤ 3D/m3, we have ε(D)·D/4 ≥ ε(n)·D/4 ≥ 3D/m3 ≥ |W∪V(P1∪P2)|. Then by Lemma
2.2, there is a path Q′ from V(B) to V(F3) ∪ V(F4) of length at most m4, avoiding (W ∪ V(P1) ∪ V(P2))\{v3, v4}.
Suppose that Q′ has endvertices v′′3 ∈ F3 and v′3 ∈ B. By D2, we can extend Q′ to a (v3, v)-path Q of length at most

m4 + 2 + 2m4 ≤ 4m4 avoiding V(P2) ∪ (V(P1)\{v3}). Since |B| ≥ D, we can find a (D,m4)-expansion F′3 of v in

H′[A, B]. Let P′1 = P1 ∪Q. As ℓ(Q) ≤ 4m4, P1 is a (v, v3)-path of length at least ℓ(P1)+ 1 and at most ℓ(P1)+ 4m4.
Then, (P′1, P2, v, v4, F′3, F4) satisfies D1-D2 with ℓ(P1) > ℓ(P), a contradiction.
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Recall that |W ∪ V(P1 ∪ P2)| ≤ 3D/m3. We have ε(D) · D/4 ≥ |W ∪ V(P1 ∪ P2)|. Then by Lemma 2.2, there is
a path R of length at most m4, from some r1 ∈ V(F3) to some r2 ∈ V(F4) avoiding W ∪V(P1)∪V(P2)\{v3, v4}. Let
Qi be a path from vi+2 to ri in Fi+2 of length at most 2m4 for i ∈ [2]. Then, P1 ∪ P2 ∪ Q1 ∪ Q2 ∪ R is a (v1, v2)-path
in G −W of length at least ℓ(P1) + ℓ(P2) ≥ ℓ and at most ℓ + 4m4 + 2m4 + 2m4 + m4 = ℓ + 9m4 by D2. □

Next, we prove Lemma 3.7 by Lemmas A.1 and 2.2.

Proof of Lemma 3.7. Recall that |U1∪U2| ≥ 2D and |V(F3)∪V(F4)| = 2D. We have ε(2D) ·2D/4 ≥ ε(n) ·2D/4 =
ε1 · 2D/(4m2) ≥ 2D/m3 ≥ |W |. Then by Lemma 2.2, there is a shortest path P0 ⊆ G − W from U1 ∪ U2 to
V(F3)∪ V(F4) of length at most m4. Without loss of generality, we can assume that P0 goes from some v1 ∈ U1 to
v3 ∈ V(F3). As F3 is a (D, 2m4)-expansion of v3, we can extend P0 to a (v1, v3)-path P of length at most 3m4.

Let W0 = W ∪ V(P). Then |W0| ≤ D/m3 + 3m4 + 1 ≤ 2D/m3. By Lemma A.1 with (F1, F2,D,m,W, ℓ) =
(U2, F4,D,m,W0, ℓ), there is a path Q in G − W0 from some v2 ∈ U2 to v4 of length between ℓ and ℓ + 5m4. As
ℓ ≤ ℓ(P) + ℓ(Q) ≤ ℓ + 8m4, the paths P and Q are desired. □

B Proof of Lemma 3.10
In this section, we greedily find a collection of units whose interiors are pairwise disjoint. To achieve this, we first
prove that every Ks,t-free graph is also dense even removing a “not big” vertex set, see Lemma B.1. Note that

d ≥ log200 n ≥ m200. Since n/η2 ≥ K, we have m4 ≥ log4 K. Let c1 = 1/(1000t). For sufficiently large K, we have

c1η > c1d1/2 ≥ 10m40. (9)

and
n/η2 ≥ ma. (10)

for any given constant a.

Lemma B.1. Let t ≥ s ≥ 2, s′ ≥ 200 be integers, and x > 0. There exists K such that the following holds for each

n and d satisfying n ≥ Kη2 and d ≥ logs′ n. If G is an n-vertex Ks,t-free graph with δ(G) ≥ d, then for any vertex
set W ⊆ V(G) of size at most η2mx, 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, s, t) = (H,V(G)\W,W, s, t), we have

|V(G)\W |
(

d(V(G)\W)
s

)
≤ t

(
|W |
s

)
.

That is,

d(V(G)\W) · (d(V(G)\W) − 1) · · · (d(V(G)\W) − s + 1)
s!

≤
t

|V(G)\W |
·
|W | · (|W | − 1) · · · (|W | − s + 1)

s!
.

Note that
(d(V(G)\W) − s + 1)s ≤ d(V(G)\W) · (d(V(G)\W) − 1) · · · (d(V(G)\W) − s + 1),

and
|W |(|W | − 1) · · · (|W | − s + 1) ≤ |W |s.

Thus, we have

(d(V(G)\W) − s + 1)s ≤
t

|V(G)\W |
|W |s,

and

d(V(G)\W) ≤
(

t
|V(G)\W |

)1/s

|W | + s − 1 ≤ tη2mx/n1/s ≤ d/2,

where the third inequality follows from (10) 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. Let t ≥ s ≥ 2 and s′ ≥ 200 be integers. There exists K such that the following holds for each n and d

satisfying n ≥ Kη2, d ≥ logs′ n and any h1, h2 ≤ η/(100t). If G is an n-vertex Ks,t-free graph with δ(G) ≥ d, then
for any vertex set W ′ ⊆ V(G) of size at most η2m52, we have G −W ′ contains an (h1, h2)-hub.

Proof. By Lemma B.1, d(G−W ′) ≥ d/2, and then we can find a subgraph H in G−W ′ with δ(H) ≥ d/4. Arbitrarily
choose a vertex v in H and let A = NH(v), so that |A| ≥ d/4. We simply say a star is nice if it has η/(100t) leaves and
the centre of this star lies in A. It suffices to find η/(100t) vertex-disjoint nice stars in H − {v}, which together with
v forming a (η/(100t), η/(100t))-hub. Let A′ ⊂ 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′| ≥ η/(100t), then we are
done. Otherwise, |A\A′| ≥ d/4 − η/(100t) ≥ d/8. Each vertex in A\A′ has fewer than η/(100t) neighbours in
V(H)\(B ∪ {v}), otherwise that vertex could be added to A′, a contradiction to the maximality of A′. Therefore, as
δ(H) ≥ d/4, each vertex in A\A′ has at least d/4 − η/(100t) − 1 ≥ d/8 neighbours in B. Note that H − {v} does not
contain a copy of Ks−1,t with t vertices in A\A′ and s − 1 vertices in B, since otherwise such a copy together with v
forms a copy of Ks,t in H. Therefore, by Corollary 2.7, we have

|B| ≥
d|A\A′|1/(s−1)

8et
≥

η2

8s/(s−1)et
≥
η2

104t2 .

As |B| = |A′|η/(100t), we thus have |A′| ≥ η/(100t), 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(wm32 ) and H(u1), . . . ,H(uηm32 ) in G−W such that each H(wi), 1 ≤ i ≤ m32, is a (2c1η, 2c1η)-hub

and each H(u j), 1 ≤ j ≤ ηm32, is a (2m20, 2c1η)-hub. Indeed, let

W ′ =
m32⋃
i=1

V(H(ui)) ∪

ηm
32⋃

j=1

V(H(u j))

 ∪W

Then |W ′| ≤ 4c1η
2m20 + 2 · 4c2

1η
2m32 + 2 · 2c1η · 2m20 · ηm32 ≤ 10c1η

2m52.
Recall that for a hub with a center v, S 1(v) is the vertex set of the neighbours of v in the hub, and B1(v) =

{v} ∪ S 1(v). For simplicity, let Z =
⋃m32

i=1 B1(wi) ∪
(⋃ηm32

j=1 B1(u j)
)
. Based on the hubs we found as above. We shall

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

E1. Each path Pi j is a unique wi, u j-path of length at most 2m4.
E2. Each path Pi j does not contain any vertex in Z\(B1(wi) ∪ B1(u j)).

Claim B.3. There exists a vertex wi connected to at least c1η vertices u j via the paths in P.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that each vertex wi is connected to fewer than c1η vertices u j by the paths in P. Let
Int(P) be the set of interior vertices in all the paths in P. Then by E1,

|Int(P)| ≤ 2m4 · m32 · c1η = 2c1ηm36.

Let W1 be the vertex set consisting of Int(P) and ∪ jB1(u j) if u j has been connected to at least one of the vertices

wi. As there are at most m32 · cη such vertices u j, we have

|W1| ≤ |Int(P)| + m32c1η · (2m20 + 1) ≤ 2c1ηm36 + 4c1ηm52 ≤ c2
1η

2m12,

where the last inequality by (9). For each 1 ≤ i ≤ m32, let Ti = B1(wi)\W1. Then by E2 and the assumption, we
have |Ti| ≥ c1η.

As the graphs H(wi) are vertex disjoint (2c1η, 2c1η)-hubs, we have |
⋃m32

i=1 NH(wi)(Ti)| ≥ 2c1η · c1η · m32, and
hence we have

| ∪m32

i=1 NH(wi)(Ti)\W1| ≥ 2c2
1η

2m32 − c2
1η

2m12 ≥ c2
1η

2m32.
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Notice that there are at least ηm32 − η · c1m32 ≥ ηm32/2 vertices u j which is not connected by a path in P. Without

loss of generality, we write these vertices u1, . . . , up, where p ≥ ηm32/2. By E2, ∪p
j=1B1(u j)∩W1 = ∅, and we have

| ∪
p
j=1 H(u j) −W1| ≥ 2m20 · 2c1η · ηm32/2 − c2

1η
2m12 ≥ c2

1η
2m52.

We will apply Lemma 2.2 to connect ∪m32

i=1 NH(wi)(Ti)\W1 and ∪p
j=1V(H(u j))\W1, while avoiding the vertices in⋃m32

i=1 Ti ∪W ∪W1. Since d ≥ logs′ n ≥ m200 and n/η2 ≥ K is sufficiently large, we have

| ∪m32

i=1 Ti| + |W | + |W1| ≤ (2c1η + 1)m32 + 2c1η
2m20 + c2

1η
2m12 ≤ 4c1η

2m20. (11)

Recall that ε(x) is decreasing and n/η2 ≥ K is sufficiently large, we have

ε(n) =
ε1

log2(15n/ε2η2)
≥

4
log3(15n/ε2η2)

≥
100
m4 , (12)

where ε is defined in Definition 2.1. Hence,

ε(c2
1η

2m32) · c2
1η

2m32/4 ≥ ε(n) · c2
1η

2m32/4 ≥ 100 · c2
1η

2m32/(4m4) ≥ 4c2
1η

2m28 ≥ 4c1η
2m20,

where the second inequality by (12).

Thus, by (11) and Lemma 2.2, there is a shortest path Pk1k2 of length at most 2 log3(15n/ε2η
2)/ε1+1 ≤ m4 from

Tk1 to V(H(uk2 )) avoiding W and W1 for some k1 ∈ [m32], k2 ∈ [p], and Pk1k2 can be extended to a (wk1 , uk2 )-path
Pk1k2 of length at most 1 +m4 + 2 ≤ 2m4 in G − (W ∪W1), a contradiction to the maximality of P, as claimed. □

Hence, we may assume that wi connects to c1η vertices u1, u2, . . . , uc1η by Claim B.3. For all (2m20, 2c1η)-hubs

corresponding to each u j, j ∈ [c1η], if we can find an (m20, c1η)-hub which is disjoint from ∪c1η
j=1Int(Pi j), then

all such (m20, c1η)-hubs together with ∪c1η
j=1Pi j form a (c1η,m20, c1η, 2m4)-unit, as desired. So it remains to find a

(m20, c1η)-hub centered at u j as required above for each j ∈ [c1η]. By E1, we have that each path Pi j has length at

most 2m4 and then | ∪c1η
j=1 V(Pi j)| ≤ 2c1ηm4. It is possible to take a set of m20 vertices v ∈ S 1(u j) for each j ∈ [c1η]

along with c1η vertices in S 1(v) avoiding ∪c1η
j=1V(Pi j), forming the desired (m20, c1η)-hub. □

C Proof of Lemma 3.11
In this section, we shall prove Lemma 3.11. We first claim that there are varieties of simple adjusters in G (see
Lemma C.1), which can be linked to many octopuses (see Definition C.2). Now, we give the following lemma,
which helps us find many (D,m4/2, 1)-adjusters, and we postpone the proof of this lemma later.

Lemma C.1. Suppose 1/n, 1/d ≪ 1/K ≪ ε1, ε2, 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 Ks,t-free (ε1, ε2η
2)-expander with δ(G) ≥ d and n ≥ Kη2, then for any vertex set

W ⊆ V(G) satisfying |W | ≤ 5D with D = η
2m20

1010t , G −W contains a (D,m4/2, 1)-adjuster.

Proof of Lemma 3.11. We prove the lemma by induction on r. When r = 1, by Lemma C.1, there is a (D,m4/2, 1)-
adjuster in G−W. Next, we assume that there exists a (D,m4, r)-adjuster in G−W for some r with 1 < r ≤ 1

20η
2m12,

denoted byA1 = (v1, F1, v2, F2, A1). Let W1 = W ∪ A1 ∪V(F1)∪V(F2). Then |W1| ≤ 4D. By Lemma C.1, G−W1

contains a (D,m4/2, 1)-adjuster, denoted by A2 = (v3, F3, v4, F4, A2). Note that |F1 ∪ F2| = |F3 ∪ F4| = 2D, and
|W ∪ A1 ∪ A2| ≤

D
log3 n/η2 + 20rm4 ≤ 2D

log3 n/η2 . Since ε(2D) is decreasing when 2D ≥ k and ε(n, ε1, k) = ε1

log2 n/η2 ≥

100
log3 n/η2 (here ε(n, ε1, k) is defined in Definition 2.1), we have ε(2D) ·2D/4 ≥ ε(n) ·2D/4 ≥ 2D

log3 n/η2 ≥ |W∪A1∪A2|.

By Lemma 2.2, there exists a path P of length at most m4, from V(F1)∪V(F2) to V(F3)∪V(F4) avoiding W∪A1∪A2.
We may assume that P is a path from V(F1) to V(F3).

Due to the fact that F1 and F3 are both (D,m4)-expansions of v1 and v3, respectively, P can be extended to a
(v1, v3)-path Q of length at most 3m4 via these two expansions. We aim to claim that (v2, F2, v4, F4, A1∪A2∪V(Q))
forms a (D,m4, r+1)-adjusterA. It is easy to see thatA satisfies A1 and A2 of Definition 3.5. As |A1∪A2∪V(Q)| ≤
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10m4r+10m4/2+3m4 ≤ 10(r+1)m4, A3 holds. For A4, let ℓ = ℓ(A1)+ℓ(A2)+ℓ(Q). For every i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , r+1},
there are some i1 ∈ {0, 1, . . . , r} and i2 ∈ {0, 1} such that i = i1 + i2. Let P1 be a (v1, v2)-path in G[A1 ∪ {v1, v2}]
of length ℓ(A1) + 2i1 and P2 be a (v3, v4)-path in G[A2 ∪ {v3, v4}] of length ℓ(A2) + 2i2. Then P1 ∪ Q ∪ P2 is a
(v2, v4)-path in G[A1 ∪ A2 ∪ V(Q)] of length ℓ + 2i, as claimed. □

In order to prove Lemma C.1, we introduce a structure from [26], called Octopus, which is comprised of many
vertex-disjoint simple adjusters.

Definition C.2. (Octopus). Given integers r1, r2, r3, r4 > 0, an (r1, r2, r3, r4)-octopus B = (A,R,D,P) is a graph
consisting of a core (r1, r2, 1)-adjuster A, one of the ends of A, called R, and

F1. a familyD of r3 vertex-disjoint (r1, r2, 1)-adjusters, which are disjoint from A, and
F2. a minimal family P 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 P, and all the paths are disjoint from all
center sets of the adjusters inD∪ {A}. Obviously, |P| ≤ |D|.

Proof of Lemma C.1. First, we claim that there are m240 pairwise disjoint ( η
2

6000t ,
m4

600 , 1)-adjusters in G − W. Let

W ′ be the vertex set of these adjusters. Then |W ′| ≤ (2 · η
2

6000t + 10 · m4

600 ) · m240 ≤
η2m240

30t . Applying Lemma B.1
with W ′ = W, we have d(G −W ′) ≥ d/2, and by Corollary 2.4 with G = G −W ′, there exists a bipartite (ε1, ε2η)-

expander H ⊆ G − W ′ with δ(H) ≥ d
16 . Thus, there exists a shortest cycle C in G′ of length at most m4

16 and we

denoted by 2r the length of C. Arbitrarily pick two vertices v1, v2 ∈ V(C) of distance r − 1 on C. Since δ(H) ≥ d
16 ,

we can find a subset Ai ⊂ NH−C(vi) of size d
400 for each i ∈ [2] such that A1 ∩ A2 = ∅. Let B1 = NH−C(A1)\A2 and

B2 = NH−C(A2)\A1. Note that G[Ai, Bi] does not contain a copy of Ks−1,t with t vertices in Ai and s − 1 vertices in

Bi. For each v ∈ Ai, there are at least 1
16 d − |C| − |A1| − |A2| ≥

1
32 d neighbors in Bi. By Corollary 2.7 with δ := d

32

yields that

|Bi| ≥
1
et

(
d
32

) (
d

400

) 1
s−1

≥
η2

3000t
.

Therefore we can find two vertex-disjoint ( η
2

6000t , 2)-expansion of v1 and v2 respectively, say F1 and F2, such

that |N(v′i) ∩ V(Fi)| ≤ d for each v′i ∈ NFi (vi) for each i ∈ [2]. Hence, we get a ( η
2

6000t ,
m4

600 , 1)-adjuster as desired by
combining F1, F2 and C.

An adjuster is touched 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 ⊆ V(G) be an arbitrary vertex set of size at most η2mx/2. Let B ⊆ G\X be a graph

with order at least η
2mx+8

3000t andU be a subfamily of ( η
2

6000t ,
m4

600 , 1)-adjusters in G\(X ∪ V(B)) with |U| ≥ m3x. Let PB

be a maximum collection of internally vertex-disjoint paths of length at most m4/6 in G − X, each connecting V(B)
to one end from different adjusters inU. Then V(B) can be connected to 1200mx+20 ends from different adjusters
inU via a subpath from a path in PB.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that V(B) is connected to less than 1200mx+20 ends from different adjusters in
U via a subpath from a path in PB. Then we have |Int(PB)| ≤ 1200mx+20 · m4/6 = 200mx+24, and there are at
least m3x − 1200mx+20 adjusters in U untouched by the paths in PB. We arbitrarily pick mx+5 adjusters among

those untouched adjusters, and let B0 be the union of their ends. Then |B0| =
2η2mx+5

6000t =
η2mx+5

3000t . As s′ ≥ 200

and d ≥ logs′ n ≥ m200, we have |X ∪ Int(PB)| ≤ η2mx/2 + 200mx+24 ≤ η2mx. According to (12), we have

ε( η
2mx+5

3000t ) · η
2mx+5

4·3000t ≥ ε(n) · η
2mx+5

4·3000t ≥ η
2mx ≥ |X ∪ P|. Then by Lemma 2.2, there is a path of length at most m4/6 from

V(B) to V(B0), avoiding X ∪ Int(PB), a contradiction to the maximality of PB. □

Next, we will use m240 pairwise disjoint ( η
2

6000t ,
m4

600 , 1)-adjusters to construct m40 octopuses, and further to build

a (D,m4/2, 1)-adjuster. Let Z be the union of the center sets and core vertices of all those adjusters.

Claim C.4. There are m40 ( η
2

6000t ,m
4/6, 600m20,m4/6)-octopuses B j = (A j,R j,D j,P j) (1 ≤ j ≤ m40) in G − W

such that the following rules hold.
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G1. A j are pairwise disjoint adjusters and Ai < D j, 1 ≤ i , j ≤ m40.

G2. D j contains every adjuster which intersects at least one path in P j , 1 ≤ j ≤ m40.

G3. Paths in Pi are vertex disjoint from Z and A j, 1 ≤ i , j ≤ m40.
G4. All paths in P are pairwise vertex disjoint.

Proof. Suppose that there exist q < m40 octopuses satisfying the above rules so far. Let U be the union of the

vertex sets of the ends of the core adjusters of the existed octopuses. Then we have |U | ≤ m40·2η2

6000t =
η2m40

3000t . We say

an adjuster used if it is used to construct an octopus, and unused otherwise. There are at most m40 · (600m20 + 1)
adjusters are used until now, so there are more than m160 unused adjusters. Let P =

⋃q
j=1 V(P j). Then |P| ≤

m4/6 · 600m20 · m40 ≤ m65. Arbitrarily pick a subfamily B of m48 unused adjusters, and let B be the union of their

ends. Then |B| = m48·2η2

6000t =
η2m48

3000t . Let U be the family of unused adjusters, except for the adjusters we picked

above. Then we have |U| ≥ m120. Let W1 = W ∪ Z. Then |W1 ∪U ∪ P| ≤ (5D+m240 · m4

30 )+ η
2m40

3000t +m65 ≤ η2m40/2

as d ≥ logs′ n ≥ m200. Then by Claim C.3 with (B,U, x, X) = (B,U, 40,W1 ∪ U ∪ P), V(B) can be connected
to 1200m60 ends from different adjusters in U via some internally vertex-disjoint paths of length at most m4/6 in
G − (W1 ∪ U ∪ P). By the pigeonhole principle, we can find an adjuster in B, say Aq+1 such that Aq+1 has an end

Rq+1 connected to at least 600m20 adjusters, sayD′q+1, via a subfamily of internally P′q+1.
Denote by Lq+1 the other end of Ap+1. Obviously, G1, G2 and G3 hold. As we find paths in Pq+1 avoiding

W1 ∪ U ∪ P, G4 holds. Thus, Aq+1, Rq+1,Dq+1 and Pq+1 form a ( η
2

6000t ,
m4

600 , 600m20,m4/6)-octopus. □

Now we have m40 ( η
2

6000t ,m
4/6, 600m20,m4/6)-octopusesB j = (A j,R j,D j,P j), 1 ≤ j ≤ m40. Let B1 =

⋃m40

j=1 L j.

Then |B1| =
m40·η2

6000t . It is easy to deduce that there are at most m40 · (600m20 + 1) adjusters used, and thus at

least m160 adjusters unused. Let U0 be the family of these unused adjusters. By Claim C.3 with (B,U, x, X) =
(B1,U0, 32,W1 ∪ P ∪ Q), we shall show that V(B1) can be connected to 1200m52 ends from distinct adjusters in

U0 via some internally vertex-disjoint paths of length at most m4/6 in G − W1 − P − Q. Reset P =
⋃m40

i=1 V(P j),

then |P| ≤ m65. By definition, inside each B j = (A j,R j,D j,P j), j ∈ [m40], every adjuster A ∈ D j intersects

V(P j) and thus there exists a shortest path in A of length at most m4

600 connecting a core vertex of A to V(P j),

and denote by Q j the disjoint union of such paths taken over all adjusters in D j. Let Q =
⋃m40

j=1 V(Q j). Then

|Q| ≤ m40 · 600m20 · (m4/600 + 1) ≤ m65. Note that |W1 ∪ P ∪ Q| ≤ (5D + m240 · m4

30 ) + m64 + m65 ≤ η2m32/2 as

s′ ≥ 200 and d ≥ logs′ n ≥ m200.
By the pigeonhole principle, there exists a core adjuster Ak such that Lk is connected to a familyD′k of at least

600m20 adjusters, via a subfamily of internally vertex-disjoint paths, denote by P′k. Then Ak, Lk, D′k and P′k form

a ( η
2

6000t ,
m4

600 , 600m20,m4/6)-octopus. Note that (Ak,Rk,Dk,Pk) is also a ( η
2

6000t ,
m4

600 , 600m20,m4/6)-octopus. For the

adjuster Ak, denote by Ck the center vertex set of Ak, and note that Lk, Rk are ( η
2

6000t ,
m4

600 )-expansions of vertices v1,
v2, respectively. Let F′1 := G[V(Lk)∪V(P′k)∪V(D′k)], and F′2 be the component of G[V(Rk)∪V(Pk)∪V(Dk)]−V(P′k)
containing v2. Indeed, paths in Pk and P′k are disjoint from Z, and V(Pk) and V(P′k) are disjoint. Recall that for
every adjuster inDk, every vertex in the ends of the adjuster has at most d neighbours in the adjuster, except for its

core vertices. As d ≥ logs′ n ≥ m200, and V(P′k) is disjoint from Z and Q, F′2 has size at least |V(Dk)| − η|V(P′k)| ≥

2 · 600m20 ·
η2

6000t − η · 600m20 · m4/6 ≥ η2m20, and the distance between v2 and each v ∈ V(F′2) is at most
m4

600 +
m4

6 +
m4

600 +
m4

32 +
m4

600 ≤ m4/2. Then by Proposition 3.4, there exists a subgraph of F′2, denoted by F2, which

is a (η2m20,m4/2)-expansion of v2. Similarly, we can find F1, which is a (η2m20,m4/2)-expansion of v1. Recall

that Ck ∪ {v1, v2} is an even cycle of length 2r0 ≤
m4

16 , and the distance between v1 and v2 on Ck ∪ {v1, v2} is r′ − 1.

Thus, (v1, F1, v2, F2,Ck) is a (η2m20,m4/2, 1)-adjuster, and by Proposition 3.4, there exists a (D,m4/2, 1)-adjuster
in G −W. □
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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 < ε1, ε2 < 1, there exists d0 = d0(ε1, ε2, k) such that
the following holds for each n ≥ d ≥ d0.

Suppose that G is an n-vertex bipartite (ε1, ε2d)-expander with δ(G) ≥ d − 1. Let m = 40
ε1

log3 n. Let C be a

shortest cycle in G, and let x1, . . . , xk be distinct vertices in G. For each i, j ∈ [k], let Di, j ∈ [1, log5k n]. Then, there
are graphs Fi, j ⊆ G, i, j ∈ [k], such that the following hold.

(i) For each i, j ∈ [k], Fi, j is a (Di, j, 5m)-expansion around xi which contains no vertices other than xi in
V(C) ∪ {x1, . . . , xk}.

(ii) The sets V(Fi, j)\{xi}, 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. Let t ≥ s ≥ 2 be integers. There exists some ε1 > 0 such that, for any 0 < ε2 < 1/5 and k ≥ 10, there
exists d0 = d0(ε1, ε2, k) such that the following holds for each n ≥ d ≥ d0. Let G be an n-vertex Ks,t-free bipartite
(ε1, ε2d)-expander with δ(G) ≥ d.

Suppose log10 n ≤ D ≤ logk n, and U ⊆ V(G) with |U | ≤ D
2 log3 n

, and let m = 800
ε1

log3 n. Suppose F1,

F2 ⊆ G −U are vertex disjoint such that Fi is a (D,m)-expansion of vi, for each i ∈ [2]. Let log7 n ≤ ℓ ≤ n/ log12 n
be such that ℓ = π(v1, v2,G) mod 2. Then, there is a (v1, v2)-path with length ℓ in G − U.

Now, we prove Theorem 4.4 by Lemmas D.1 and D.2.

Proof of Theorem 4.4. Let ε1 > 0 be such that the property in Lemma D.2 holds. Let k = 10, d0 = d0(ε1, ε2) be
large and n ≥ d ≥ d0. Suppose then that H is an n-vertex Ks,t-free bipartite (ε1, ε2d)-expander with δ(H) ≥ d and

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

Let m = 800
ε1

log3 n and D = log10 n. Then, by Lemma D.1 (applied with C taken to be an arbitrary shortest

cycle in H), there are vertex disjoint graphs Fx, Fy ⊆ H so that Fx is a (D,m)-expansion of x and Fy is a (D,m)-
expansion of y. Then, by Lemma D.2 with U = ∅, there is an (x, y)-path with length ℓ in H, as required. □

Proof of Lemma D.2.

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

Lemma D.3. There exists some ε1 > 0 such that, for any 0 < ε2 < 1/5 and k ≥ 10, there exists d0 = d0(ε1, ε2, k)
such that the following holds for each n ≥ d ≥ d0. Suppose that G is an n-vertex Ks,t-free bipartite (ε1, ε2d)-

expander with δ(G) ≥ d. Let m = 800
ε1

log3 n. Suppose log10 n ≤ D ≤ logk n, 1 ≤ r ≤ 30m and U ⊆ V(G) with

|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]). For any 0 < ε1, ε2 < 1, there exists d0 = d0(ε1, ε2) such that the following
holds for each n ≥ d ≥ d0. Suppose that G is an n-vertex bipartite (ε1, ε2d)-expander with δ(G) ≥ d.

Let log10 n ≤ D ≤ n/ log10 n, 100
ε1

log3 n ≤ m ≤ log4 n and ℓ ≤ n/ log10 n. Let A ⊆ V(G) satisfy |A| ≤ D/ log3 n.

Let F1, . . . , F4 ⊆ G − A be vertex-disjoint subgraphs and v1, . . . , v4 be vertices such that, for each i ∈ [4], Fi is a
(D,m)-expansion of vi. Then, G − A contains vertex-disjoint paths P and Q with ℓ ≤ ℓ(P) + ℓ(Q) ≤ ℓ + 22m such
that both P and Q connect {v1, 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 ℓ(A) ≤ |A|+1 ≤ 230m2

by Lemma D.3. Let ℓ̄ = ℓ − 22m − ℓ(A). Then 0 ≤ ℓ̄ ≤ n
log12 n

. As |A ∪ U | ≤ 230m2 + D
2 log3 n

≤ D
log3 n

, there

are paths P and Q in G − U − A which are vertex disjoint, both connect {v1, v2} to {v3, v4} by Corollary D.4.
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Then ℓ̄ ≤ ℓ(P) + ℓ(Q) ≤ ℓ̄ + 22m. Without loss of generality, we assume that P is a (v1, v3)-path and Q is a
(v2, v4)-path. Now, 0 ≤ ℓ − ℓ(P) − ℓ(Q) − ℓ(A) ≤ 22m. As A is a (D,m, 22m)-adjuster, there is a v3, v4-path in
G[A ∪ {v3, v4}] with length ℓ(A), and therefore ℓ(A) = π(v3, v4,G) mod 2. Then, as ℓ(P) = π(v1, v3,G) mod 2,
ℓ(Q) = π(v2, v4,G) mod 2, ℓ = π(v1, v2,G) mod 2 and π(v1, v2,G) = π(v1, v3,G) + π(v3, v4,G) + π(v4, v2,G) mod 2,
we have ℓ−ℓ(P)−ℓ(Q)−ℓ(A) = 0 mod 2. That is, there is some i ∈ N with 2i = ℓ−ℓ(P)−ℓ(Q)−ℓ(A), where i ≤ 11m.
Therefore, by the property of the adjuster, there is a (v3, v4)-path, R say, with length ℓ(A) + 2i = ℓ − ℓ(P) − ℓ(Q) in
G[A ∪ {v3, v4}]. Thus, P ∪ R ∪ Q is a (v1, v2)-path with length ℓ in G − U. □

Proof of Lemma D.3

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

Lemma D.5. There exists some ε1 > 0 such that, for any 0 < ε2 < 1 and k ∈ N, there exists d0 = d0(ε1, ε2, k) such
that the following holds for each n ≥ d ≥ d0. Suppose that G is an n-vertex Ks,t-free bipartite (ε1, ε2d)-expander

with δ(G) ≥ d. Let m = 200
ε1

log3 n. Suppose D ≤ logk n, 1 ≤ r ≤ 30m and U ⊆ 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 < ε1, ε2 < 1, there exists d0 = d0(ε1, ε2) such that the following
holds for each n ≥ d ≥ d0 and x ≥ 1. Suppose G is an n-vertex (ε1, ε2d)-expander with δ(G) ≥ d − 1. Let
A, B ⊆ V(G) with |A|, |B| ≥ x, and let W ⊆ V(G)\(A ∪ B) satisfy |W | log3 n ≤ 10x. Then, there is a path from A to

B in G −W with length at most 40
ε1

log3 n.

Proof of Lemma D.3. We prove the lemma by induction on r. 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
A1 = (v1, F1, v2, F2, A1). Let W1 = W ∪ A1 ∪ V(F1) ∪ V(F2), and we have |W1| ≤ 4D ≤ log2k n. By the arguments
mentioned above, we have that G − W1 contains a (D,m, 1)-adjuster, denoted by A2 = (v3, F3, v4, F4, A2). We
claim that there exists a path P of length at most m, from V(F1) ∪ V(F2) to V(F3) ∪ V(F4) avoiding W ∪ A1 ∪ A2.
Note that |F1 ∪ F2| = |F3 ∪ F4| = 2D, and |W ∪ A1 ∪ A2| ≤

D
log3 n

+ 20rm ≤ 2D
log3 n

. Then by Lemma D.6, such path

exists, as claimed.
We may assume that P is a path from V(F1) to V(F3). Then we can get a (v1, v3)-path Q ⊆ (F1 ∪ P ∪

F3) of length at most 3m, due to F1 and F3 are (D,m)-expansions of v1 and v3, respectively. We claim that
(v2, F2, v4, F4, A1 ∪ A2 ∪ V(Q)) is a (D,m, r + 1)-adjuster. Indeed, V(F2) ∩ V(F4) ∩ (A1 ∪ A2 ∪ V(Q)) = ∅ and
|A1∪A2∪V(Q)| ≤ 10mr+10 · (m/2)+3m ≤ 10(r+1)m. Let ℓ = ℓ(A1)+ℓ(A2)+ℓ(Q). For every i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , r+1},
there are some i1 ∈ {0, 1, . . . , r} and i2 ∈ {0, 1} such that i = i1 + i2. Let P1 be a (v1, v2)-path in G[A1 ∪ {v1, v2}] of
length ℓ(A1) + 2i1 and let P2 be a (v3, v4)-path in G[A2 ∪ {v3, v4}] of length ℓ(A2) + 2i2. Hence, P1 ∪ Q ∪ P2 is a
(v2, v4)-path in G[A1 ∪ A2 ∪ V(Q)] of length ℓ + 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, for each i ∈ N,

|NH(Bi−1
H−X(A)) ∩ X| ≤ ki.

We need some lemmas from Liu and Montgomery [25].

Lemma D.7 (Lemma 3.7 in [25]). For each 0 < ε1 < 1, 0 < ε2 < 1/5 and k ∈ N, there exists d0 = d0(ε1, ε2, k)
such that the following holds for each n ≥ d ≥ d0. Suppose that G is an n-vertex bipartite (ε1, ε2d)-expander with
δ(G) ≥ d. Let U ⊆ V(G) satisfy |U | ≤ exp((log log n)2). Let r = n1/8 and ℓ0 = (log log n)20. Suppose (Ai, Bi,Ci),
i ∈ [r], are such that the following hold for each i ∈ [r].

H1. |Ai| ≥ d0.

H2. Bi ∪Ci and Ai are disjoint sets in V(G)\U, with |Bi| ≤
|Ai |

log10 |Ai |
.

H3. Ai has 4-limited contact with Ci in G − U − Bi.
H4. Each vertex in Bℓ0G−U−Bi−Ci

(Ai) has at most d/2 neighbours in U.

H5. For each j ∈ [r]\{i}, Ai and A j are at least a distance 2ℓ0 apart in G − U − Bi −Ci − B j −C j.

Then, for some i ∈ [r], Bℓ0G−U−Bi−Ci
(Ai) ≥ logk n.
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Lemma D.8 (Lemma 3.12 in [25]). For any 0 < ε1, ε2 < 1, there exists d0 = d0(ε1, ε2) such that the following
holds for each n ≥ d ≥ d0. Suppose that G is an n-vertex bipartite (ε1, ε2d)-expander with δ(G) ≥ d and let
m = 50

ε1
log3 n. For any set W ⊆ V(G) with |W | ≤ ε1n

100 log2 n
, there is a set B ⊆ G − W with size at least n

25 and

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]). For any 0 < ε1 < 1, 0 < ε2 < 1/5 and k ∈ N, there exists d0 = d0(ε1, ε2, k)
such that the following is true for each n ≥ d ≥ d0. Suppose that G is an n-vertex bipartite (ε1, ε2d)-expander with
δ(G) ≥ d − 1. Let C be a shortest cycle in G and let x1, x2 be distinct vertices in V(G)\V(C). Let m = 200

ε1
log3 n

and D ≤ log5k n. Then, G contains a (D,m, 1)-adjuster (v1, F1, v2, F2, A) with v1 = x1, v2 = x2 and V(C) ⊆ A.

Proof of Lemma D.5. Let 0 < ε1 < 1 be small enough that the property in Corollary 2.4 holds. Suppose that
G − U contains no (D,m, 1)-adjuster. Let ∆ = 200mD, L = {v ∈ V(G) : d(v) ≥ ∆} and G′ = G − L, so that
∆(G′) ≤ ∆. Set ℓ0 = (log log n)20. Let U0 = {v ∈ V(G)\U : d(v,U) ≥ d/2}. Let A = U0 and B = U. Note
that G[A, B] does not contain a copy of Ks,t with t vertices in A and s vertices in B. Then, by Corollary 2.7 with

δ2.7 = d/2, we have |A| ≤
(
|B|·et
d/2

)s
≤ log10sk n. Therefore, we can assume that |U0| ≤ D10s. As δ(G) ≥ d and

n ≥ d0(ε1, ε2, k) is large, G − U contains at least (n − |U | − |U0|) · d/2/4 ≥ nd/8 edges. Let U1 = U ∪ U0, so that
|U1| ≤ 10D + D10s ≤ 20 log10sk n.

Take a maximal collection A0 of adjusters in G − U, such that the following hold.
I1. The sets V(F1 ∪ F2), (v1, F1, v2, F2, A) ∈ A0, are subsets of V(G′) and are all at least a distance 10ℓ0 apart

from each other and from U1\L in G′.
I2. For eachA ∈ A0, for some mA with log3 d0 ≤ mA ≤ m,A is an (m2

A
,mA, 1)-adjuster.

The following three claims can be found in [25]. For the sake of completeness, we include their proofs here.

Claim D.10. |A0| ≥ n1/4.

Proof. Suppose that |A0| < n1/4. Let W = (U1 ∪ (∪A∈A0 V(A))\L. For eachA = (v1, F1, v2, F2, A) ∈ A0, |V(A)| =

|F1| + |F2| + |A| ≤ 2m2
A
+ 10mA ≤ 3m2, and therefore |W | ≤ n1/4 · 3m3 + 200 log2k n ≤ n1/3. Let W ′ = B10ℓ0

G′ (W), so,

as ∆(G′) ≤ ∆, we have that |W ′| ≤ 2|W | · ∆10ℓ0 ≤ n1/2.
Now, there are at most |W ′|∆ ≤ n1/2∆ ≤ nd

16 edges in G with some vertex in W ′. Let d̄ = d
64 . As G −U contains

at least nd/8 edges, G −U −W ′ contains at least nd
16 edges, so that d(G −U −W ′) ≥ d/8 = 8d̄. Then, by Corollary

2.4, G −U −W ′ contains an (ε1, ε2d̄)-expander H with δ(H) ≥ d̄. 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 |(V(H)\V(C)) ∩ L| ≤ 1. Let H′ := H − (V(H)\V(C)) ∩ L. Then δ(H′) ≥ d̄ − 1. Note that,
for each X ⊆ V(H) with ε2d̄/2 ≤ |X| ≤ |H′|/2 < |H|/2, we have

|NH′ (X)| ≥ |NH(X)| − 1 ≥ |X| · ε(|X|, ε1, ε2d̄) − 1

≥ |X| · ε(|X|, ε1, ε2d̄)/2 + ε2d̄/4 · ε(ε2d̄/2, ε1, ε2d̄) − 1

≥ |X| · ε(|X|, ε1/2, ε2d̄) + ε2d̄/4 · ε1/ log2(15/2) − 1 ≥ |X| · ε(|X|, ε1/2, ε2d̄)

where the last inequality follows as d̄ ≥ d0(ε1,ε2,k)
64 is large. So, H′ is an (ε1/2, ε2d̄)-expander with δ(H′) ≥ d̄ − 1.

Note that C is a shortest cycle in H′.

Let mH′ = 200 log3 |H′|/ε1 ≤ m, and note that, as |H′| ≥ δ(H′) + 1 ≥ d̄ ≥ d0
64 , and d0 = d0(ε1, ε2, k) is large,

mH′ ≥ log3 d0. Picking arbitrary vertices x1, x2 ∈ V(H′)\V(C) and noting that d̄ ≥ d0(ε1,ε2,k)
64 is large, by Lemma D.9

with (k,D)D.9 = (10,m2
H′ ), H′ contains an (m2

H′ ,mH′ , 1)-adjuster (v1, F1, v2, F2, A) with V(C) ⊆ A. As A is disjoint
from V(F1 ∪ F2), V(C) ⊆ A and (V(H′)\V(C)) ∩ L = ∅, we have thatV(F1 ∪ F2) is disjoint from L, and hence lies
in V(G′). Together with V(F1 ∪ F2) ⊆ V(H′) being disjoint from W ′ and so 10ℓ0-far in G′ from the ends of the
adjusters in A0 and from U1\L, this violates the maximality of A0, a contradiction.

The other case is that |(V(H)\V(C))∩L| ≥ 2. We claim that there is a (D, 2m, 1)-adjuster in G−U. Let x1, x2 ∈

(V(H)\V(C))∩L be distinct and let mH′ = 200 log3 |H′|/ε1 ≤ m. By Lemma D.9 with (k,D)D.9 = (1, 1), H contains
a (1,mH′ , 1)-adjuster (v1, F1, v2, F2, A) with v1 = x1 and v2 = x2. Using that |A| ≤ 10mH′ ≤ 10m, |U | ≤ 10D, and
dG(x1), dG(x2) ≥ ∆ = 200mD, pick disjointly sets X1 ⊆ NG(x1)\(U∪A∪{x2}) and X2 ⊆ NG(x2)\(U∪A∪{x1}) with
|X1| = |X2| = D−1. Letting F′i = G[{xi}∪Xi] for each i ∈ [2], and noting |A| ≤ 20m, we have that (x1, F′1, x2, F′2, A)
is a (D, 2m, 1)-adjuster in G − U, a contradiction.

This completes the proof of ClaimD.10. □
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Now, let A1 ⊆ A0 be the set of adjusters (v1, F1, v2, F2, A) ∈ A0 for which there is no path with length at most
ℓ0 from V(F1) ∪ V(F2) to L\U in G − U − A.

Claim D.11. |A1| ≥ n1/4/2.

Proof of claim D.11. Let r = n1/8. Suppose, for contradiction, that we can label distinctA1, . . . ,Ar ∈ A0\A1. For
each i ∈ [r], that Ai = (vi,1, Fi,1, vi,2, Fi,2, Āi) and let P′i be a shortest path with length at most ℓ0 from V(Fi,1) ∪

V(Fi,2) to L\U in G−U − Āi. Relabelling, if necessary, for each i ∈ [r] suppose the endvertex of P′i in V(Fi,1∪Fi,2)
is in V(Fi,1), and let Qi be a path from this endvertex of P′i to vi,1 in Fi,1 with length at most mAi .

For each i ∈ [r], let xi be the endpoint of P′i in L\U, and let Pi = P′i − xi. We shall apply Lemma D.7 by

setting, for each i ∈ [r], Ai = V(Fi,2), Bi = Āi ∪ V(Qi) ∪ {xi} and Ci = V(Pi). By I2, |Ai| = m2
Ai
≥ log6 d0. Since

d0 = d0(ε1, ε2, k) is large, we have that |Ai| ≥ d0D.7, where d0 is the function in Lemma D.7, and thus H1 holds.
By A1, we have that V(Fi,2)∩V(Fi,1)∩ (Āi) = ∅. By I1, V(Fi,2) ⊆ V(G′) = V(G)\L. So that Bi ∪Ci and Ai are

disjoint. Since Bi = Āi ∪ V(Qi) ∪ {xi}, |Bi| ≤ |Āi| + |Qi| + 1 ≤ 20mAi ≤
m2
Ai

log10(m2
Ai

)
where the last inequality holds as

mAi ≥ log3(d0(ε1, ε2, k)) is large, and therefore H2 holds.
As P′i is a shortest path from V(Fi,1) ∪ V(Fi,2) to L\U in G − U − Āi, which has an endvertex in V(Fi,1), and

Ai = V(Fi,2), we have, for each ℓ ∈ N, that Bℓ
G−U−Āi

(Ai) has at most ℓ + 1 vertices in P′i , and hence Pi. Then, Ai has

4-limited contact with Ci in G − U − Āi, and hence in G − U − Bi. So that H3 holds.
Let Ri be a path with length at most 10ℓ0 from Ai to L\(U ∪ {xi}) in G − U − Bi − Ci. Then, there is a path

R′i ⊆ Ri ∪ Fi,2 from vi,2 to some vertex yi ∈ L\(U ∪ {xi}) with length at most 10ℓ0 + mAi ≤ 2m − 1, and the path

Qi ∪ P′i is a path from vi,1 to xi with length at most mAi + ℓ0 ≤ 2m − 1 in G − U − Āi with vertices in Bi ∪ Ci.
Then, as |U ∪ Ai ∪ V(R′i) ∪ V(Qi ∪ P′i)| ≤ 10D + 10mAi + 4m ≤ 10D + 15m, as xi, yi ∈ L both have degree at least
∆ = 200mD, we can comfortably choose Xi ⊆ NG(xi) and Yi ⊆ NG(yi) which are disjoint from each other and from
U ∪Ai∪V(R′i)∪V(Qi∪P′i) and have size D− |P′i ∪Qi| and D− |R′i | respectively. Then, (vi,1,G[Xi∪V(P′i)∪V(Qi)],
vi,2, G[Yi ∪ V(R′i)], Ai) is a (D, 2m, 1)-adjuster in G − U, a contradiction. Therefore, there is no such path Ri.
Consequently, recalling that Ai = V(Fi,2), we have

Bℓ0G−U−Bi−Ci
(Ai) = Bℓ0G′−U−Bi−Ci

(Ai)

which, by I2, is disjoint from U1. By the choice of U0 ⊆ U1, we have that H4 holds.
Now, similarly, for any j ∈ [r]\{i}, we have that

Bℓ0G−U−B j−C j
(A j) = Bℓ0G′−U−B j−C j

(A j),

so that, by I1, Bℓ0G−U−Bi−Ci
(Ai) and Bℓ0G′−U−B j−C j

(A j) are disjoint. In particular, Ai and A j are a distance at least 2ℓ0
apart in G − U − Bi −Ci − B j −C j, and therefore H5 holds.

Thus, by Lemma D.7, there is some j ∈ [r] for which |Bℓ0G−U−Bi−Ci
(A j)| ≥ logk n ≥ D. As F j,2 is an (m2

A j
,mA j )-

expansion of v j,2 in G − U − B j − C j, mA j ≤ m and A j = V(F j,2), we have that |B2m
G−U−Bi−Ci

(v j,2)| ≥ D as ℓ0 ≪ m.

Therefore, by Proposition 3.4, we can pick a (D, 2m)-expansion, F′j,2 say, of v j,2 in G − U − Bi −C j.

As x j ∈ L, we can then pick a set U′ of neighbours of x j disjoint from U ∪ V(F′j,2) ∪ Ā j ∪ V(Q j) ∪ V(P′j) with

|U′| = D − |V(P′j ∪ Q j)|. Let F′j,1 = G[U′ ∪ V(P′j) ∪ V(Q j)]. Note that F′j,1 is then a (D, 2m)-expansion of v j,1

as Q j ∪ P′j is a (v j,1, x j)-path with length at most mA j + ℓ0 ≤ 2m − 1. Finally, note that (v j,1, F′j,1, v j,2, F′j,2, Ā j) is

a (D, 2m, 1)-adjuster in G − U, a contradiction. Therefore, |A0\A1| < r = n1/8, and so by Claim D.10, we have
|A1| > n1/4 − r ≥ n1/4/2. □

Let A′1 ⊆ A1 satisfy |A′1| = n1/4/2. Then, | ∪A∈A1
′ V(A)| ≤ n1/4 · 3m2 ≤ n1/3 by I1. Therefore,

|U ∪ Bℓ0G′ (∪A∈A′1 (V(A)\L))| ≤ 10D + n1/3 · 2∆ℓ0 ≤ n1/2.

Thus, by Lemma D.8, there is a set Z ⊆ V(G)\U which has diameter at most m/2 and size 10m2D, and is a distance
at least ℓ0 in G′ from V(A)\L for eachA ∈ A′1.

Let A2 ⊆ A′1 be the set of adjusters (v1, F1, v2, F2, A) ∈ A′1 for which there is no path with length at most m/2
from V(F1) ∪ V(F2) to Z in G − U − A.
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Claim D.12. |A2| ≥ n1/4/4.

Proof of claim D.12. Let r = n1/8. Suppose not, and we can label distinct A1, . . . ,Ar ∈ A′1\A2. Say, for each

i ∈ [r], thatAi = (vi,1, Fi,1, vi,2, Fi,2, Āi) and let Pi be a shortest path with length at most m/2 from V(Fi,1)∪V(Fi,2)
to Z in G − U − Āi. Relabelling, if necessary, for each i ∈ [r] suppose the endvertex of Pi in V(Fi,1 ∪ Fi,2) is in
V(Fi,1), and let Qi be a path from this endvertex of V(Pi) to vi,1 in Fi,1 with length at most mAi .

We will apply Lemma D.7 to Ai = V(Fi,2), Bi = Āi ∪ V(Qi) and Ci = V(Pi), for each i ∈ [r]. For each i ∈ [r],
similarly to the proof of Claim D.11, we have that H1-H3 hold. By the choice of A1, for each i ∈ [r], there is no

path of length at most ℓ0 from Ai to L\U in G−U − Bi −Ci. Therefore, the sets Bℓ0G−U−Bi−Ci
(Ai) and Bℓ0G′−U−Bi−Ci

(Ai)

are the same set, and thus, by I1, this set is disjoint from U1. Thus, A4 holds by the definition of U1. It similarly

follows that Bℓ0G−U−Bi−Ci
(Ai) and Bℓ0G−U−B j−C j

(A j) are vertex disjoint for each j ∈ [r]\{i}, and thus A5 holds.

Thus, by Lemma D.7, there is some j ∈ [r] for which |Bℓ0G′−U−Bi−Ci
(A j)| = |B

ℓ0
G−U−B j−C j

(A j)| ≥ D. Thus, as F j,2

is an (m2
A j
,mA j )-expansion of v j,2 in G′ − U − B j −C j by I1 and I2, and A j = V(F j,2), by Proposition 3.4, there is

a (D, 2m)-expansion, F′j,2 say, of v j,2 in Bℓ0G′−U−B j−C j
(V(F j,2)). As Z was chosen to have a distance at least ℓ0 in G′

from V(A j)\L, we have that V(F′j,2) is disjoint from Z.

Now, as Z has diameter at most m/2 in G, Q j ∪ P j ∪G[Z] is an expansion of v j,1 with radius at most ℓ(Q j) +
ℓ(P j)+m/2 ≤ 2m and size at least D. Therefore, by Proposition 3.4, we can find within Q j ∪ P j ∪G[Z] a (D, 2m)-

expansion, F′j,1 say, of v j,1, which then must be vertex-disjoint from Ā j and from V(F′j,2) ⊆ Bℓ0G′−U−B j−C j
(V(F j,2)).

Thus, we have that (v j,1, F′j,1, v j,2, F′j,2, Ā j) is a (D, 2m, 1)-adjuster in G−U, a contradiction. Thus, |A2| ≥ |A1| − r ≥

n1/4/4, by Claim D.11. □

Let r = n1/8. Using Claim D.12, label distinct A1, . . . ,Ar ∈ A2, and say, for each i ∈ [r], that Ai =

(vi,1, Fi,1, vi,2, Fi,2, Āi). We shall apply Lemma D.7 to Ai = V(Fi,1 ∪ Fi,2), Bi = Āi and Ci = ∅. Similarly as in the
proof of Claim D.12, the only difference being that A3 holds trivially as Ci = ∅ and Ai is slightly larger, we have
that A3-A5 hold.

Thus, by Lemma D.7, there is some j ∈ [r] with |Bℓ0G−U−B j−C j
(A j)| = |B

ℓ0
G−U−B j

(A j)| ≥ 10m2D ≥ 10 log3 n|U ∪

B j|. Therefore, by Lemma 2.2, there is a path in G−U − B j from Bℓ0G−U−B j
(A j) to Z with length at most m/4. Then,

as A j = V(F j,1 ∪ F j,2) and B j = Ā j, there is a path in G −U − Ā j from V(F j,1 ∪ F j,2) to Z with length at most m/2,
contradictingA j ∈ A2, and completing the proof. □
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