arXiv:2110.06181v1 [math.CO] 12 Oct 2021

SOLUTION TO A PROBLEM OF ERDŐS ON THE CHROMATIC INDEX OF HYPERGRAPHS WITH BOUNDED CODEGREE

DONG YEAP KANG, TOM KELLY, DANIELA KÜHN, ABHISHEK METHUKU, AND DERYK OSTHUS

Abstract. In 1977, Erdős asked the following question: for any integers t, n ∈ N, if G1, . . . , Gn are complete graphs such that each Gi has at most n vertices and every pair of them shares at most t vertices, what is the largest possible chromatic number of the union ⋃_n i=1 Gi? The equivalent dual formulation of this question asks for the largest chromatic index of an n-vertex hypergraph with maximum degree at most n and codegree at most t. For the case t = 1, Erdős, Faber, and Lovász famously conjectured that the answer is n, which was recently proved by the authors for all sufficiently large n. In this paper, we answer this question of Erdős for t ≥ 2 in a strong sense, by proving that every n-vertex hypergraph with maximum degree at most (1 − o(1))tn and codegree at most t has chromatic index at most tn for any t, n ∈ N. Moreover, equality holds if and only if the hypergraph is a t-fold projective plane of order k, where n = k^2 + k + 1. Thus, for every t ∈ N, this bound is best possible for infinitely many integers n. This result also holds for the list chromatic index.

1. Introduction

A central theme in Combinatorics is how the local structure of a graph or hypergraph influences global parameters such as the chromatic number. A fundamental early result in this direction is the probabilistic proof by Erdős [5] of the existence of graphs of high girth and high chromatic number. In particular, the fact that “locally” the graph has chromatic number two does not imply that globally the chromatic number is bounded. On the other hand, a famous conjecture where the local structure does completely determine its chromatic number was formulated by Erdős, Faber and Lovász in 1972: if G is the “nearly disjoint” union of n complete graphs of order n, then G has chromatic number n. This was recently proved by the authors [17] for large n. In this paper, we build on some of the ideas of [17] to provide an answer (Theorem 1.2) to a related question of Erdős (Question 1.1) about colouring a union of complete graphs whose pairwise intersection is bounded. Our main result (Theorem 1.3) is a more general result that we prove in the “dual setting” of edge-colouring hypergraphs with bounded codegree.

1.1. Answering a question of Erdős. A proper colouring of a graph G is an assignment of colours to its vertices such that adjacent vertices are assigned different colours, and the chromatic number of G, denoted χ(G), is the fewest number of colours needed to properly colour G.

Erdős [6, Problem 9] asked the following question (see also [3, Problem 95] and [7]) that considers the chromatic number of graphs which are a union of complete graphs with bounded pairwise intersection.

Question 1.1 (Erdős [6]). Let n, t ∈ N. If G_1, . . . , G_n are complete graphs, each on at most n vertices, such that |V (G_i) ∩ V (G_j )| ≤ t for all distinct i, j ∈ [n], what is the largest possible chromatic number of ⋃_n i=1 G_i?

Date: October 13, 2021.

This project has received partial funding from the European Research Council (ERC) under the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme (grant agreement no. 786198, D. Kühn and D. Osthus). The research leading to these results was also partially supported by the EPSRC, grant nos. EP/N019504/1 (D. Kang, T. Kelly and D. Kühn) and EP/S00100X/1 (A. Methuku and D. Osthus). 1

In 1972, Erdős, Faber, and Lovász famously conjectured that for t = 1, the answer to Question 1.1 is n, and this was recently proved for all sufficiently large n by the authors [17]. In this paper we build on the ideas of [17] and answer the question for all 2 ≤ t < √ n and sufficiently large n. The range when t is larger is already covered asymptotically by an observation of Horák and Tuza [10], see Section 1.3. We emphasize that since Theorem 1.2 requires that t ≥ 2, it does not imply our results in [17].

Theorem 1.2. There exists n_0 ∈ N such that the following holds for all n, t ∈ N where n ≥ n_0 and t ≥ 2. If G_1, . . . , G_n are complete graphs, each on at most n vertices, such that |V (G_i) ∩ V (G_j )| ≤ t for all distinct i, j ∈ [n], then χ( ⋃_n i=1 G_i) ≤ tn. Moreover, for infinitely many k ∈ N, if n = k^2+k+1 and t ≤ k, then there exist such G_1, . . . , G_n such that ⋃_n i=1 G_i has tn vertices and is complete (and in particular has chromatic number tn).

1.2. The dual setting. We prove Theorem 1.2 in a “dual setting”. To that end, we introduce the following notions.

A hypergraph H is a finite set equipped with a ground set V (H) whose elements are called vertices of H, and every element e ∈ H is called an edge of H and is equipped with a non-empty set V (e) ⊆ V (H). We will think of any edge e ∈ H as consisting of all the vertices in V (e). We emphasize that we allow V (e) = V (f) for edges e ≠ f in H, i.e. we allow “multiple edges” in our hypergraph. A proper edge-colouring of a hypergraph H is an assignment of colours to its edges such that any two of its edges e ≠ f assigned the same colour satisfy V (e) ∩ V (f) = ∅, and the chromatic index of H, denoted χ^′(H), is the fewest number of colours needed to properly edge-colour H. The dual of a hypergraph H is the hypergraph H^∗ with vertex set H and edge set {{e ∈ H : v ∈ V (e)} : v ∈ V (H)}. (Clearly, the dual of H^∗ is isomorphic to H itself.) The line graph of H, denoted L(H), is the graph G := L(H) where V (G) is the edge set of H, and e, f ∈ V (G) are adjacent in G if V (e) ∩ V (f) ≠ ∅. Note that the chromatic index of H is the chromatic number of its line graph. The union of complete graphs in Question 1.1 can be represented as the line graph of a hypergraph, as follows.

(1.1) If G_1, . . . , G_n are complete graphs and H is the dual of the hypergraph {V (G_i) : i ∈ [n]}, then the line graph of H is isomorphic to ⋃_n i=1 G_i and so χ^′(H) = χ ( ⋃_n i=1 G_i).

The degree of a vertex v ∈ V (H) in H, denoted d_H(v), is the number of edges e ∈ H such that V (e) contains v, and the codegree of two distinct vertices u, v ∈ V (H) in H, denoted d_H(u, v), is the number of edges e ∈ H such that V (e) contains both u and v. The maximum degree of H, denoted Δ(H), is the maximum degree of a vertex of H, and the codegree of H is the maximum codegree of two distinct vertices of H. Note the following:

(1.2) If G_1, . . . , G_n are complete graphs and H is the dual of the hypergraph {V (G_i) : i ∈ [n]}, then the maximum degree of H is max{|V (G_i)| : i ∈ [n]} and the codegree of H is max{|V (G_i) ∩ V (G_j )| : i ≠ j ∈ [n]}. By (1.1) and (1.2), Question 1.1 can be answered by determining the largest chromatic index of an n-vertex hypergraph with maximum degree at most n and codegree at most t. In fact, it is easy to see that both questions are equivalent.

By considering this dual formulation, it is straightforward to show the “moreover” part of Theorem 1.2, as follows. A hypergraph H is linear if it has codegree at most one and intersecting if V (e) ∩ V (f) ≠ ∅ for every e, f ∈ H. For k ∈ N, a projective plane of order k is a linear and intersecting hypergraph H with k^2 + k + 1 vertices such that every edge has size k + 1 (where the size of an edge e ∈ H is |V (e)|) and every vertex lies in k + 1 edges. A projective plane of order k exists if k is a power of a prime number, and it is a longstanding conjecture in finite geometry that the converse also holds. For any hypergraph H and t ∈ N, a t-fold H is a hypergraph obtained from H by replacing each edge with t distinct copies of it. Now let t, k ∈ N for which there exists a projective plane of order k, and let H_{t,k} be a t-fold projective plane of order k. Let n := k^2 + k + 1, and let L_{t,k} be the line graph of H_{t,k}. Note that L_{t,k} = ⋃_n i=1 G_i where G_i is a complete graph for all i ∈ [n], and |V (G_i) ∩ V (G_j )| = t for all distinct i, j ∈ [n]. If t ≤ k, then each G_i has t(k + 1) < n vertices, and since H_{t,k} is intersecting, L_{t,k} is complete on tn vertices, as desired.

1.3. New Results. In the dual setting, Theorem 1.2 implies the following for t ≥ 2 and n sufficiently large: If H is an n-vertex hypergraph with maximum degree at most n and codegree at most t, then χ^′(H) ≤ tn. Our main result strengthens this result in three ways. Firstly, we allow the maximum degree of H to be at most (1 − ε)tn for any ε > 0. Secondly, we prove that the result actually holds more generally for list colouring. (A list assignment for a hypergraph H is a collection of “lists of colours” C(e) for every e ∈ H, and a C-edge-colouring of H is a proper edgecolouring ϕ of H such that ϕ(e) ∈ C(e) for every e ∈ H. We say H is C-edge-colourable if H has a C-edge-colouring, and the list chromatic index of H, denoted χ^′_ℓ(H), is the minimum t such that H is C-edge-colourable for any list assignment C for H satisfying |C(e)| ≥ t for every e ∈ H.) Thirdly, we characterize the hypergraphs for which equality holds in the bound; in particular, χ^′(H) = tn holds only if H is a t-fold projective plane. The following is our main result.

Theorem 1.3. For every ε > 0, there exists n_0 ∈ N such that the following holds for all n, t ∈ N where n ≥ n_0. If H is an n-vertex hypergraph with codegree at most t and maximum degree at most (1 − ε)tn, then χ^′_ℓ(H) ≤ tn. Moreover, if χ^′_ℓ(H) = tn, then there exists k ∈ N such that n = k^2 + k + 1 and H is a t-fold projective plane of order k.

By (1.1) and (1.2), Theorem 1.3 provides the following strengthening of Theorem 1.2.

Corollary 1.4. For every ε > 0, there exists n_0 ∈ N such that the following holds for all n, t ∈ N where n ≥ n_0. If G_1, . . . , G_n are complete graphs, each on at most (1 − ε)tn vertices, such that |V (G_i)∩V (G_j )| ≤ t for all distinct i, j ∈ [n], then χ_ℓ( ⋃_n i=1 G_i) ≤ tn. Moreover, if χ_ℓ( ⋃_n i=1 G_i) = tn, then there exists k ∈ N such that n = k^2 + k + 1 and the dual of the hypergraph {V (G_i) : i ∈ [n]} is a t-fold projective plane of order k.

Note that the bound on the chromatic number in Theorem 1.2 follows immediately from Corollary 1.4 (with ε = 1/2, say).

Note that for every t ∈ N, there are infinitely many n so that the upper bound in Theorem 1.3 is tight. If t > √ n this does not imply that Theorem 1.2 is best possible, since the extremal examples for Theorem 1.3 in this case have maximum degree greater than n (and thus the corresponding complete graphs in Theorem 1.2 would have more than n vertices). However, Horák and Tuza [10] proved an asymptotically optimal bound in this case, by showing that every n-vertex hypergraph with maximum degree at most n has chromatic index at most n^{3/2} (where for n = k^2 + k + 1, a k-fold projective plane of order k shows that this bound is asymptotically optimal).

By (1.1) and (1.2), the Erdős-Faber-Lovász conjecture is equivalent to the following: Every n-vertex linear hypergraph H with maximum degree at most n has chromatic index at most n. Although Theorem 1.3 also applies when t = 1 (namely, when H is linear), it does not imply the result of [17] because of its stronger maximum degree assumption. However, it is still an interesting open problem to characterize the extremal examples for the Erdős-Faber-Lovász conjecture, and Theorem 1.3 provides such a characterisation of the extremal examples with maximum degree at most (1 − ε)n for any ε > 0 (for sufficiently large n). Moreover, it is also open whether the Erdős- Faber-Lovász conjecture holds for list coloring, which Theorem 1.3 confirms under this maximum degree assumption. See [16] for a more detailed discussion of these open problems.

We also prove the following stability result which generalizes [17, Theorem 1.2] and which is used in the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Theorem 1.5. For every δ > 0, there exist n_0, σ > 0 such that the following holds for all n, t ∈ N where n ≥ n_0. If H is an n-vertex hypergraph with maximum degree at most (1 − δ)tn and codegree at most t such that the number of edges of size (1 ± δ) √ n in H is at most (1 − δ)tn, then χ^′_ℓ(H) ≤ (1 − σ)tn.

Note that the condition on the number of edges of size close to √ n means that H cannot be “close” to a t-fold projective plane.

To show that t-fold projective planes are the only extremal examples for Theorem 1.3, we in fact show that if equality holds in Theorem 1.3 for some H, then H is intersecting. To deduce that H is a t-fold projective plane in this case, we prove the following theorem. Theorem 1.6 is a version of [9, Theorem 8] (which applies to linear hypergraphs and generalizes the de Bruijn- Erdős theorem [4]) for hypergraphs with codegree at most t. For any hypergraph H, let e(H) be the number of edges in H. For any v ∈ V (H), let N[v] := ⋃ e∈H:v∈V (e) V (e). A near-pencil on

n vertices is a linear hypergraph isomorphic to the hypergraph H with V (H) = {v, v_1, . . . , v_{n−1}} and H = {e, e_1, . . . , e_{n−1}} where V (e) = {v_1, . . . , v_{n−1}} and V (e_i) = {v, v_i} for 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1. (A near-pencil is sometimes also referred to as a degenerate plane.)

Theorem 1.6. Let n, t ∈ N. If H is an n-vertex intersecting hypergraph with codegree at most t and no edge of size one, then e(H) ≤ t max_{v∈V (H)} |N[v]|. Moreover, if equality holds, then there exists v ∈ V (H) such that e(H) = t|N[v]|, d(x) = 0 for every x ∈ V (H) \ N[v], and H[N[v]] is either

• a t-fold projective plane of order k (so there exists k ∈ N with |N[v]| = k^2 + k + 1), or • a t-fold near-pencil.

Related questions are also discussed in the recent survey by the authors [16]. Moreover, Kelly, Kühn and Osthus [18] investigate the list chromatic number of graphs which are the “nearly disjoint” union of graphs of maximum degree D. This turns out to be closely related to a (wide open) conjecture of Vu [20] on colouring graphs of small codegree.

1.4. Organisation of the paper. In Section 2, we introduce some notation that we follow throughout the paper. In Section 3, we prove Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 that allow us to colour “large” edges efficiently. In Section 4, we prove Lemma 4.1 which is used to colour edges having size at least (1 − o(1)) √ n. In Section 5, we put everything together and prove Theorems 1.3 and 1.5. Finally, in Section 6 we prove Theorem 1.6 that allows us to characterize the hypergraphs for which equality holds in Theorem 1.3. (In particular, Theorem 1.6 is used in the proof of Theorem 1.3.)

2. Notation

For every integer n ≥ 0, let [n] := {m ∈ N : 1 ≤ m ≤ n}. For a, b, c, d ∈ R and b > 0, we write c = a ± b if a − b ≤ c ≤ a + b and if c > 0 we write d = (a ± b)c if (a − b)c ≤ d ≤ (a + b)c.

We will use the “≪” notation when stating our results. The constants in the hierarchies used to state our results have to be chosen from right to left. More precisely, if we claim that a result holds whenever 0 < a ≪ b ≤ 1, then this means that there exists a non-decreasing function f : (0, 1] → (0, 1] such that the result holds for all 0 < a, b ≤ 1 with a ≤ f(b). We will not calculate these functions explicitly. Hierarchies with more constants are defined in a similar way.

Let H be a hypergraph. A vertex v ∈ V (H) is said to be contained in an edge e ∈ H, or an edge e ∈ H is said to contain a vertex v ∈ V (H) if v ∈ V (e). The edges f_1, . . . , f_k ∈ H are pairwise intersecting if the sets V (f_1), . . . , V (f_k) are pairwise intersecting.

For S ⊆ H and u, v ∈ V (H), let d_S (u) be the number of edges in S containing u, and the codegree d_S (u, v) of two distinct vertices u and v is |E_S (u, v)|, where E_S (u, v) denotes the set of edges in S containing both u and v.

For every v ∈ V (H), let N[v] := ⋃ e∈H:v∈V (e) V (e). For every edge e ∈ H, the set NH(e) denotes

the set of edges f ∈ E(H) \ {e} such that V (e) ∩ V (f) ≠ ∅. The subscript H in N_H(e) may be omitted if it is clear from the context. If H^′ ⊆ H and e ∈ H, then we denote N_H(e) ∩ H^′ by N_H′ (e), even if e /∈ H^′.

For every subset S ⊆ H, the volume of S is defined as vol_H(S) := ∑ e∈S (_{|V (e)|} 2 ) / (_n 2 ) , where n is the number of vertices of H. This measures the average codegree of S if we regard S as a spanning subhypergraph of H. In particular, if the codegree of H is at most t, then vol_H(S) ≤ t.

For every subset S ⊆ V (H), let H[S] be the hypergraph such that V (H[S]) := S and H[S] := {e ∈ H : V (e) ⊆ S}. If V (e) ∩ S ≠ ∅ for every e ∈ H, then let H|_S be the hypergraph with V (H|_S ) := S and H|_S := {e^∗ : e ∈ H}, where V (e^∗) := V (e) ∩ S for every e ∈ H.

3. Reordering large edges

In the proofs of Theorems 1.3 and 1.5, we first colour the “large” edges (edges of size at least r for some r satisfying 1/r ≪ ε in Theorem 1.3 and 1/r ≪ δ in Theorem 1.5) before extending the colouring to the remaining “small” edges. This section is devoted to proving the following two lemmas, which provide additional structure among the “large” edges that enables us to colour them efficiently.

If ⪯ is a linear ordering of the edges of a hypergraph H, for each e ∈ H, we define N^⪯_H (e) := {f ∈ N_H(e) : f ⪯ e} and d^⪯_H(e) := |N^⪯_H (e)|. We omit the subscript H when it is clear from the context. For each e ∈ H, we also let H^{⪯e} := {f ∈ H : f ⪯ e}.

Lemma 3.1. Let 0 < 1/n_0 ≪ 1/r ≪ σ ≪ δ ≪ 1, and let n, t ∈ N where n ≥ n_0. Let H be an n-vertex hypergraph where H has codegree at most t and every e ∈ H satisfies |V (e)| > r. If χ^′_ℓ(H) > (1 − σ)tn, then there exists a partition of H into three spanning subhypergraphs, H_1, W, and H_2 such that

(P1) max_{e∈W} |V (e)| ≤ (1 + δ) min_{e∈W} |V (e)| and (P2) vol_H(W) ≥ (1 − δ)t, (P3) |V (e)| ≥ max_{f∈W} |V (f)| for all e ∈ H_2, and a linear ordering ⪯ of the edges of H such that (FD1) d^⪯_H(e) ≤ (1 − 2σ)tn for all e ∈ H_1, (FD2) d^⪯_H(e) ≤ tn/2000 for all e ∈ H_2, and (FD3) e ⪯ f for every e ∈ H_2 and f ∈ W and for every e ∈ W and f ∈ H_1.

Lemma 3.2. Let 0 < 1/n_0 ≪ 1/r_0 ≪ 1/r_1 ≪ δ ≪ γ ≪ 1, and let n, t ∈ N where n ≥ n_0. Let H be an n-vertex hypergraph where H has codegree at most t and every e ∈ H satisfies |V (e)| > r_1. If the number of edges in H of size (1 ± δ) √ n is at least (1 − δ)tn, then there exists a partition of H into three spanning subhypergraphs, H_1, H_2, and H_3 such that (P’1) every e ∈ H satisfying |V (e)| ≤ r_0 is in H_1 and (P’2) every e ∈ H_3 satisfies |V (e)| ≥ (1 − 2δ) √ n, and a linear ordering ⪯ of the edges of H such that (FD’1) d^⪯_H(e) ≤ tn − 2 for every e ∈ H_2, (FD’2) d^⪯_H(e) ≤ γtn for every e ∈ H_1, and (FD’3) e ⪯ f for every e ∈ H_3 and f ∈ H_2 and for every e ∈ H_2 and f ∈ H_1.

In Section 5, we use Lemma 3.1 in the proof of Theorem 1.5. Property (P1) enables us to apply a result of Molloy and Reed [19, Theorem 10.5] (see Theorem 5.2) on colouring “locally sparse” graphs to efficiently colour the edges of W from their lists, and properties (P2) and (P3), together with (FD2), enable us to colour the edges of H_2 with a disjoint set of colours. Then, we can complete the colouring (of the “large” edges) greedily by (FD1) and (FD3).

Having proved Theorem 1.5, we may assume in the proof of Theorem 1.3 that there are at least (1 − δ)tn edges in H of size (1 ± δ) √ n for δ ≪ ε, in which case we apply Lemma 3.2 and colour the hypergraph H_3 obtained from Lemma 3.2 first. The argument for colouring H_3 is quite delicate, and the next section, Section 4, is entirely devoted to it (see Lemma 4.1). We use (FD’1), (FD’2) and (FD’3) to extend this colouring greedily to the remaining “large” edges (i.e. edges of size at least r_1), while (FD’2) and (P’1) ensure that only a small proportion of colours are used on edges of “medium” size (i.e. large edges of size at most r_0). As mentioned earlier, the arguments build on ideas introduced in [17].

3.1. Reordering edges. Our main tool in the proofs of Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 is the following lemma, which generalises [17, Lemma 6.2].

Lemma 3.3. Let 0 < 1/n_0 ≪ 1/r_1 ≪ τ, 1/K where τ < 1, K ≥ 1, and 1 − τ − 7τ^{1/4}/K > 0, and let t, n ∈ N with n ≥ n_0. If H is an n-vertex hypergraph with codegree at most t such that every e ∈ H satisfies |V (e)| ≥ r_1, then there exists a linear ordering ⪯ of the edges of H such that at least one of the following holds.

(3.3:a) Every e ∈ H satisfies d^⪯(e) ≤ t(1 − τ)n. (3.3:b) There is a set W ⊆ H such that

(W1) max_{e∈W} |V (e)| ≤ (1 + 3τ^{1/4}K^3) min_{e∈W} |V (e)| and (W2) vol_H(W) ≥ t^{(1−τ −7τ 1/4 /K)2}

1+3τ^{1/4}K^3 .

Moreover, if e^∗ is the last edge of W, then (O1) for all f ∈ H such that e^∗ ⪯ f and f ≠ e^∗, we have d^⪯(f) ≤ t(1 − τ)n and (O2) for all e, f ∈ H such that f ⪯ e ⪯ e^∗, we have |V (f)| ≥ |V (e)|.

Note that if (3.3:a) of Lemma 3.3 holds, then one can list-colour H greedily with t(1 − τ)n + 1 colours. To prove Lemma 3.3, we proceed roughly as follows: If we cannot find an ordering which satisfies (3.3:a), then we consider a suitable ordering satisfying (O1) and (O2) (a size-monotone ordering with the largest edge coming first is one example of an ordering satisfying (O1) and (O2)) and a suitable edge e^∗ which violates (3.3:a). One can then show that a set W of edges which precede e^∗ and are only a little larger than e^∗ satisfies (W1) and (W2). The former follows by definition of W and the latter is proven via a double counting argument which shows (i) that W contains essentially all edges f which (in the line graph of H) lie in the first or second neighbourhood of e^∗ and (ii) there are not too many other edges.

To formalize this argument, we first need several ingredients.

Observation 3.4. Let r ≥ 2, and let H be a hypergraph with codegree at most t. Then every vertex is contained in at most t(n − 1)/(r − 1) edges of size at least r in H.

Proof. Let H_r := {e ∈ H : |e| ≥ r}. Then for every v ∈ V (H), (r − 1)d_{Hr} (v) ≤ ∑ e : v∈e∈H_r (|V (e)| − 1) = ∑ w : v≠w d_{Hr} (v, w) ≤ t(n − 1). Thus, d_{Hr} (v) ≤ t(n − 1)/(r − 1), as desired. □

The following observation bounds the number of edges intersecting a given edge in a significant proportion of its vertices.

Observation 3.5. Let t ∈ N and let H be a hypergraph with codegree at most t. For every e ∈ H and α ∈ (0, 1) such that α|V (e)| ≥ 2, there are at most 2t/α^2 edges f ∈ H such that |V (e) ∩ V (f)| ≥ α|V (e)|. Proof. Fix e ∈ H. Let N_α be the number of edges f ∈ H such that |V (e) ∩ V (f)| ≥ α|V (e)|. Since every pair in e is covered by at most t edges in H, we have t ( |V (e)| 2 ) ≥ ∑ f∈H ( |V (e) ∩ V (f)| 2 ) ≥ N_α ( α|V (e)| 2 ) . This easily implies the desired bound N_α ≤ 2t/α^2. □

Proposition 3.6. Let t, n ∈ N and α_1, α_2, τ ≥ 0. Let H be an n-vertex hypergraph with codegree at most t such that every edge of H has size at least 2(1 + α_2)^2.

Let e ∈ H, let r := |V (e)|, let m_1 := |{f ∈ N(e) : |V (f)| ≥ (1 + α_1)r}|, and let m_2 := |{f ∈ N(e) : (1 + α_1)r > |V (f)| ≥ r/(1 + α_2)}|. Then

(i) (1 + α_1)m_1 + m_2 1 + α_2 ≤ tn ( 1 + 1 + α_2 r − 1 − α_2 ) . Moreover, if m_1 + m_2 ≥ t(1 − τ)n and α_1 > 0, then

(ii) m_1 ≤ ( τ + 1 + α_2 + α_2r r − 1 − α_2 ) tn α_1 . Proof. First, we show (i). Let N_1 := {f ∈ N(e) : V (f) ⊆ V (e), |V (f)| ≥ r/(1 + α_2)} and N_2 := {f ∈ N(e) : V (f) ⊈ V (e), |V (f)| ≥ r/(1 + α_2)}. By Observation 3.5, |N_1| ≤ (1 + α_2)^22t. Thus, since r ≥ 2(1 + α_2)^2, and |V (f)| ≤ |V (e)| = r for all f ∈ N_1, we have ∑ f∈N_1 (|V (f)| − 1) ≤ (r − 1)(1 + α_2)^22t ≤ tr^2.

(3.1)

Also note that ∑ f∈N_2 (|V (f)| − 1) ≤ ∑ f∈N(e) |V (f) ∩ V (e)||V (f) \ V (e)| = ∑ u∈V (e), v /∈V (e) d_H(u, v) ≤ tr(n − r). (3.2)

Combining (3.1) and (3.2), we have ∑ f∈N(e),|V (f)|≥r/(1+α_2 ) (|V (f)| − 1) ≤ trn, (3.3)

and thus ∑ f∈N(e):|V (f)|≥(1+α_1 )r ((1 + α_1)r − 1) + ∑ f∈N(e):(1+α_1 )r>|V (f)|≥r/(1+α_2 ) ( r 1 + α_2 − 1 ) ≤ trn. Dividing both sides of this inequality by r and rearranging terms, we obtain

(3.4) (1 + α_1)m_1 + m_2 1 + α_2 ≤ tn + m_1 + m_2 r . By (3.3), we also have

(3.5) m_1 + m_2 ≤ trn r/(1 + α_2) − 1 = (1 + α_2)trn r − 1 − α_2 . Hence, we obtain (i) by replacing m_1 + m_2 with the bound in (3.5) in the right side of (3.4).

Now we will show (ii). Combining the inequality m_1 + m_2 ≥ t(1 − τ)n with (i), we obtain

α_1m_1 ≤ tτn + tn(1 + α_2) r − 1 − α_2 + ( 1 − 1 1 + α_2 ) m_2^{(3.5)}≤ tτn + tn(1 + α_2) r − 1 − α_2 + α_2 trn r − 1 − α_2 = tn ( τ + 1 + α_2 + α_2r r − 1 − α_2 ) , as desired. □ Now we are ready to prove Lemma 3.3.

Proof of Lemma 3.3. Let α satisfy 1/r_1 ≪ α ≪ τ, 1/K. Let ⪯ be an ordering of the edges in H satisfying both (O1) and (O2) for some e^∗ ∈ H such that e(H^{⪯e∗} ) is minimum. Such an ordering exists since every size-monotone ordering ⪯ of the edges in H, where f ⪯ e if |V (f)| > |V (e)|, satisfies (O1) and (O2) for e^∗, where e^∗ is the last edge in the ordering.

We may assume that e(H^{⪯e∗} ) > 1, otherwise ⪯ satisfies (3.3:a), as desired. First we prove the following claim.

Claim 1. For every e ∈ H^{⪯e∗} , (3.6) |N(e) ∩ H^{⪯e∗} | > (1 − τ)tn. In particular, d^⪯(e^∗) > (1 − τ)tn.

Proof of claim: If d^⪯(e^∗) = |N(e^∗)∩H^{⪯e∗} | ≤ (1−τ)tn, then the predecessor of e^∗ also satisfies (O1) and (O2), contradicting the choice of e(H^{⪯e∗} ) to be minimum. If |N(e)∩H^{⪯e∗} | ≤ (1−τ)tn for some e ∈ H^{⪯e∗} \ {e^∗}, then we can move e to be the successor of e^∗ in the ordering ⪯, also contradicting the choice of e(H^{⪯e∗} ) to be minimum. ♦ Let r := |V (e^∗)|, and let W := {f ⪯ e^∗ : r ≤ |V (f)| < (1 + 3τ^{1/4}K^3)r}, so that (W1) is satisfied.

For the rest of the proof, we aim to show (W2), which will ensure that W satisfies (3.3:b).

To that end, let X := {e ∈ N^⪯(e^∗) : r ≤ |V (e)| < (1 + K √ τ)r} and X^′ ⊆ X be the collection of edges e ∈ X with |V (e) ∩ V (e^∗)| ≤ αr.

In order to bound |W| from below, we first prove the following bound on |X^′|. Claim 2. We have

(3.7) |X^′| ≥ ( 1 − τ − 2 √ τ K ) tn. Proof of claim: By Observation 3.5, we have |X^′| ≥ |X| − 2t α^2 ≥ |X| − √ τ 2K tn and by Claim 1, we have |X| ≥ (1 − τ) tn − |N^⪯(e^∗) \ X|. Moreover, by (O2), edges in N^⪯(e^∗) have size at least r, so N^⪯(e^∗) \ X = {e ∈ N^⪯(e^∗) : |V (e)| ≥ (1 + K √ τ)r}. Thus, we may apply Proposition 3.6(ii) with K √ τ and 0 playing the roles of α_1 and α_2, respectively, to obtain |N^⪯(e^∗) \ X| ≤ ( τ + 1 r − 1 ) tn K √ τ ≤ 3 √ τ 2K tn. By combining the three inequalities above, the claim follows. ♦ In the next claim, we provide a lower bound on the number of neighbours an edge of X^′ has in W \ N(e^∗). Claim 3. For every e ∈ X^′, (3.8) |N(e) ∩ (W \ N(e^∗))| ≥ ( 1 − τ − 7τ^{1/4} K ) tn − (1 + K √ τ)tr^2. Proof of claim: Fix e ∈ X^′. Note that (3.9) |N(e) ∩ (W \ N(e^∗))| = |N(e) ∩ H^{⪯e∗} | − |(N(e) ∩ H^{⪯e∗} ) \ W| − |N(e) ∩ N(e^∗) ∩ W|. Since |N(e) ∩ H^{⪯e∗} | ≥ (1 − τ)tn by (3.6), it suffices to bound the last two terms appropriately. First, we aim to bound |(N(e)∩H^{⪯e∗} )\W|. For every f ∈ H^{⪯e∗} \W, by (O2) and the definition of W, it follows that |V (f)| ≥ (1 + 3K^3τ^{1/4})r ≥ (1 + K^2τ^{1/4})|V (e)|. Now we apply Proposition 3.6(ii) to e with K^2τ^{1/4} and K √ τ playing the roles of α_1 and α_2 respectively. Let m_1 and m_2 be defined as in Proposition 3.6. Then |(N(e) ∩ H^{⪯e∗} ) \ W)| ≤ m_1 and m_1 + m_2 ≥ (1 − τ)tn by (3.6). Thus, we obtain (3.10) |(N(e) ∩ H^{⪯e∗} ) \ W| ≤ ( τ + 1 + K √ τ + K √ τ|V (e)| |V (e)|/2 ) tn K^2τ^{1/4} ≤ 6τ^{1/4} K tn, where we used |V (e)| ≥ r in the second inequality by (O2).

Now we aim to bound |N(e) ∩ N^⪯(e^∗) ∩ W|. Let N_1 := {f ∈ W : V (e) ∩ V (e^∗) ∩ V (f) ≠ ∅} and N_2 := (N(e) ∩ N^⪯(e^∗) ∩ W) \ N_1. Then by (O2), Observation 3.4 and the fact that |V (e) ∩ V (e^∗)| ≤ αr, we have |N_1| ≤ ∑ v∈V (e)∩V (e^∗) d_W (v) ≤ αr · t(n − 1) r − 1 ≤ 2αtn. Also, |N_2| ≤ t|V (e) \ V (e^∗)||V (e^∗) \ V (e)| ≤ t(1 + K √ τ)r^2, since V (f) must intersect both V (e) \ V (e^∗) and V (e^∗) \ V (e) for every f ∈ N_2, and H has codegree at most t. Hence

(3.11) |N(e) ∩ N^⪯(e^∗) ∩ W| = |N_1| + |N_2| ≤ 2αtn + (1 + K √ τ)tr^2. Combining (3.6), (3.9), (3.10), and (3.11), we obtain |N(e) ∩ (W \ N(e^∗))| ≥ (1 − τ)tn − 6τ^{1/4} K tn − 2αtn − (1 + K √ τ)tr^2 ≥ ( 1 − τ − 7τ^{1/4} K ) tn − (1 + K √ τ)tr^2, as desired. ♦ For every f ∈ W \ N(e^∗), since H has codegree at most t, we have (3.12) |N(f) ∩ X^′| ≤ |N(f) ∩ N(e^∗)| ≤ t|V (f)||V (e^∗)| ≤ t(1 + 3τ^{1/4}K^3)r^2. Since ∑ e∈X^′ |N(e) ∩ (W \ N(e^∗))| = |{(e, f) : e ∈ X^′, f ∈ W \ N(e^∗), e ∈ N(f)}| = ∑ f∈W\N(e^∗) |N(f) ∩ X^′|, by combining (3.8) and (3.12), we have |W \ N(e^∗)| ≥ |X^′| ( (1 − τ − 7τ^{1/4}/K)n (1 + 3τ^{1/4}K^3)r^2 − 1 + K √ τ 1 + 3τ^{1/4}K^3 ) , and since X^′ ⊆ N(e^∗) ∩ W, this implies |W| ≥ |X^′| ( (1 − τ − 7τ^{1/4}/K)n (1 + 3τ^{1/4}K^3)r^2

+ 1 −

1 + K √ τ 1 + 3τ^{1/4}K^3 ) ≥ |X^′| (1 − τ − 7τ^{1/4}/K)n (1 + 3τ^{1/4}K^3)r^2

(3.7) ≥ ( 1 − τ − 2 √ τ K ) ( 1 − τ − 7τ^{1/4}/K 1 + 3τ^{1/4}K^3 ) tn^2 r^2 . Therefore, vol_H(W) ≥ |W| ( r 2 ) / ( n 2 ) ≥ t (1 − τ − 7τ^{1/4}/K)^2

1 + 3τ^{1/4}K^3 , so W satisfies (W2), as desired, completing the proof of Lemma 3.3. □

3.2. Proofs of Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2. Now we can prove Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2. In both proofs, we apply Lemma 3.3 twice and combine the resulting orderings to obtain the desired ordering ⪯ of H. Proof of Lemma 3.1. First, we apply Lemma 3.3 to H with 2σ and 1 playing the roles of τ and K, respectively, to obtain an ordering ⪯_1. If ⪯_1 satisfies (3.3:a), then χ^′_ℓ(H) < (1 − σ)tn, so we assume (3.3:b) holds. Let W be the set W obtained from (3.3:b), let e^∗ be the last edge of W in ⪯_1, and let H_1 := H \ H^{⪯1e∗} . Let f^∗ be the edge of W which comes first in ⪯_1, and let H_2 := H \ {e ∈ H : f^∗ ⪯_1 e}. By the choices of τ and K, and since σ ≪ δ, we have max_{e∈W} |V (e)| ≤ (1 + 4σ^{1/4})|V (e^∗)| ≤ (1 + δ)|V (e^∗)| and vol_H(W) ≥ t(1 − σ^{1/5})^3 ≥ (1 − δ)t, so W satisfies (P1) and (P2), as desired, and by (O2) of Lemma (3.3:b), we may assume without loss of generality that every e ∈ H satisfying f^∗ ⪯_1 e ⪯_1 e^∗ is in W, so H is partitioned into H_1, W, and H_2, as required, and H_2 satisfies (P3), as desired.

Now we reapply Lemma 3.3 to H_2 and show that the resulting ordering satisfies (FD1)–(FD3), as follows. Apply Lemma 3.3 with H_2, 1 − 1/2000, and 2000^2 playing the roles of H, τ, and K, respectively, to obtain an ordering ⪯_2. Since W ∩ H_2 = ∅ and H has codegree at most t, we have vol_H(W) + vol_H(H_2) ≤ t. Thus, ⪯_2 satisfies (3.3:a), because (3.3:b) would imply there is a set W^′ ⊆ H_2 disjoint from W with vol_H(W^′) > δt, contradicting (P2). Combine ⪯_1 and ⪯_2 to obtain an ordering ⪯ of H where

• if f ∈ H_1 ∪ W, then e ⪯ f for every e ∈ H^{⪯1f} , and • if f ∈ H_2, then e ⪯ f for every e ∈ H^{⪯2f}_2 .

Since H_1 and ⪯_1 satisfy (O1) of (3.3:b) with τ = 2σ, (FD1) holds, and since H_2 and ⪯_2 satisfy (3.3:a) with τ = 1 − 1/2000, (FD2) holds. Finally, by the definition of ⪯, (FD3) holds, as desired. □

Proof of Lemma 3.2. Let σ satisfy 1/r_1 ≪ σ ≪ δ, and let W := {e ∈ H : |V (e)| = (1 ± δ) √ n}. By assumption,

(3.13) vol_H(W) ≥ (1 − δ)tn ( (1 − δ) √ n 2 )/( n 2 ) ≥ (1 − 3δ)t. First, apply Lemma 3.3 to H with 1 − γ and γ^{−2} playing the roles of τ and K, respectively, to obtain an ordering ⪯_1. If ⪯_1 satisfies (3.3:a), then the lemma holds with H_3, H_2 := ∅ and H_1 := H and ⪯_1 playing the role of ⪯, so we may assume that (3.3:b) holds. Let W_1 be the set W obtained from (3.3:b), let e^∗_1 be the last edge of W_1, let r_2 := |V (e^∗_1)|, let H_1 := H \ H^{⪯1e∗1} , and let H^{left} := H \ H_1. By the choices of τ and K, and since δ ≪ γ ≪ 1, we have (W_11) max_{e∈W1} |V (e)| ≤ r_2/γ^{10} and (W_12) vol_H(W_1) ≥ tγ^{20} > 3δt.

By (3.13) and (W_12), W ∩ W_1 ≠ ∅, so by (W_11), r_2 ≥ γ^{10}(1 − δ) √ n > r_0. Thus, by (O2) of (3.3:b), H_1 satisfies (P’1), as required.

Now apply Lemma 3.3 to H^{left} with σ and 1 playing the roles of τ and K, respectively, to obtain an ordering ⪯_2, and combine ⪯_1 and ⪯_2 to obtain an ordering ⪯ of H where

• if f ∈ H_1, then e ⪯ f for every e ∈ H^{⪯1f} , and • if f ∈ H^{left}, then e ⪯ f for every e ∈ (H^{left})^{⪯2f} .

If ⪯_2 satisfies (3.3:a), then ⪯ satisfies (FD’1) with H_2 := H^{left} and (FD’2), and the lemma holds with H_3 := ∅, so we may assume that (3.3:b) holds. Let W_2 be the set W obtained from (3.3:b), let e^∗_2 be the last edge of W_2 in ⪯_2, let r_3 := |V (e^∗_2)|, let H_2 := H^{left} \(H^{left})^{⪯2e∗2} , and let H_3 := H^{left} \H_2. Now H_1, H_2, and H_3 indeed partition H, and ⪯ satisfies (FD’3), as required. By the choices of τ and K, and since σ ≪ δ ≪ 1, we have (W_21) max_{e∈W2} |V (e)| ≤ (1 + 3σ^{1/4})r_3 and (W_22) vol_H(W_2) ≥ t(1 − σ^{1/5}).

By (3.13) and (W_22), W ∩W_2 ≠ ∅, so by (W_21), r_3 ≥ (1−δ) √ n/(1+3σ^{1/4}) ≥ (1−2δ) √ n. Thus, by (O2) of (3.3:b), H_3 satisfies (P’2), as required. Finally, since H_1 and ⪯_1 satisfy (O1) of (3.3:b) with τ = 1 − γ, (FD’2) holds, and since H_2 and ⪯_2 satisfy (O1) of (3.3:b) with τ = σ, (FD’1) holds, as desired. □

4. The extremal case

In this section, we prove Lemma 4.1 which proves the special case of Theorem 1.3 when all edges have size at least (1 − o(1)) √ n. In the proof of Theorem 1.3 in Section 5, this lemma will be used to colour the edges of H_3 obtained from an application of Lemma 3.2.

Lemma 4.1. Let 0 < 1/n_0 ≪ δ ≪ 1, and let n, t ∈ N where n ≥ n_0. If H is an n-vertex hypergraph with codegree at most t and |V (e)| ≥ (1 − δ) √ n for every e ∈ H, then χ^′_ℓ(H) ≤ tn. Moreover, if χ^′_ℓ(H) = tn, then H is intersecting.

To prove Lemma 4.1, the general strategy is to find a large matching in the complement of the line graph of H. Such a matching naturally gives rise to a colouring of H with colour classes of sizes one and two. More precisely, for a hypergraph H, recall that L(H) denotes the line graph of H and L(H) denotes its complement. First we need the following simple observation which directly follows from [8, p. 152].

Observation 4.2. Let k, n ∈ N, and let H be an n-vertex hypergraph. If there is a matching N in L(H) of size at least e(H) − k, then χ^′_ℓ(H) ≤ k.

A pair {e, f} ⊆ H of distinct edges in an n-vertex hypergraph H is t-useful if V (e) ∩ V (f) ≠ ∅ and |N(e) ∩ N(f)| ≤ tn − 3. Proposition 4.3. Let n, t ∈ N, let H be an n-vertex hypergraph with more than tn edges, and let r := e(H) − tn. If there exist distinct pairwise intersecting edges e_1, . . . , e_{2r+2} ∈ H such that {e_{2i−1}, e_{2i}} is t-useful for every i ∈ [r + 1], then χ^′_ℓ(H) < tn.

Proof. By Observation 4.2, it suffices to show that there exists a matching N in L(H) of size r + 1 = e(H) − tn + 1.

Let i ∈ [r + 1]. Suppose there are distinct edges f_1, . . . , f_{i−1} ∈ H \ {e_1, . . . , e_{2r+2}}, where V (f_j ) does not intersect at least one of V (e_{2j−1}) or V (e_{2j} ) for every j ∈ [i − 1]. Now we choose f_i ∈ H \ {e_1, . . . , e_{2r+2}, f_1, . . . , f_{i−1}} such that V (f_i) does not intersect at least one of V (e_{2i−1}) or V (e_{2i}), as follows. Let S := H \ ((N(e_{2i−1}) ∩ N(e_{2i})) ∪ {e_{2i−1}, e_{2i}, f_1, . . . , f_{i−1}}). For each f ∈ S, the set V (f) does not intersect at least one of V (e_{2i−1}) or V (e_{2i}). Since, by definition, |N(e_{2i−1}) ∩ N(e_{2i})| ≤ tn − 3 and i − 1 ≤ r = e(H) − tn, |S| ≥ e(H) − (tn − 3) − 2 − (i − 1) ≥ 1. Thus, S ≠ ∅, so there exists f_i ∈ S. Since e_1, . . . , e_{2r+2} are pairwise intersecting, we have S ∩ {e_1, . . . , e_{2r+2}} = ∅, so f_i ∈ H \ {e_1, . . . , e_{2r+2}}, as desired.

Therefore, let f_1, . . . , f_{r+1} ∈ H \ {e_1, . . . , e_{2r+2}} be chosen using the above procedure. For every j ∈ [r + 1], V (f_j ) does not intersect at least one of V (e_{2j−1}) or V (e_{2j} ), so this yields a matching N in L(H) of size r + 1, completing the proof. □

The following proposition shows that if we find sufficiently many t-useful pairs (satisfying some additional properties) then χ^′_ℓ(H) < tn. To find such t-useful pairs will use Propositions 4.5 and 4.6.

Proposition 4.4. Let α ∈ (0, 1), let n, t ∈ N, let H be an n-vertex hypergraph such that e(H) > tn, H has codegree at most t, and for every e ∈ H, α|V (e)| ≥ 2. Let r := e(H) − tn. If A ⊆ H satisfies either

(i) |A| ≥ 6r, and {e, f} is t-useful for every distinct intersecting e, f ∈ A, or

(ii) |A| ≥ 6r + 2t/α^2, and {e, f} is t-useful for every distinct intersecting e, f ∈ A with |V (e) ∩ V (f)| ≤ α max(|V (e)|, |V (f)|), then χ^′_ℓ(H) < tn.

Proof. Note that by assumption, r ≥ 1. Let N be a matching of maximum size in L(H). If |N| > r, then the lemma follows from Observation 4.2, so we may assume that |N| ≤ r. By the maximality of N, all pairs e, f ∈ A \ V (N) are adjacent in L(H), thus e and f are intersecting in H.

Now we claim that we can choose 2r + 2 distinct (pairwise intersecting) edges a_1, . . . , a_{2r+2} ∈ A \ V (N) such that {a_{2i−1}, a_{2i}} is t-useful for each i ∈ [r + 1], so that we can apply Proposition 4.3 to {a_1, . . . , a_{2r+2}} to complete the proof. Since |V (N)| ≤ 2r, we have (4.1) |A \ V (N)| − 2r ≥ |A| − 4r. First suppose (i) holds. Then |A| ≥ 6r, so by (4.1), |A \ V (N)| − 2r ≥ 2r ≥ 2. Thus, we can choose 2r + 2 distinct pairwise intersecting edges a_1, . . . , a_{2r+2} ∈ A \ V (N) which, by our assumption, satisfy that {a_{2i−1}, a_{2i}} is t-useful for each i ∈ [r + 1], as claimed.

Otherwise, if (ii) holds, then again by (4.1), (4.2) |A \ V (N)| − 2r ≥ 2t α^2

+ 2.

Now we claim that we can choose 2r + 2 distinct a_1, . . . , a_{2r+2} ∈ A \ V (N) such that for each i ∈ [r + 1], we have |V (a_{2i−1}) ∩ V (a_{2i})| ≤ α|V (a_{2i−1})|. Then by our assumption {a_{2i−1}, a_{2i}} is t-useful for each i ∈ [r + 1], allowing us to apply Proposition 4.3 to {a_1, . . . , a_{2r+2}} and complete the proof again.

Suppose for some 0 ≤ i ≤ r, we have chosen 2i distinct a_1, . . . , a_{2i} ∈ A \ V (N) such that |V (a_{2j−1})∩V (a_{2j} )| ≤ α|V (a_{2j−1})| for j ∈ [i]. Since |A\(V (N)∪{a_1, . . . , a_{2i}})| ≥ 2+2t/α^2 by (4.2), there exist a_{2i+1}, a_{2i+2} ∈ A\(V (N)∪{a_1, . . . , a_{2i}}) such that |V (a_{2i+1})∩V (a_{2i+2})| ≤ α|V (a_{2i+1})| by Observation 3.5. Thus, iterating this process, we can choose 2r+2 distinct a_1, . . . , a_{2r+2} ∈ A\V (N) such that |V (a_{2i−1}) ∩ V (a_{2i})| ≤ α|V (a_{2i−1})| for each i ∈ [r + 1], as claimed. □

Proposition 4.5. Let 0 < 1/n_0 ≪ δ ≪ 1, and let t, k, n ∈ N where n ≥ n_0 and k^2 − k + 2 ≤ n ≤ k^2 + k + 1. Let H be an n-vertex hypergraph with codegree at most t such that |V (e)| ≥ (1 − δ) √ n for every e ∈ H and H has at most t/(2δ) edges of size at most k. If e ∈ H satisfies |V (e)| ≤ k, then |N(e)| ≤ tn − 3. Proof. Fix e ∈ H such that |V (e)| ≤ k. Let m be the number of edges of size at most k in N(e). By our assumption, m ≤ t/(2δ). Since H has codegree at most t, we have ∑ f∈N(e):V (f)⊈V (e) (|V (f)| − 1) ≤ ∑ f∈N(e) |V (f) \ V (e)||V (f) ∩ V (e)| = ∑ u∈V (e),v /∈V (e) d(u, v) ≤ t|V (e)||V (H) \ V (e)| ≤ tk(n − k). On the other hand, since every edge in H has size at least (1 − δ) √ n ≥ (1 − 2δ)k ≥ (1 − 2δ)|V (e)|, by Observation 3.5, there are at most 2t/(1 − 2δ)^2 edges f ∈ H with V (f) ⊆ V (e). Thus, ∑ f∈N(e):V (f)⊈V (e) (|V (f)| − 1) ≥ ∑ f∈N(e) (|V (f)| − 1) − |V (e)| · 2t (1 − 2δ)^2 ≥ k(|N(e)| − m) + ((1 − δ) √ n − 1)m − 2kt (1 − 2δ)^2 .

Combining the lower and upper bound on ∑ f∈N(e):V (f)⊈V (e)(|V (f)| − 1), we obtain

|N(e)| ≤ t ( n − k + 2 (1 − 2δ)^2 ) + m ( 1 − (1 − δ) √ n − 1 k ) ≤ t(n − 4) + 2δm ≤ tn − 3,

as desired. □

Proposition 4.6. Let 0 < 1/n_0 ≪ δ ≪ α ≪ 1, and let t, k, n ∈ N where n ≥ n_0 and k^2 − k + 2 ≤ n ≤ k^2 + k + 1.

Let H be an n-vertex hypergraph with codegree at most t where every edge has size at least (1−δ) √ n, and let e, f ∈ H be distinct intersecting edges of size at most k such that |V (e)∩V (f)| ≤ αk. If either

(i) at least one of e or f has size at most k − 1, (ii) |V (e) ∩ V (f)| ≥ 2, or (iii) there exists a vertex in V (e) ∩ V (f) which is contained in at most t/(4δ) edges of size at most k − 1, then {e, f} is t-useful.

Proof. Let i := |V (e) ∩ V (f)| ∈ [⌊αk⌋]. Since H has codegree at most t, we have (4.3) |N(e) ∩ N(f)| ≤ t(|V (e)| − i)(|V (f)| − i) + ∑ w∈V (e)∩V (f) (d(w) − 2)

and by Observation 3.4,

(4.4) ∑ w∈V (e)∩V (f) (d(w) − 2) ≤ i t(n − 1) (1 − δ) √ n − 1 ≤ (1 + 2δ)kti.

Let f(i) := (|V (e)| − i)(|V (f)| − i) + (1 + 2δ)ki. It is easy to see that f(i) is maximised when i is taken as small as possible. Note that |N(e) ∩ N(f)| ≤ tf(i) by (4.3) and (4.4).

If (i) holds, then f(1) ≤ (k − 1)(k − 2) + (1 + 2δ)k ≤ k^2 − 3k/2, so |N(e) ∩ N(f)| ≤ tf(i) ≤ tf(1) ≤ t(k^2 − 3k/2) ≤ tn − 3. Hence, {e, f} is t-useful, as desired.

If (ii) holds, then i ≥ 2 and f(2) ≤ (k − 2)^2 + (1 + 2δ)2k ≤ k^2 − 3k/2, so |N(e) ∩ N(f)| ≤ tf(i) ≤ tf(2) ≤ t(k^2 − 3k/2) ≤ tn − 3, so again {e, f} is t-useful.

Otherwise we may assume i = 1 and (iii) holds. Let V (e) ∩ V (f) = {w}, and let m be the number of edges of size at most k − 1 containing w. By (iii), m ≤ t/(4δ). Here we need an estimate on d(w) which is more precise than (4.4). By the definition of m and the fact that H has codegree at most t, we have m((1 − δ) √ n − 1) + (d(w) − m)(k − 1) ≤ ∑ e^′ : w∈V (e^′) (|V (e^′)| − 1) = ∑ v∈V (H)\{w} d_H(v, w) ≤ t(n − 1),

which implies

(4.5) d(w) ≤ t(n − 1) k − 1 + m ( 1 − (1 − δ) √ n − 1 k − 1 ) ≤ t(n − 1) k − 1 + 2δm.

Thus, by (4.3) and (4.5), |N(e) ∩ N(f)| − tn ≤ t(|V (e)| − 1)(|V (f)| − 1) + d(w) − 2 − tn ≤ t ( (k − 1)^2 + n − 1 k − 1 + 2δm t − n ) − 2 = t (k − 1)^3 − 1 − (k − 2)n + 2(k − 1)δm/t k − 1 − 2 < t (k − 2)(k^2 − k + 1 − n + 3δm/t) k − 1 − 2 < −2, so {e, f} is a t-useful pair, as desired. □

Now we prove Lemma 4.1.

Proof of Lemma 4.1. Choose α > 0 so that 0 < 1/n_0 ≪ δ ≪ α ≪ 1. If e(H) < tn, then χ^′_ℓ(H) < tn since every edge can be given a different colour. If e(H) = tn and H is not intersecting, then by Observation 4.2, χ^′_ℓ(H) < tn. Thus, we may assume that e(H) > tn. We will show that χ^′_ℓ(H) < tn. Let r := e(H) − tn, let k be a positive integer such that (4.6) k^2 − k + 2 = (k − 1)^2 + (k − 1) + 2 ≤ n ≤ k^2 + k + 1.

Now we divide H into the following subsets. Let A^− := {e ∈ H : |V (e)| ≤ k − 1}, let A^+ := {e ∈ H : |V (e)| = k}, let A := A^− ∪ A^+, and let B := {e ∈ H : |V (e)| ≥ k + 1}.

By (4.6) and since every edge in H has size at least (1 − δ) √ n, it follows that vol_H(B) ≥ |B| k(k + 1) n(n − 1) ≥ |B| n , vol_H(A^+) = |A^+| k(k − 1) n(n − 1) ≥ |A^+| n ( 1 − 3 √ n ) , vol_H(A^−) ≥ |A^−|

(1 − δ) √ n · ((1 − δ) √ n − 1) n(n − 1) ≥ |A^−| 1 − 2δ n . Combining these inequalities with the fact that vol_H(B) + vol_H(A^+) + vol_H(A^−) = vol_H(H) ≤ t (since H has codegree at most t), we obtain r = |A^−| + |A^+| + |B| − tn ≤ 3|A^+| √ n + 2δ|A^−| ≤ 2δ|A|. (4.7)

If |A| ≤ t/(2δ), then by Proposition 4.5, for every distinct intersecting e, f ∈ A, {e, f} is t-useful. Moreover, by (4.7), |A| ≥ r/(2δ) ≥ 6r. Thus, A satisfies the conditions of Proposition 4.4(i), so χ^′_ℓ(H) < tn, as desired. Now we may assume that |A| > t/(2δ). (4.8)

If |A^−| ≤ t/(4δ), then by Proposition 4.6(iii), for every distinct intersecting pair e, f ∈ A with |V (e) ∩ V (f)| ≤ αk, we have that {e, f} is t-useful. Moreover, (4.7) and (4.8) together imply that r = |A| + |B| − tn ≤ 2δ|A| ≤ |A|/6 − t/(3α^2). Thus, A satisfies the conditions of Proposition 4.4(ii), so χ^′_ℓ(H) < tn, as desired. Hence, we may assume that (4.9) |A^−| > t/(4δ). Thus if |A^+| ≤ α √ n|A^−|, then by (4.7) and (4.9), we have r = |A^−| + |A^+ ∪ B| − tn ≤ (3α + 2δ)|A^−| ≤ |A^−|/6 − t/(3α^2), so |A^−| ≥ 6r + 2t/α^2. Moreover, by Proposition 4.6(i), every distinct intersecting pair e, f ∈ A^− with |V (e) ∩ V (f)| ≤ αk is t-useful. Hence, A^− satisfies the conditions of Proposition 4.4(ii), so χ^′_ℓ(H) < tn, as desired. Thus we assume

(4.10) |A^+| > α √ n|A^−|^{(4.9)}> αt 4δ √ n.

Now let L := L(H) be the line graph of H, and let N be a maximal matching in L. We may assume |N| ≤ r, as otherwise the lemma follows from Observation 4.2. Combining this inequality with (4.7) and (4.10), we have (4.11) |N| ≤ r ≤ 3|A^+| √ n + 2δ|A^−| < 3|A^+| √ n + 2δ α √ n |A^+| < 5|A^+| √ n . Claim 1. There are 2r + 2 distinct e_1, . . . , e_{2r+2} ∈ A^+ \ V (N) such that for each i ∈ [r + 1], (i) |V (e_{2i−1}) ∩ V (e_{2i})| ≤ αk and (ii) there exists w_i ∈ V (e_{2i−1}) ∩ V (e_{2i}) such that |{e ∈ A^− : w_i ∈ V (e)}| < t/(4δ).

Proof of claim: Let V_{bad} := {x ∈ V (H) : |{e ∈ A^− : x ∈ V (e)}| ≥ t/(4δ)}. Let P := {(w, e) : w ∈ V_{bad}, w ∈ V (e), and e ∈ A^−}, and note that (by (4.6)), |V_{bad}| · t/(4δ) ≤ |P| ≤ (k − 1)|A^−| ≤ 2 √ n|A^−|, which implies

(4.12) |V_{bad}| ≤ 8δ|A^−| √ n t . Let A^+_{bad} := {e ∈ A^+ : |V (e)∩V_{bad}| ≥ √ δn}. Let Q := {(w, e) : w ∈ V_{bad}, w ∈ V (e), and e ∈ A^+_{bad}}.

Thus, by Observation 3.4, we have

|A^+_{bad}| √ δn ≤ |Q| ≤ |V_{bad}| t(n − 1) k − 1 (4.6),(4.12) ≤ 16δn|A^−|, so we have

(4.13) |A^+_{bad}| ≤ 16 √ δn|A^−|^{(4.10)}≤ 16 √ δ α |A^+| < |A^+| 20 . Thus,

(4.14) |A^+ \ (A^+_{bad} ∪ V (N))| ≥ |A^+| − |A^+_{bad}| − |V (N)|^{(4.11),(4.13)}≥ 9|A^+| 10 . Now we iterate the following procedure for i ∈ [r+1]. Suppose we have found distinct e_1, . . . , e_{2(i−1)} ∈ A^+ \(A^+_{bad} ∪V (N)) such that for each j ∈ [i−1], |V (e_{2j−1})∩V (e_{2j} )| ≤ αk and (V (e_{2j−1})∩V (e_{2j} ))\ V_{bad} ≠ ∅. Let A_i := A^+ \ ( A^+_{bad} ∪ V (N) ∪ {e_1, . . . , e_{2(i−1)}} ) . Now we aim to find a pair {e_{2i−1}, e_{2i}} ⊆ A_i such that |V (e_{2i−1}) ∩ V (e_{2i})| ≤ αk, and (V (e_{2i−1}) ∩ V (e_{2i})) \ V_{bad} ≠ ∅. Note that

(4.15) |A_i| ≥ |A^+ \ (A^+_{bad} ∪ V (N))| − 2r^{(4.11),(4.14)}≥ 9|A^+| 10 − 10|A^+| √ n (4.10) ≥ αt 10δ √ n. Let T_i := {(w, e) : e ∈ A_i, w ∈ V (e)\V_{bad}}. Since |V (e)∩V_{bad}| ≤ √ δn for each e ∈ A_i ⊆ A^+\A^+_{bad}, we deduce the following. (Also note that V (H) \ V_{bad} ≠ ∅ since |V (e) \ V_{bad}| ≥ (1 − δ − √ δ) √ n for each e ∈ A_i, and A_i ≠ ∅ by (4.15).) 1 |V (H) \ V_{bad}| ∑ w∈V (H)\V_{bad} d_{Ai} (w) = |T_i| |V (H) \ V_{bad}| ≥ |T_i| n = 1 n ∑ e∈A_i |V (e) \ V_{bad}|

≥ |A_i|(k − √ δn) n (4.15),(4.6) ≥ αt √ n/(10δ) · ( √ n/2) n = αt 20δ > 2t α^2 . Thus, there exists a vertex w_i ∈ V (H) \ V_{bad} with d_{Ai} (w_i) > 2t/α^2, so there exists a pair {e_{2i−1}, e_{2i}} ⊆ A_i such that w_i ∈ V (e_{2i−1}) ∩ V (e_{2i}) and |V (e_{2i−1}) ∩ V (e_{2i})| ≤ αk by Observation 3.5. Moreover, since w_i ∈ V (H) \ V_{bad}, |{e ∈ A^− : w_i ∈ V (e)}| < t/(4δ) by the definition of V_{bad}.

Thus, iterating the above procedure allows us to find distinct e_1, . . . , e_{2r+2} ∈ A^+ \ V (N) satisfying (i) and (ii) of Claim 1, as desired. ♦

Let e_1, . . . , e_{2r+2} ∈ A^+ \ V (N) be the distinct edges obtained from Claim 1. Since N is maximal, H\V (N) is a clique in L, so e_1, . . . , e_{2r+2} are pairwise intersecting. Moreover, by Proposition 4.6(iii), {e_{2i−1}, e_{2i}} is t-useful for each i ∈ [r + 1]. Thus by Proposition 4.3, we deduce that χ^′_ℓ(H) < tn, completing the proof of Lemma 4.1. □

5. Proofs of Theorems 1.3 and 1.5

In this section, we prove Theorems 1.3 (our main result) and 1.5 (the stability version). For this, we first introduce tools for colouring locally sparse graphs and hypergraphs in Section 5.1. In Section 5.2, we give an overview of how we combine these tools with the results of the previous sections to prove Theorems 1.3 and 1.5. We then prove Theorem 1.5 in Section 5.3 and prove Theorem 1.3 (whose proof relies on Theorem 1.5) in Section 5.4.

5.1. Probabilistic hypergraph colouring preliminaries. We will need the following fundamental result of Kahn [14], which asymptotically determines the list chromatic index of a hypergraph of small codegree. A precursor of Theorem 5.1 was his main tool in proving an asymptotic version of the Erdős-Faber-Lovász conjecture [13]. We use Theorem 5.1 to colour the ‘small’ edges of H.

Theorem 5.1 (Kahn [14]). For any k, ε > 0, there exists δ > 0 such that the following holds. If H is a hypergraph with maximum degree at most D and codegree at most δD, such that every edge of H has size at most k, then χ^′_ℓ(H) ≤ (1 + ε)D.

We also use the following result of Molloy and Reed [19, Theorem 10.5] on the list chromatic index of locally sparse graphs. This result has recently been improved in [1, 2, 12], but we do not need these stronger versions.

Theorem 5.2 (Molloy and Reed [19]). Let 0 < 1/Δ ≪ ζ ≤ 1. Let G be a graph with Δ(G) ≤ Δ. If every v ∈ V (G) satisfies e(G[N(v)]) ≤ (1 − ζ)

(_Δ 2 ) , then χ_ℓ(G) ≤ (1 − ζ/e^6)Δ.

Using Theorem 5.2, we derive the following corollary, which will be used to colour the edges of W obtained from an application of Lemma 3.1 in the proof of Theorem 1.5.

Corollary 5.3. Let 0 < 1/n_0, 1/r ≪ α ≪ ζ < 1, let n, t ∈ N where n ≥ n_0, and suppose r ≤ (1 − ζ) √ n. If H is an n-vertex hypergraph with codegree at most t such that every e ∈ H satisfies |V (e)| ∈ [r, (1 + α)r], then χ^′_ℓ(H) ≤ (1 − ζ/500)tn.

Proof. Let Δ := (1 + α)trn/(r − 1), and let L := L(H). Since every edge of H has size at least r and H has codegree at most t, we have d_H(v) ≤ tn/(r − 1) for every v ∈ V (H) by Observation 3.4. Thus, for every e ∈ H, we have |N(e)| ≤ ∑ v∈V (e) dH(v) ≤ (1 + α)trn/(r − 1), hence, Δ(L) ≤ Δ.

Now we aim to estimate e(L[N(e)]). First, partition N(e) into N_1 := {f ∈ N(e) : |V (e)∩V (f)| ≤ α|V (e)|} and N_2 := N(e) \ N_1. Since H has codegree at most t, for each f ∈ N_1, we have |N(e) ∩ N(f)| ≤ ∑ v∈V (e)∩V (f) d_H(v) + t|V (e) \ V (f)||V (f) \ V (e)|

≤ α(1 + α)r · tn r − 1 + t(1 + α)^2r^2 ≤ (2α + (1 + 3α)(1 − ζ))tn ≤ ( 1 − 9ζ 10 ) tn.

By Observation 3.5, there are at most 2t/α^2 edges in N_2. Using this fact and the above inequality, we have e(L[N(e)]) ≤ ∑ f∈N_1 1 2 |N(e) ∩ N(f)| + ∑ f∈N_2 |N(e) ∩ N(f)|

≤ ( 1 − 9ζ 10 ) tn 2 |N_1| + |N_2| · Δ ≤ ( 1 − 9ζ 10 ) tnΔ 2 + 2t α^2 · Δ ≤ ( 1 − 5ζ 6 ) ( Δ 2 ) . Therefore by Theorem 5.2, χ^′_ℓ(H) = χ_ℓ(L) ≤ (1 − 5ζ/(6e^6))Δ ≤ (1 − ζ/500)tn, as desired. □

We need the following proposition in the proofs of Theorems 1.3 and 1.5.

Proposition 5.4. Let 1/n_0 ≪ ξ < 1, let γ ∈ [0, 1], and let t, n ∈ N where n ≥ n_0. If H is an n-vertex hypergraph with codegree at most t and C is a list assignment for H satisfying |C(e)| ≥ tn/2 for every e ∈ H, then there exists a set R ⊆ ⋃ e∈H C(e) such that every e ∈ H satisfies |R ∩ C(e)| = (γ ± ξ)|C(e)|. This proposition can be easily proved by choosing each colour in ⋃ e∈H C(e) in R randomly and independently with probability γ and showing that R satisfies the lemma with high probability, so we omit the details.

5.2. Overview of the proofs of Theorems 1.3 and 1.5. We now have all of the ingredients needed to prove Theorems 1.3 and 1.5. For the reader’s convience, we provide a brief overview of both proofs in the case when all edges have the same list of available colours; that is, we overview the proofs of both results where we replace “χ^′_ℓ” with “χ^′”.

Let constants n_0, r_0, r_1, σ δ, γ, ε satisfy 0 < 1/n_0 ≪ 1/r_0 ≪ 1/r_1 ≪ σ ≪ δ ≪ γ ≪ ε ≪ 1. In both proofs, we decompose H into spanning subhypergraphs H_{sml} := {e ∈ H : |V (e)| ≤ r_1}, H_{med} := {e ∈ H : r_1 < |V (e)| ≤ r_0}, and H_{lrg} := {e ∈ H : |V (e)| > r_0}, we colour H_{lrg} before colouring H_{sml}, and we use disjoint sets of colours on H_{sml} and H_{med}.

We begin with the proof of Theorem 1.5 (the stability theorem), as we use this result in the proof of Theorem 1.3. In this proof, we apply Lemma 3.1 to H_{lrg} and obtain a partition of it into H_1, W, and H_2 and an ordering ⪯ of its edges. We use Corollary 5.3 to colour the edges of W, and we use (FD2) to colour H_2 (greedily, in the ordering provided by ⪯) with a disjoint set of colours, so that in total we use at most (1 − 2σ)tn + 1 colours. We then use (FD1) and (FD3) to extend this colouring to H_1 without using any additional colours. Finally, we use Theorem 5.1 to extend this colouring to H_{sml} with no additional colours and also to colour H_{med} with a small set of additional colours, so that in total, we use at most (1 − σ)tn colours.

In the proof of Theorem 1.3, by Theorem 1.5, we may assume that at least (1 − δ)tn edges have size (1 ± δ) √ n. Hence, we can apply Lemma 3.2 to H_{lrg} ∪ H_{med} to obtain a partition of it into H_1, H_2, and H_3 and an ordering ⪯ of its edges. We use Lemma 4.1 to colour the edges of H_3, and we use (FD’1)–(FD’3) to extend this colouring to H_{lrg} ∪ H_{med} without using any additional colours while also ensuring that only a small subset of colours are used on H_{med}. As in the proof of Theorem 1.5, we can extend the colouring to H_{sml} using Theorem 5.1 without using any additional colours.

5.3. Proof of the stability theorem, Theorem 1.5. We begin with the proof of Theorem 1.5, but first, we prove it in the special case when all edges are large in the following lemma.

Lemma 5.5. Let 0 < 1/n_0 ≪ 1/r ≪ σ ≪ δ ≪ 1, and let n, t ∈ N where n ≥ n_0. Let H be an n-vertex hypergraph where H has codegree at most t and every e ∈ H satisfies |V (e)| > r. If χ^′_ℓ(H) > (1 − σ)tn, then the number of edges in H of size (1 ± δ) √ n is more than (1 − δ)tn.

Proof. Let δ^′ satisfy σ ≪ δ^′ ≪ δ. Since χ^′_ℓ(H) > (1 − σ)tn, there is a list assignment C for the edges of H satisfying |C(e)| = ⌈(1 − σ)tn⌉ for every e ∈ H such that H is not C-edge-colourable. By Lemma 3.1 (with r, σ, and δ^′ playing the roles of r, σ, and δ, respectively) there is a partition of H into three spanning subhypergraphs H_1, W, and H_2 satisfying (P1’) max_{e∈W} |V (e)| ≤ (1 + δ^′) min_{e∈W} |V (e)|, (P2’) vol_H(W) ≥ (1 − δ^′)t, and (P3) and an ordering ⪯ of the edges of H satisfying (FD1), (FD2), and (FD3).

Let r^′ := min_{e∈W} |V (e)|, and let ζ := 1 − r^′/ √ n. First we claim that r^′ ≥ (1 − δ) √ n. Suppose to the contrary. We derive a contradiction by showing H is C-edge-colourable. To that end, we apply Proposition 5.4 with ζ/900 and ζ/10000 playing the roles of γ and ξ, respectively, to obtain a set R ⊆ ⋃ e∈H C(e) such that (5.1) every e ∈ H satisfies ζtn/1000 ≤ |R ∩ C(e)| ≤ ζtn/800. For every e ∈ H, let C_1(e) := C(e) \ R and C_2(e) := C(e) ∩ R.

Since we assume r^′ < (1−δ) √ n, we have ζ > δ ≫ σ, so ζ/800+σ < ζ/500. Hence, by (5.1), every e ∈ H satisfies |C_1(e)| ≥ (1−σ)tn−ζtn/800 > (1−ζ/500)tn. Therefore, by (P1’) and Corollary 5.3 with r^′ and δ^′ playing the roles of r and α, respectively, we have χ^′_ℓ(W) ≤ (1 − ζ/500)tn, which implies that there is a C_1-edge-colouring ϕ_1 of W.

Next we show that there is a C_2-edge-colouring ϕ_2 of H_2. To that end, let k := e(H_2). By (5.1), every e ∈ H_2 satisfies |C_2(e)| ≥ ζtn/1000. Clearly χ^′_ℓ(H_2) ≤ k, so we assume k > ζtn/1000. Since ζ > δ, we have k > ζtn/1000 > 2δ^2tn. By (P3), every edge of H_2 has size at least r^′, so we have vol_H(H_2) ≥ k(r^′ − 1)^2/n^2. On the other hand, by (P2’), and since H_2 ∩ W = ∅, we have vol_H(H_2) ≤ δ^′t ≤ δ^3t. Thus, 2δ^2tn < k ≤ δ^3tn^2/(r^′ − 1)^2, so r^′ < δ^{1/4} √ n. Therefore, ζ > 1000/1001, so tn/2000 + 1 ≤ ζtn/1000. Hence, by (FD2), we can properly colour H_2 greedily from C_2, in the ordering provided by ⪯, as claimed.

By the choice of C_1 and C_2, we can combine ϕ_1 and ϕ_2 to obtain a C-edge-colouring of H_2∪W, and by (FD1) and (FD3), we can extend such a colouring to H_1 greedily without using any additional colours, contradicting that H is not C-edge-colourable. Therefore r^′ ≥ (1 − δ) √ n, as claimed.

We also have r^′ ≤ √ n/(1 − 4σ), as otherwise (P3) and the fact that vol_H(H_2 ∪ W) ≤ t together imply e(H_2 ∪ W) ≤ (1 − 2σ)tn. Together with (FD1) and (FD3), this fact would imply that every e ∈ H satisfies d^⪯_H(e) ≤ (1 − 2σ)tn, in which case χ^′_ℓ(H) ≤ (1 − σ)tn, a contradiction.

Since √ n/(1 − 4σ) ≥ r^′ ≥ (1 − δ) √ n, by (P1’), the edges in W have size (1 ± δ) √ n. In fact, the edges in W have size at most (1 + δ^2) √ n, so by (P2’), we have e(W) ≥ vol_H(W)(n − 1)/(1 + δ^2)^2 > (1 − δ)tn, as desired. □

Now we restate and prove Theorem 1.5.

Theorem 1.5. For every δ > 0, there exist n_0, σ > 0 such that the following holds for all n, t ∈ N where n ≥ n_0. If H is an n-vertex hypergraph with maximum degree at most (1 − δ)tn and codegree at most t such that the number of edges of size (1 ± δ) √ n in H is at most (1 − δ)tn, then χ^′_ℓ(H) ≤ (1 − σ)tn. Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that δ is sufficiently small. Let

0 < 1/n_0 ≪ 1/r_0 ≪ 1/r_1 ≪ σ ≪ δ ≪ 1, let t, n ∈ N where n ≥ n_0, and let H be an n-vertex hypergraph with codegree at most t and maximum degree at most (1 − δ)tn such that |{e ∈ H : |V (e)| = (1 ± δ) √ n}| ≤ (1 − δ)tn. We will show that χ^′_ℓ(H) ≤ (1−σ)tn, so let C be any assignment of lists for H satisfying |C(e)| = ⌈(1−σ)tn⌉ for every e ∈ H. We will show that H is C-edge-colourable.

Decompose H into the following spanning subhypergraphs:

• H_{sml} := {e ∈ H : |V (e)| ≤ r_1}, • H_{med} := {e ∈ H : r_1 < |V (e)| ≤ r_0}, and

• H_{lrg} := {e ∈ H : |V (e)| > r_0}.

Note that, since H has codegree at most t, by Observation 3.4

(5.2) H_{med} has maximum degree at most 2tn/r_1 ≤ σtn/2 and (5.3) every e ∈ H_{sml} satisfies |N_H(e) ∩ H_{lrg}| ≤ 2r_1tn/r_0 ≤ σtn.

By Proposition 5.4 with 2σ and σ/2 playing the roles of γ and ξ, respectively, there exists a set R ⊆ ⋃ e∈H C(e) such that (5.4) every e ∈ H satisfies σtn ≤ |R ∩ C(e)| ≤ 3σtn. For every e ∈ H_{med} ∪ H_{sml}, let C_1(e) := C(e) ∩ R, and for every e ∈ H_{lrg}, let C_1(e) := C(e) \ R. For every e ∈ H, let C_2(e) := C(e) \ C_1(e). By (5.4),

(5.5) every e ∈ H_{lrg} satisfies |C_1(e)| ≥ (1 − σ)tn − 3σtn ≥ (1 − 4σ)tn, (5.6) every e ∈ H_{med} satisfies |C_1(e)| ≥ σtn, and (5.7) every e ∈ H_{sml} satisfies |C_2(e)| ≥ (1 − 4σ)tn.

By (5.5) and Lemma 5.5 with r_0, 4σ, and δ playing the roles of r, σ, and δ, respectively, there is a C_1-edge-colouring ϕ_{lrg} of H_{lrg}. By (5.6), (5.2), and Theorem 5.1 with r_0, 1, 2/(σn_0), and σtn/2 playing the roles of k, ε, δ, and D, respectively, there is a C_1-edge-colouring ϕ_{med} of H_{med}. By the choice of C_1, we can combine ϕ_{lrg} and ϕ_{med} to obtain a C_1-edge-colouring ϕ_1 of H_{lrg} ∪ H_{med}.

Now for each e ∈ H_{sml}, let C^′_2(e) := C_2(e) \ {ϕ_1(f) : f ∈ N_H(e) ∩ H_{lrg}}. By (5.3) and (5.7), |C^′_2(e)| ≥ (1 − 5σ)tn ≥ (1 + σ)(1 − δ)tn for every e ∈ H_{sml}. Therefore, by Theorem 5.1 with r_1, σ, 2/n_0, and (1 − δ)tn playing the roles of k, ε, δ, and D, respectively, there exists a proper edge-colouring ϕ_2 of H_{sml} such that ϕ_2(e) ∈ C^′_2(e) for every e ∈ H_{sml}. By combining ϕ_1 and ϕ_2, we obtain the desired C-edge-colouring of H. □

5.4. Proof of Theorem 1.3. We conclude this section by restating and proving Theorem 1.3, which is our main result.

Theorem 1.3. For every ε > 0, there exists n_0 ∈ N such that the following holds for all n, t ∈ N where n ≥ n_0. If H is an n-vertex hypergraph with codegree at most t and maximum degree at most (1 − ε)tn, then χ^′_ℓ(H) ≤ tn. Moreover, if χ^′_ℓ(H) = tn, then there exists k ∈ N such that n = k^2 + k + 1 and H is a t-fold projective plane of order k.

Proof. Let 1/n_0 ≪ 1/r_0 ≪ 1/r_1 ≪ δ ≪ γ ≪ ε < 1, let n, t ∈ N where n ≥ n_0, and let H be an n-vertex hypergraph with codegree at most t and maximum degree at most (1 − ε)tn. First, we show that χ^′_ℓ(H) ≤ tn, for which it suffices to show that if C is an assignment of lists such that every e ∈ H satisfies |C(e)| = tn, then H has a proper edge-colouring ϕ such that ϕ(e) ∈ C(e) for every e ∈ H. By Theorem 1.5, we may assume that the number of edges of size (1 ± δ) √ n in H is at least (1 − δ)tn.

Decompose H into the following spanning subhypergraphs:

• H_{sml} := {e ∈ H : |V (e)| ≤ r_1}, • H_{med} := {e ∈ H : r_1 < |V (e)| ≤ r_0}, and • H_{lrg} := {e ∈ H : |V (e)| > r_0}.

By Lemma 3.2, there is a partition of H_{med} ∪ H_{lrg} into three spanning subhypergraphs H_1, H_2, and H_3 satisfying (P’1) and (P’2) and an ordering ⪯ of the edges of H satisfying (FD’1)–(FD’3). Since H has codegree at most t, note that by Observation 3.4

(5.8) every e ∈ H_{sml} satisfies |N_H(e) ∩ H_{lrg}| ≤ 2r_1tn/r_0 ≤ γtn.

By Proposition 5.4 with 2γ and γ/2 playing the roles of γ and ξ, respectively, there exists a set R ⊆ ⋃ e∈H C(e) such that (5.9) every e ∈ H satisfies 3γtn/2 ≤ |R ∩ C(e)| ≤ 5γtn/2.

For every e ∈ H_{med} ∪ H_{sml}, let C_1(e) := C(e) ∩ R, and for every e ∈ H_{lrg}, let C_1(e) := C(e). Let C_2(e) := C(e) \ C_1(e) for every e ∈ H. By (5.9), (5.10) every e ∈ H_{lrg} satisfies |C_1(e)| ≥ tn, (5.11) every e ∈ H_{med} satisfies |C_1(e)| ≥ 3γtn/2, and (5.12) every e ∈ H_{sml} satisfies |C_2(e)| ≥ (1 − 3γ)tn.

By (P’2) (of Lemma 3.2), and Lemma 4.1 (with 2δ playing the role of δ)), χ^′_ℓ(H_3) ≤ tn, and by (FD’1) and (FD’3) (of Lemma 3.2), χ^′_ℓ(H_3 ∪ H_2) ≤ tn. By (P’1), we have H_{med} ⊆ H_1 and H_3 ∪ H_2 ⊆ H_{lrg}. Thus by (5.10) and (5.11), for every e ∈ H_3 ∪ H_2, |C_1(e)| ≥ tn and for every e ∈ H_1, |C_1(e)| ≥ 3γtn/2. Combining this with (FD’2), (FD’3) and the fact that χ^′_ℓ(H_3 ∪ H_2) ≤ tn, we obtain a C_1-edge-colouring ϕ_1 of H_3 ∪ H_2 ∪ H_1 = H_{lrg} ∪ H_{med} such that ϕ_1(e) ∈ C_1(e) for every e ∈ H_{lrg} ∪ H_{med} (by colouring H_3 ∪ H_2 first and then extending it greedily to colour H_1).

Now for each e ∈ H_{sml}, let C^′_2(e) := C_2(e) \ {ϕ_1(f) : f ∈ N_H(e) ∩ H_{lrg}}. By (5.8) and (5.12), |C^′_2(e)| ≥ (1 − 4γ)tn ≥ (1 + γ)(1 − ε)tn for every e ∈ H_{sml}. Therefore, by Theorem 5.1 with r_1, γ, 2/n_0, and (1 − ε)tn playing the roles of k, ε, δ, and D, respectively, there exists a proper edge-colouring ϕ_2 of H_{sml} such that ϕ_2(e) ∈ C^′_2(e) for every e ∈ H_{sml}. By combining ϕ_1 and ϕ_2, we obtain the desired C-edge-colouring of H.

It remains to show that if χ^′_ℓ(H) = tn, then H is intersecting, in which case e(H) = tn and Theorem 1.6 implies that H is a t-fold projective plane (since H cannot be a t-fold near-pencil by our assumption that the maximum degree of H is at most (1 − ε)tn), as desired. To that end it suffices to show that if H is not intersecting and C is an assignment of lists C(e) to every e ∈ H, such that every e ∈ H satisfies |C(e)| = tn − 1, then H is C-edge-colourable. The proof is nearly identical to the previous argument, replacing (5.10) with (5.10)’ every e ∈ H_{lrg} satisfies |C_1(e)| ≥ tn − 1, so we omit the details. (Note that in this case Lemma 4.1 implies that χ^′_ℓ(H_3 ∪ H_2) ≤ tn − 1.) □

6. Intersecting hypergraphs with bounded codegree: Proof of Theorem 1.6

In this section we prove Theorem 1.6. Apart from being of independent interest, it is also used in the proof of the “moreover” part of Theorem 1.3. As stated in Theorem 6.1, de Bruijn and Erdős [4] and Füredi [9] characterised those intersecting linear hypergraphs whose number of edges is maximum. Theorem 1.6 is a version of this result for hypergraphs with codegree at most t.

Theorem 6.1 (de Bruijn and Erdős [4], Füredi [9]). If H is an n-vertex linear intersecting hypergraph with no edge of size one, then e(H) ≤ n. Moreover, if e(H) = n, then H is either • a projective plane of order k (so there exists k ∈ N with n = k^2 + k + 1) or • a near-pencil.

We will use the following proposition whose proof is nearly identical to the proof of [15, Lemma 2.1]. Since it is short, we include it here for completeness.

Proposition 6.2. If G is a simple bipartite graph with bipartition (X, Y ) such that no vertex in X is adjacent to every vertex in Y , then

(6.1) ∑ ( |X|d(x) − |Y |d(y) (|X| − d(y))(|Y | − d(x)) : x ∈ X, y ∈ Y, xy /∈ E(G) ) ≥ 0. Proof. The left side of (6.1) is equal to ∑ (_{|Y |} |Y |−d(x) − |X| |X|−d(y) : x ∈ X y ∈ Y xy /∈ E(G) ) . Since every vertex x ∈ X satisfies d(x) < |Y |, this is equal to ∑ x∈X |Y | − ∑ y∈Y :d(y)≠|X| |X| ≥ |X||Y | − |Y ||X| = 0, as desired. □

Now we prove Theorem 1.6. Its proof is inspired by some ideas in [15].

Theorem 1.6. Let n, t ∈ N. If H is an n-vertex intersecting hypergraph with codegree at most t and no edge of size one, then e(H) ≤ t max_{v∈V (H)} |N[v]|. Moreover, if equality holds, then there exists v ∈ V (H) such that e(H) = t|N[v]|, d(x) = 0 for every x ∈ V (H) \ N[v], and H[N[v]] is either

• a t-fold projective plane of order k (so there exists k ∈ N with |N[v]| = k^2 + k + 1), or • a t-fold near-pencil.

Proof. We may assume that H ≠ ∅ and that every vertex has degree at least one. First, suppose there exists a vertex v ∈ V (H) with degree e(H). Then since H has codegree at most t, e(H) = d(v) ≤ ∑ w∈N[v]\{v} d(v, w) ≤ t(|N[v]| − 1). Therefore, we may assume that there is no vertex with degree e(H), i.e., d(x) < e(H) for every x ∈ V (H). Claim 1. For every v ∈ V (H),

(6.2) ∑ x∈N[v] ∑ e∈H:x /∈V (e) |N[v]| · d(x) − e(H) · |N[v] ∩ V (e)| (|N[v]| − |N[v] ∩ V (e)|)(e(H) − d(x)) ≥ 0. Proof of claim: Since there is no vertex x ∈ V (H) with d(x) = e(H), the claim follows immediately from Proposition 6.2, where X and Y play the roles of N[v] and H, respectively, and G is the bipartite graph with bipartition (X, Y ) where xe ∈ E(G) if and only if x ∈ V (e). ♦

Claim 2. If v_{max} ∈ V (H) has maximum degree in H, x ∈ N[v_{max}], and e ∈ H such that x /∈ V (e), then d(x) ≤ t|N[v_{max}] ∩ V (e)|. Proof of claim: If v_{max} /∈ V (e), then since H is intersecting with codegree at most t, d(x) ≤ d(v_{max}) ≤ ∑ w∈V (e) d(vmax, w) ≤ t|N[vmax] ∩ V (e)|. Otherwise, if vmax ∈ V (e), then N[vmax] ∩

V (e) = V (e), and we have d(x) ≤ ∑ w∈V (e) d(x, w) ≤ t|V (e)| = t|N[vmax] ∩ V (e)|, proving the claim. ♦

Claim 3. If v_{max} ∈ V (H) has maximum degree in H, then e(H) ≤ t|N[v_{max}]|.

Proof of claim:

Since v_{max} ∈ N[v] and every x ∈ N[v_{max}] satisfies d(x) < e(H), the left side of (6.2) is not an empty summation. By Claim 1, not all terms in this summation can be negative, so there exist x ∈ N[v_{max}] and e ∈ H with x /∈ V (e) and |N[v_{max}]| · d(x) ≥ e(H) · |N[v_{max}] ∩ V (e)|. Thus, by Claim 2, we have e(H) · |N[v_{max}] ∩ V (e)| ≤ |N[v_{max}]| · d(x) ≤ t|N[v_{max}]| · |N[v_{max}] ∩ V (e)|. Noting that N[v_{max}] ∩ V (e) ≠ ∅ (since H is intersecting), this implies e(H) ≤ t|N[v_{max}]|, as desired. ♦

Claim 3 proves the first part of Theorem 1.6. For the remainder of the proof, we assume e(H) = t max_{v∈V (H)} |N[v]|. By Claim 3, t max_{w∈V (H)} |N[w]| = e(H) ≤ t|N[v_{max}]| for every vertex v_{max} having maximum degree in H. Thus, (6.3) if v_{max} ∈ V (H) has maximum degree in H, then |N[v_{max}]| = max_{w∈V (H)} |N[w]| and e(H) = t|N[v_{max}]|.

Claim 4. For every vertex v_{max} having maximum degree in H, if x ∈ N[v_{max}], e ∈ H and x /∈ V (e), then d(x) = t|N[v_{max}] ∩ V (e)|. Proof of claim: Let v_{max} be a vertex having maximum degree in H. For every x ∈ N[v_{max}] and e ∈ H such that x /∈ V (e), by Claim 2, |N[v_{max}]| · d(x) ≤ t|N[v_{max}]| · |N[v_{max}] ∩ V (e)| = e(H) · |N[v_{max}] ∩ V (e)|, so |N[v_{max}]| · d(x) − e(H) · |N[v_{max}] ∩ V (e)| ≤ 0. In particular, each term in the left side of (6.2) is at most zero, so Claim 1 implies that each term in the left side of (6.2) is equal to zero, i.e., |N[v_{max}]| · d(x) = e(H) · |N[v_{max}] ∩ V (e)| for every x ∈ N[v_{max}] and e ∈ H such that x /∈ V (e), so d(x) = t|N[v_{max}] ∩ V (e)| (since e(H) = t|N[v_{max}]|) as desired. ♦

Claim 5. For every x ∈ V (H), we have N[x] = V (H).

Proof of claim: Let v_{max} be a vertex having maximum degree in H. Let x ∈ N[v_{max}]. We will first show that N[x] = N[v_{max}]. By Claim 4, for every e ∈ H with v_{max} ∈ V (e), if x /∈ V (e), then t|V (e)| = t|V (e) ∩ N[v_{max}]| = d(x) ≤ ∑ w∈V (e)∩N[x] d(x, w) ≤ t|V (e) ∩ N[x]| ≤ t|V (e)|, since H is intersecting and has codegree at most t. In particular, all inequalities above hold with equality, so V (e) ⊆ N[x]. If x ∈ V (e), we also have V (e) ⊆ N[x]. Thus, V (e) ⊆ N[x] for every e ∈ H with v_{max} ∈ V (e), so N[v_{max}] ⊆ N[x]. Hence, by (6.3), we have N[v_{max}] = N[x] as desired.

Next we show that N[v_{max}] = V (H). Suppose that there exists v ∈ V (H) \ N[v_{max}]. By our assumption, d(v) ≥ 1, so there exists an edge e ∈ H with v ∈ V (e). Since H is intersecting, there exists x ∈ V (e) ∩ N[v_{max}]. Since x ∈ N[v_{max}], we have N[x] = N[v_{max}] by the discussion in the previous paragraph. But v ∈ V (e) ⊆ N[x] = N[v_{max}], contradicting that v /∈ N[v_{max}]. Hence, N[v_{max}] = V (H), as desired, and since N[x] = N[v_{max}] for every x ∈ N[v_{max}], the claim follows. ♦

Claim 6. Suppose x ∈ V (H) and e ∈ H with x /∈ V (e). Then

(i) every w ∈ V (e) satisfies d(x, w) = t, and (ii) all distinct w_1, w_2 ∈ V (e) satisfy E(x, w_1) ∩ E(x, w_2) = ∅.

In particular, d(x) = t|V (e)|.

Proof of claim: Let x ∈ V (H) and e ∈ H with x /∈ V (e). By Claims 4 and 5, since H is intersecting, t|V (e)| = d(x) ≤ ∑ w∈V (e) d(x, w) ≤ t|V (e)|. In particular, all inequalities above hold with equality, and the claim follows. ♦

Claim 7. The following statements hold.

(i) If e, f ∈ H satisfy |V (e) ∩ V (f)| ≥ 2, then V (e) = V (f). (ii) Every e ∈ H satisfies |{f ∈ H : V (f) = V (e)}| = t.

Proof of claim: To prove (i), let e, f ∈ H satisfy |V (e) ∩ V (f)| ≥ 2, and let x, y ∈ V (e) ∩ V (f) be two distinct vertices. If V (e) ≠ V (f), then without loss of generality, we may assume that there exists w ∈ V (e) \ V (f). Since x, y ∈ V (f), we have E(w, x) ∩ E(w, y) = ∅ by Claim 6, but this is a contradiction since e ∈ E(w, x) ∩ E(w, y). Thus, V (e) = V (f), as desired.

To prove (ii), let e ∈ H, and let x, y ∈ V (e) be two distinct vertices. To show |{f ∈ H : V (f) = V (e)}| = t, by (i) it suffices to show d(x, y) = t. Since d(x) < e(H), there exists f ∈ H with x /∈ V (f). By Claim 6, we have d(x) = t|V (f)| ≥ 2t (since H has no edge of size one). If all edges of H containing x also contain y, then t ≥ d(x, y) = d(x) ≥ 2t, a contradiction, so there exists an edge g ∈ H with x ∈ V (g) and y /∈ V (g). By Claim 6(i), d(x, y) = t, as desired. ♦

By Claim 7, we deduce that H is a t-fold duplication of an n-vertex linear intersecting hypergraph H_0 with n edges. By Theorem 6.1, either H_0 is an n-vertex projective plane of order k (so there exists k ∈ N with n = k^2 + k + 1), or H_0 is an n-vertex near-pencil. This completes the proof. □

References

[1] M. Bonamy, T. Perrett, and L. Postle, Colouring graphs with sparse neighbourhoods: Bounds and applications, arXiv:1810.06704 (2018).

[2] H. Bruhn and F. Joos, A stronger bound for the strong chromatic index, Combin. Probab. Comput. 27 (2018), 21–43.

[3] F. R. K. Chung, Open problems of Paul Erdős in graph theory, J. Graph Theory 25 (1997), 3–36.

[4] N. G. de Bruijn and P. Erdős, On a combinatorial problem, Indag. Math. 10 (1948), 421–423. [5] P. Erdős, Graph theory and probability, Canadian J. Math. 11 (1959), 34–38.

[6] P. Erdős, Problems and results in graph theory and combinatorial analysis, Graph theory and related topics (Proc. Conf., Univ. Waterloo, Waterloo, Ont., 1977), Academic Press, New York-London, 1979, 153–163.

[7] , Some of my favourite problems in number theory, combinatorics, and geometry, vol. 2, 1995, Combinatorics Week (Portuguese) (São Paulo, 1994), 165–186.

[8] P. Erdős, A. L. Rubin, and H. Taylor, Choosability in graphs, Proc. West Coast Conf. on Combinatorics, Graph Theory and Computing, Congressus Numerantium, vol. 26, 1979, 125–157.

[9] Z. Füredi, The chromatic index of simple hypergraphs, Graphs Combin. 2 (1986), 89–92. [10] P. Horák and Z. Tuza, A coloring problem related to the Erdős-Faber-Lovász conjecture, J. Combin. Theory Ser.

B 50 (1990), 321–322, Z. Tuza added as coauthor in [11]. [11] , Erratum, J. Combin. Theory Ser. B 51 (1990), 329.

[12] E. Hurley, R. de Joannis de Verclos, and R. J. Kang, An improved procedure for colouring graphs of bounded local density, arXiv preprint arXiv:2007.07874 (2020).

[13] J. Kahn, Coloring nearly-disjoint hypergraphs with n + o(n) colors, J. Combin. Theory Ser. A 59 (1992), 31–39. [14] , Asymptotically good list-colorings, J. Combin. Theory Ser. A 73 (1996), 1–59. [15] J. Kahn and P. D. Seymour, A fractional version of the Erdős-Faber-Lovász conjecture, Combinatorica 12 (1992), 155–160.

[16] D. Kang, T. Kelly, D. Kühn, A. Methuku, and D. Osthus, Graph and hypergraph colouring via nibble methods:

A survey, arXiv preprint arXiv:2106.13733 (2021).

[17] , A proof of the Erdős-Faber-Lovász conjecture, arXiv preprint arXiv:2101.04698 (2021). [18] T. Kelly, D. Kühn, and D. Osthus, A special case of Vu’s conjecture: Coloring nearly disjoint graphs of bounded maximum degree, arXiv preprint arXiv:2109.11438 (2021).

[19] M. Molloy and B. Reed, Graph colouring and the probabilistic method, Algorithms and Combinatorics, vol. 23, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2002.

[20] V. H. Vu, A general upper bound on the list chromatic number of locally sparse graphs, Combin. Probab. Comput.

11 (2002), 103–111.

Dong Yeap Kang, Tom Kelly, Daniela Kühn, Abhishek Methuku, Deryk Osthus

School of Mathematics, University of Birmingham, Edgbaston, Birmingham, B15 2TT, UK

E-mail addresses: [d.y.kang.1,t.j.kelly,d.kuhn,d.osthus]@bham.ac.uk, abhishekmethuku@gmail.com