arXiv:2308.07405v1 [math.CO] 14 Aug 2023

MORE ON RAINBOW CLIQUES IN EDGE-COLORED GRAPHS

XIAO-CHUAN LIU, DANNI PENG, AND XU YANG

ABSTRACT. In an edge-colored graph G, a rainbow clique K_k is a k-complete subgraph in which all the edges have distinct colors. Let epGq and cpGq be the number of edges and colors in G, respectively. In this paper, we show that for any ε ą 0, if epGq ` cpGq ě p1 `^{k´3}_{k´2} ` 2εq

`_n 2 ˘ and k ě 3, then for sufficiently large n, the number of rainbow cliques K_k in G is Ωpn^kq.

We also characterize the extremal graphs G without a rainbow clique K_k, for k “ 4, 5, when epGq ` cpGq is maximum.

Our results not only address existing questions but also complete the findings of Ehard and Mohr (Ehard and Mohr, Rainbow triangles and cliques in edgecolored graphs. European Journal of Combinatorics, 84:103037,2020).

1. INTRODUCTION

Mantel’s Theorem (see [8],1907) and the subsequent renowned Turán’s Theorem (see [10], 1941) initiated the field of extremal graph theory. Turán’s Theorem states that for any graph G with n vertices, if the number of edges exceeds the extremal number t_{n,k´1} (explained in the following paragraphs), the graph must contain a clique K_k as a subgraph. Notably, Erdős and Simonovits (in [4], 1983) later observed that if a graph contains Ωpn^2q more edges than the aforementioned extremal number, then the number of clique K_k contained in G is at least Ωpn^2q. This insight was further extended to encompass all graphs and hypergraphs. This crucial discovery, later dubbed the “supersaturation phenomenon” has significantly influenced contemporary research in extremal combinatorics. For instance, the recent breakthrough known as the ”Hypergraph Containers” method finds its applications mainly when the supersaturation results are applicable. For a deeper understanding, consult the papers and surveys [9], [1], and [2].

In this paper, we direct our attention to the colored version of extremal problems. Consider an edge-colored graph G, where we denote epGq and cpGq the number of edges and colors in G, respectively. A rainbow clique K_k within G refers to k-complete subgraph where all the edge colors are distinct. In 2014, Li, Ning, Xu and Zhang [6] established specific sufficient conditions for the presence of a rainbow triangle in terms of the sum of the number of colors and edges within the host graph G. One of these conditions is stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1. ([6]) Let G be a colored graph on n vertices satisfying epGq ` cpGq ě `_n 2 ˘ ` n. Then G contains a rainbow triangle. 1

2 XIAO-CHUAN LIU, DANNI PENG, AND XU YANG

Later in 2016, Xu, Hu, Wang and Zhang [12] extended the condition for the existence of a rainbow clique K_k, where k ě 4. Let T_{n,k} represent the Turán graph, defined as a complete k-partite graph with n vertices, ensuring the parts have the most equal sizes possible. This construction guarantees a unique graph up to isomorphism. We denote t_{n,k} as the number of edges of T_{n,k}, also known as the Turán number. The generalized condition can be concisely expressed as follows:

Theorem 1.2. ([12]) Let G be an edge-colored graph on n vertices satisfying epGq` cpGq ě

`_n 2 ˘ ` t_{n,k´2} ` 2, then G contains a rainbow clique K_k, where k ě 4.

It is natural to consider the subsequent problem of demonstrating an abundance of rainbow cliques in the spirit of Erdős and Simonovits. Our first result, stated below, offers a supersaturation theorem in this context. Assuming the common criterion of substantial epGq ` cpGq values, the outcome showcases the existence of Ωpn^kq rainbow cliques.

Theorem 1.3. Let G be an edge-colored graph on n vertices. For any ε ą 0, there exists some δ ą 0 such that if epGq ` cpGq ě p1 `^{k´3}_{k´2} ` 2εq

`_n 2 ˘ and k ě 3, then for sufficiently large n, G contains at least δn^k rainbow cliques K_k.

This result demonstrates a notable enhancement over Theorem 4 of the paper [7], which specifically addressed the case of k “ 3. Additionally, it is worth noting that [7] required a more stringent condition, namely, a large minimum color degree of the graph. Our proof introduces a modification of the classical method known as the Varnavides averaging argument (refer to [11]).

It is also possible to describe extremal colored graphs for this extremal problem. The paper [5] offers insights into characterizing extremal graphs G that lack rainbow triangles when epGq ` cpGq reaches its maximum. Additionally, in [3], the authors characterized the edge-colored graphs without rainbow K_k for k ě 6 that maximize the sum of edge number and color number. Specifically, if a graph G on n vertices satisfies epGq ` cpGq “

`_n 2 ˘ ` t_{n,k´2} ` 1 and does not contain a rainbow K_k, then G is complete and contains a rainbow T_{n,k´2}. The graph G can be obtained as follows, up to isomorphism.

(1) Firstly, divide n vertices into k ´ 2 parts as evenly as possible. (2) Then, assign pairwise distinct colors to all the edges between different parts, and assign all the edges within each part a new color.

This construction yields the desired extremal graphs under the given conditions.

In the same paper [3], the cases k “ 4 and k “ 5 were also considered, but were regarded as having ”little hope” for arriving at a nice characterization.

In this paper, we complete this puzzle by characterizing the extremal graphs that do not have a rainbow clique K_k, for k “ 4 and 5. We demonstrate that when n is slightly larger than k, the extremal graphs without a rainbow K_4 (or K_5) are also complete and have the same coloring pattern with the ones without rainbow K_k, k ě 6.

RAINBOW CLIQUES 3

Theorem 1.4. Let G be an edge-colored graph with n vertices. If epGq ` cpGq “

`_n 2 ˘ ` t_{n,k´2} ` 1, where either k “ 4 and n ě 8, or k “ 5 and n ě 9, and G does not have a rainbow K_k, then G satisfies the following conditions:

(1) G is complete and (2) G has a rainbow T_{n,k´2} and all the edges within every part are colored alike with a new color.

Our result is sharp in the following sense. One of the reasons why the cases k “ 4 and k “ 5 are considered difficult in the paper [3] is that counterexamples can be found that do not satisfy the pattern described above. For instance, in [3], an example for the case k “ 5 and n “ 8 was provided (see Figure 3 in their paper). In Section 2 below, We will further provide an example of k “ 4 and n “ 7. However, surprisingly, our theorem above shows that these counterexamples are the best that can be obtained.

2. PRELIMINARY

In this paper, we focus exclusively on simple and undirected graphs. The edge coloring of graph G is not necessarily proper. For any edge e P EpGq, we define cpeq “ c to be the color of e. We define a color c to be saturated at a vertex v if there exists an edge e adjacent to v with cpeq “ c, and the color c does not appear in G ´ v. The saturated degree of vertex v, denoted as d^s_Gpvq, represents the number of colors that are saturated at v in graph G. When there is no confusion, we can simply write d^spvq instead of d^s_Gpvq. Let dpvq be the degree of vertex v. It is evident that d^spvq ď dpvq and ř vPVpGq d

spvq ď 2cpGq. We provide some estimates regarding the Turán number t_{n,k} which will be needed in the proofs. Let n “ pk ` i, where 0 ď i ď k ´ 1.

t_{n,k} “ pk ´ 1qpn^2 ´ i^2q 2k ` ^ i 2 ˙ (2.1)

pk ´ 1qn^2 2k ´ n 4 ď t_{n,k} ď t pk ´ 1qn^2 2k u (2.2)

t_{n`1,k} ´ t_{n.k} “ n´ n ´ i k (2.3)

If G is a complete graph edge-colored by t_{n,k´1} ` 1 colors and does not contain a rainbow K_k, according to Theorem 1.2, we know that for any v P VpGq, cpG ´ vq ď t_{n´1,k´2} ` 1 and d^spvq ě t_{n,k´2} ´ t_{n´1,k´2}. In the case where n is divisible by k ´ 2, the bounds of the summation of saturated degrees in G become special. Since npt_{n,k´2} ´ t_{n´1,k´2}q “ pk ´ 3qn^2{pk ´ 2q “ 2t_{n,k´2}, we can deduce that

2t_{n,k´1} ` 2 “ 2cpGq ě ÿ vPVpGq

d^spvq ě npt_{n,k´2} ´ t_{n´1,k´2}q “ 2t_{n,k´2}.

(2.4)

4 XIAO-CHUAN LIU, DANNI PENG, AND XU YANG

We can also consider an alternative method for calculating the summation of saturated degrees in G. Let c_t be the number of colors that saturated by t vertices, for t “ 0, 1, 2. Then 2c_2 ` c_1 “ ř vPVpGq d

spvq.

The first lemma we use several times is a property directly from the argument in Lemma 11 of [3].

Lemma 2.1. ([3], Lemma 11) Let G be an edge-colored graph on n vertices such that epGq ` cpGq “

`_n 2 ˘ ` t_{n,k´2} ` 1 and G does not contain a rainbow K_k, for n ą k ě 4, then there is a vertex v in G such that epG ´ vq ` cpG ´ vq “

`_{n´1} 2 ˘ ` t_{n´1,k´2} ` 1.

The following lemma can be found in [5], although here we consider a slightly different scenario. The proof is provided in Appendix.

Lemma 2.2. If epGq ` cpGq “^{npn`1q}_2 ´ 1 and G does not contain a rainbow triangle, monochromatic C_3 or P_4, then G is a complete graph K_n and cpijq “ i, where ij “ ji P EpGq, with i ă j.

Remark 2.3. Note that if cpK_4q “ 3, there are only two possibilities of an edge-colored K_4 with no rainbow triangle. One possibility is as described in Lemma 2.2. The other possibility is that there is a monochromatic C_4, and the other two edges are colored with two new distinct colors.

Lemma 2.4. Let K^´_6 be an edge-colored graph obtained by deleting an edge from K_6. Let the vertex set be V_1 Y V_2, where V_1 “ tv_1, v_2u contains the two non-adjacent vertices with degree 4, and K^´_6 rV_2s “ K_4. If cpK^´_6 q “ 11 and K^´_6 has no rainbow K_4, then there is rainbow K_{2,4} in K^´_6 , and either K^´_6 rV_2s has neither a rainbow triangle nor a monochromatic C_3 and P_4, or K^´_6 rV_2s has a monochromatic C_4.

Proof. Since K^´_6 does not contain a rainbow K_4, if follows that for any vertex v in K^´_6 , dpvq ` d^spvq ě 8. This is because if epK^´_6 ´ vq ` cpK^´_6 ´ vq ě 18 and by Theorem 1.2, there would be a rainbow K_4 in K^´_6 ´ v. By simple computation, for the vertices v_1 and v_2 with dpv_1q “ dpv_2q “ 4, we have d^spv_1q “ d^spv_2q “ 4. Therefore, we obtain a rainbow K_{2,4} in K^´_6 . Regarding K^´_6 rV_2s, we have that K^´_6 rV_2s “ K_4 and K^´_6 rV_2s has three new colors other than the eight colors in the rainbow K_{2,4}. It is important to note that there is no rainbow triangle with at least two new colors in K^´_6 rV_2s, because if there were, there would be a rainbow K_4 in K^´_6 . Consequently, there is no any rainbow triangle in K^´_6 rV_2s. Based on the previous argument, there are only two ways of coloring K_4 such that there is no rainbow triangle. □

Lemma 2.5. If K_6 is edge-colored with 10 colors and does not contain a rainbow K_4, then either there is a rainbow T_{6,2} as a subgraph, or there is a monochromatic C_6 as a subgraph.

Proof. By the discussion in the beginning of this section, we have that

(2.5) c_2 ` c_1 ` c_0 “ 10 and 18 ď 2c_2 ` c_1 ď 20

RAINBOW CLIQUES 5

The possible solutions of the above are

(2.6) pc_2, c_1, c_0q “ p10, 0, 0q, p9, 1, 0q, p9, 0, 1q, p8, 2, 0q Firstly, p10, 0, 0q can be eliminated, because that means all the colors only appear once. Similarly, p9, 1, 0q (p8, 2, 0q) can be eliminated, because if we delete one appropriate vertex (two vertices), then the remaining graph has a rainbow K_4. So there is only one solution which is p9, 0, 1q, that is 9 colors only appear once. On the other side, for any vertex v P K_6, dpvq ` d^spvq ě 8. If we delete the edges whose color only appears once, then every vertex in the remaining graph has degree at least 2. Therefore there are only two ways, either there are two monochromatic C_3 and K_6 has a rainbow T_{6,2}, or there is a monochromatic C_6. □

Lemma 2.6. Let G be an edge-colored graph on 8 vertices. If epGq ` cpGq “ 45 and G does not contain a rainbow K_4, then G is complete.

Proof. To prove that G is complete, we will eliminate the following cases and conclude that every vertex of G has degree 7.

Case 1. there is a vertex dpvq ď 5, hence d^spvq ď 5.

We have epG ´ vq ` cpG ´ vq ě 35. By Theorem 1.2, there is a rainbow K_4 in G ´ v. Therefore all the vertices in G have a degree of at least 6.

Case 2. there is a vertex v such that dpvq “ 6 and d^spvq “ 6.

In this case, let u be the vertex in G that is not adjacent to v. Then we have epG ´ tu, vuq ` cpG ´ tu, vuq ě 45 ´ 12 ´ 12 “ 21, which indicates that there is a rainbow triangle in G ´ tu, vu according to Theorem 1.1. Therefore, when we consider v along with it, there exists a rainbow K_4.

Case 3. there is a vertex dpvq “ 6 and d^spvq ď 4.

In this case, we have epG ´ vq ` cpG ´ vq ě 35, which indicates that there is a rainbow K_4 in G ´ v according to Theorem 1.2.

Case 4. there is a vertex dpvq “ 6, and d^spvq “ 5.

In this case, we observe that epG ´ vq ` cpG ´ vq “ 34. Furthermore, there exists a vertex u in G that is not adjacent to v, with dpuq “ 6 and d^spuq “ 5. When considering G ´ v, we have d_{G´v}puq “ 6 and d^s_{G´v}puq ě 5.

If d^s_{G´v}puq “ 6, in G ´ tu, vu, we have epG ´ tu, vuq ` cpG ´ tu, vuq “ 22 ě 21. This implies that there exists a rainbow triangle in G ´ tu, vu, and consequently, there is a rainbow K_4 in G ´ v.

If d^s_{G´v}puq “ 5, then epG ´ tu, vuq ` cpG ´ tu, vuq “ 23. It is important to note that G ´ tu, vu is a graph with 6 vertices and cannot be isomorphic to K_6. Alternatively, if G ´ tu, vu is isomorphic to K_6, then G ´ v would be isomorphic to K_7 and we would have epG ´ vq ` cpG ´ vq “ 34. By Lemma 2.1, there exists a vertex w such that epG ´ tv, wuq ` cpG ´ tv, wuq “

`_6 2 ˘ ` t_{6,2} ` 1 “ 25, with d_{G´v}pwq ` d^s_{G´v}pwq “ 9 implying u ‰ w. According to Lemma 2.5, K_6 has two possible ways of coloring. In neither of these coloring schemes, we can find a vertex with d^s_{G´tv,wu}pv^1q ě 4. This means that there is no vertex in G ´ tv, wu that can be considered as u.

6 XIAO-CHUAN LIU, DANNI PENG, AND XU YANG

If G ´ tu, vu is isomorphic to K^´_6 , and thus cpG ´ tu, vuq “ 9, we can add an edge in G ´ tu, vu along with a new color. The resulting graph G^1 satisfies epG^1q` cpG^1q “ 25. According to Lemma 2.5, there are two ways to color G^1. By deleting any edge whose color is unique in both ways of coloring, we obtain two distinct ways of coloring G ´ tu, vu. In either of the colored graph G ´ tu, vu, if we add back either u or v, it can be easily verified that there exists a rainbow K_4 in G ´ tuu or G ´ tuu.

If G ´ tu, vu is isomorphic to K_6 with two missing edges, following a similar argument as above, we can add a new edge with a new color to G ´ tu, vu and we obtain a new graph G^1 that is isomorphic to K^´_6 and has cpG^1q “ 11. According to Lemma 2.4, there are two ways to color G^1. It is straightforward to verify that by deleting an edge with a unique color and adding back either u or v, there must be a rainbow K_4.

If G ´ tu, vu is isomorphic to K_6 with three missing edges, we add back two edges with the same colors that already exist in G ´ tu, vu. We denote the resulting graph as G^1. In G^1, we delete two non-adjacent edges e_1 and e_2 such that cpG^1q “ cpG^1 ´ te_1, e_2uq “ 11. It is straightforward to verify that pG^1 ´ te_1, e_2uq Y tvu must have a rainbow K_4.

Based on Case 1 mentioned earlier, G ´ tu, vu cannot be isomorphic to K_6 with more than 3 edges removed. Therefore, we can conclude the proof. □

Remark 2.7. In the case of G being an edge-colored graph with 7 vertices, and satisfying epGq ` cpGq “ 34, we can provide an example where G does not contain a rainbow K_4 and is not complete. Let u and v be two non-adjacent vertices with dpuq “ dpvq “ d^spuq “ d^spvq “ 5. The graph G ´ tu, vu is an edge-colored graph with no rainbow triangle, as shown in the example provided in Lemma 2.2.

Lemma 2.8. Let G be an edge-colored graph with 9 vertices. If epGq ` cpGq “ 64 and G does not contain a rainbow K_5, then G is complete.

Proof. We follow the same idea as the proof of Lemma 2.6. It is worth noting that for a graph H with 8 vertices, if epHq ` cpHq ě 51, then H must contain a rainbow K_5. Similarly, if epHq ` cpHq ě 46, then H must contain a rainbow K_4.

Case 1. There is a vertex dpvq ď 6, implying d^spvq ď 6.

In this case, we observe that epG ´ vq ` cpG ´ vq ě 52. By Theorem 1.2, there is a rainbow K_5 in G ´ v.

Consequently, all vertices in G have degrees of at least 7.

Case 2. There is a vertex v with dpvq “ 7 and d^spvq ď 6. In this case, we similarly observe that epG ´ vq ` cpG ´ vq ě 51. By Theorem 1.2, there is a rainbow K_5 in G ´ v.

Case 3. There is a vertex v with dpvq “ 7 and d^spvq “ 7.

In this case, we find that epG ´ vq ` cpG ´ vq “ 50. According to Theorem 1.2, there is a rainbow K_4 in G ´ v. Therefore, together with vertex v, there exists a rainbow K_5.

RAINBOW CLIQUES 7

By eliminating all the cases mentioned above, we can conclude that G is complete. □ Lemma 2.9. If K_8 is an edge-colored complete graph with 17 colors and does not contain a rainbow K_4, then it must contain a rainbow T_{8,2} as a subgraph.

Proof. Assuming that G “ K_8 does not contains a rainbow K_4 and is edge-colored by t_{8,2} ` 1 “ 17 colors, we can apply the inequality 2.4, which gives us

c_2 ` c_1 ` c_0 “ 17, 32 ď 2c_2 ` c_1 ď 34.

The solutions to the above inequalities are as follows:

pc_2, c_1, c_0q “ p17, 0, 0q, p16, 1, 0q, p16, 0, 1q, p15, 2, 0q.

If c_1 ď 3 and c_0 “ 0, we can delete three appropriate vertices, and G will still contain a rainbow K_4. As a result, the only feasible solution for the values of pc_2, c_1, c_0q is p16, 0, 1q. In this solution, out of 17 colors, 16 colors appear only once, and all the other edges share with a new color, denoted as color 0. According to (2.4), we have d^spvq “ 4 for every vertex v P VpGq, meaning that each vertex is incident to 4 edges uniquely colored. Out of these, 3 edges have the new color 0. For convenience, let’s consider the subgraph H of G whose edges are those with color 0 in G, and VpHq “ VpGq. It is important to note that d_Hpvq “ 3 for any v P VpHq. Since G dose not contain a rainbow K_4, we conclude that epHrTsq ě 2 for each 4-tuple T of vertices in VpHq. Let X “ tx_1, x_2, x_3, x_4u “ tx_1u Y Npx_1q represent the subset of VpHq, and let Y “ ty_1, y_2, y_3, y_4u be the complement of X in VpHq. Suppose that HrXs has tpě 3q edges. In this case, HrYs also has t edges, as every vertex v P VpGq is incident to three edges colored with 0.

We assert that t “ 6. To support this claim, we examine the following cases: (1) If t “ 5, we assume that x_2x_3 R EpHq. As a consequence, we have Npx_4q “ tx_1, x_2, x_3u. For any i, j, when we examine the 4-tuple tx_1, x_4, y_i, y_ju, it becomes evident that y_iy_j P EpHq. This implication leads us to the conclusion that HrYs contains 6 edges, which ultimately results in a contradiction;

(2) If t “ 4, we assume that x_2x_3, x_3x_4 R EpHq. Then x_3 is adjacent to two vertices in Y. For the sake of simplicity, let’s assume that x_3y_3 and x_3y_4 are edges in H. By considering the 4-tuple tx_1, x_3, y_1, y_2u, we observe that y_1y_2 P EpHq. Upon examining all 4-tuples tx_1, y_i, y_j, y_ku for all i, j, k, it becomes clear that there are 2 edges in ty_i, y_j, y_ku. Consequently, HrYs forms a cycle C_4. Without loss of generality, let the edges be y_1y_2, y_2y_3, y_3y_4, y_1y_4. Examining the 4-tuple tx_3, x_4, y_1, y_2u, we deduce that one of the edges x_4y_1 or x_4y_2 must be present in EpHq; let’s assume it is x_4y_1 without loss of generality. However, upon considering the subgraph Hrx_3, x_4, y_1, y_3s, we observe that it contains only a single edge, which leads to a contradiction;

(3) If t “ 3, each of the vertices x_2, x_3 and x_4 is adjacent to two vertices in Y.

Without loss of generality, let’s assume that x_2y_1 and x_2y_2 are edges in H.

8 XIAO-CHUAN LIU, DANNI PENG, AND XU YANG

Considering the 4-tuple tx_1, x_2, y_3, y_4u, we discover that y_3y_4 P EpHq. Further investigation of the 4-tuple tx_1, y_1, y_2, y_3u reveals that the set ty_1, y_2, y_3u contains at least two edges. Therefore, due to the constraint of t “ 3, we deduce that y_1y_4 and y_2y_4 are not present in EpHq. However, when considering the subgraph Hrx_1, y_1, y_2, y_4s, it becomes apparent that it can have at most one edge, leading to a contradiction.

From the above cases, we can conclude that H is a disjoint union of two copies of K_4. Returning to the original graph G, we find that the remaining edges, which are not colored with 0, form a rainbow T_{8,2}. □

Lemma 2.10. If K_9 is edge-colored with 28 colors and does not contain a rainbow K_5, then K_9 contains a rainbow T_{9,3} as a subgraph.

Proof. Assuming G “ K_9 does not contains a rainbow K_5 and is edge-colored by t_{9,3} ` 1 “ 28 colors, by inequality 2.4, we can observe the following inequalities:

c_2 ` c_1 ` c_0 “ 28, 54 ď 2c_2 ` c_1 ď 56.

The solutions to these inequalities are:

pc_2, c_1, c_0q “ p28, 0, 0q, p27, 1, 0q, p27, 0, 1q, p26, 2, 0q.

If c_1 ď 4 and c_0 “ 0, we can delete appropriate vertices and still retain a rainbow K_5 in G. There is only one feasible solution p27, 0, 1q for pc_2, c_1, c_0q, as shown in the proof of Lemma 2.9. This feasible solution implies that d^spvq “ 6 for all v P VpGq. Let’s assume that the color not saturated by any vertex is color 0. Consider a subgraph H of G with the same vertex set and edges colored with 0. Note that d_Hpvq “ 2 for any v P VpHq Since G contains no rainbow K_5, it follows that epHrTsq ě 2 for each 5-tuple T of VpHq. H is the union of disjoint cycles, as every v P VpGq incident to exactly two edges colored with 0. We will now eliminate the following cases:

(1) if H “ C_9 “ v_1v_2v_3v_4v_5v_6v_7v_8v_9v_1, then Hrv_1, v_2, v_4, v_6, v_8s has only one edge v_1v_2;

(2) if H “ C_6 Y C_3 “ v_1v_2v_3v_4v_5v_6v_1 Y v_7v_8v_9v_7, then Hrv_1, v_3, v_5, v_6, v_8s has only one edge v_5v_6;

(3) if H “ C_5 Y C_4 “ v_1v_2v_3v_4v_5v_1 Y v_6v_7v_8v_9v_6, then Hrv_1, v_3, v_4, v_6, v_8s has only one edge v_3v_4.

Thus H is the union of three disjoint cycles C_3. Back to the original graph, we obtain a rainbow T_{9,3} in G. □

3. COUNTING RAINBOW CLIQUES

In this section we prove Theorem 1.3. Let V_1 and V_2 denote two sets of vertices in G. We define the bipartite graph with bipartition V_1 and V_2 as GrV_1, V_2s, and the induced subgraph with vertex set V_1 Y V_2 as GrV_1 Y V_2s. Additionally, epV_1, V_2q and cpV_1, V_2q represent the number of edges and colors in GrV_1, V_2s, respectively.

RAINBOW CLIQUES 9

Proof. Fix ε ą 0. For any subgraph F of G with m vertices, where m ă n is also sufficiently large, if epFq ` cpFq ě p1 `^{k´3}_{k´2} ` εq

`_m 2 ˘ , then by Theorem 1.2, F contains a rainbow clique. Then we consider all m-vertex spanning subgraphs M in G. The subgraphs that satisfy epMq ` cpMq ě p1 `^{k´3}_{k´2} ` εq

`_m 2 ˘ and provide a rainbow clique are referred to as the good ones. Let η P p0, 1q be a value such that there are η

`_n m ˘ good ones, while the non-good ones are p1 ´ ηq

`_n m ˘ . Now we consider ř |M|“mpepMq ` cpMqq. Firstly, since we count every edge

e P M for

`_{n´2} m´2 ˘ times, so we have

(3.1) ÿ |M|“m

epMq “ epGq ^ n ´ 2 m ´ 2 ˙ . Secondly, each color appeared in ř |M|“m cpMq is counted for at least

`_{n´2} m´2 ˘ times.

So we have

(3.2) ÿ |M|“m

cpMq ě cpGq ^ n ´ 2 m ´ 2 ˙ . Therefore, we have ÿ |M|“m

pepMq ` cpMqq ě pepGq ` cpGqq ^ n ´ 2 m ´ 2 ˙ . (3.3)

“ p1` k ´ 3 2pk ´ 2q

` 2εq ^ n 2 ˙^ n ´ 2 m ´ 2 ˙ (3.4)

The left side is at most

(3.5) η ^ n m ˙ ¨ 2¨ ^ m 2 ˙ ` p1 ´ ηq ^ n m ˙^ m 2 ˙ p1` k ´ 3 k ´ 2

` εq So 1` k ´ 3 k ´ 2

` 2ε ď 2η ` p1 ´ ηqp1` k ´ 3 k ´ 2

` εq

(3.6)

“ 2η ` p1` k ´ 3 k ´ 2

` εq ´ ηp1` k ´ 3 k ´ 2

` εq

(3.7)

Therefore, η ě^ε_{1´ k´3k´2 ´ε} . On the other hand, each rainbow clique K_k is contained

in at most

`_{n´k} m´k ˘ many m-sets. Therefore, there exists a δ such that the number of rainbow clique K_k is at least

(3.8) η `_n m ˘ `_{n´k} m´k ˘ “ η `_n k ˘ `_m k ˘ “ δn^k □

10 XIAO-CHUAN LIU, DANNI PENG, AND XU YANG

Remark 3.1. In [13], the authors give a condition of the existence of properly colored C_4 in terms of epGq ` cpGq. That is, if epGq ` cpGq ě

`_n 2 ˘ ` n ` 1, then G contains a properly colored C_4. We can use the same technique in the above proof to count the number of properly colored C_4 (Ωpn^3q), when epGq ` cpGq ě p1 ` εq

`_n 2 ˘ , where ε ą 0.

The following result improves Proposition 12 in [3] for k ě 5 and ℓ “ 2. It becomes evident that for k ě 5, the likelihood of having exactly one rainbow clique K_k is extremely low.

Theorem 3.2. Let G be an edge-colored graph on n vertices and epGq ` cpGq ě

`_n 2 ˘ ` t_{n,k´2} ` 2. If n ą k ě 6, or k “ 5 and n ě 10, then G contains at least two rainbow cliques K_k.

Proof. Let’s suppose that there is exactly one rainbow K_k in the graph. Consider n “ spk ´ 2q ` i, where 0 ď i ď k ´ 3. After some straightforward calculations, we obtain the following inequality:

epGq ` cpGq ě ^ n 2 ˙ ` pk ´ 3qpn^2 ´ i^2q 2pk ´ 2q ` ^ i 2 ˙ ` 2 “ n^2´ p1 ` sqpn ` iq 2 ` 2 (3.9)

Let A denote the vertex set of the rainbow clique K_k and B “ VpGqzA. We define cpA, Tq to represent the number of new colors of edges between set A and T Ď B, which are distinct from those in the rainbow K_k. It follows that cpA, uq ď k ´ 2 for any u P B, as exceeding this value would result in the existence of another rainbow K_k. We can further divide this into two into 2 cases.

Case 1. n ă 2k.

Note that in this case, s ă 3. To see why, suppose the contrary, then we would have:

(3.10) spk ´ 2q ` i ă 2k

This implies k ă^{2s}_{s´2} ď 6, which leads to a contradiction.

For the cases when s “ 1 or s “ 2, we can sum up the counts of edges and colors in GrAs, GrBs and GrA, Bs, resulting in:

epGq ` cpGq ďepAq ` cpAq ` epA, Bq ` cpA, Bq ` epBq ` cpBq

(3.11) ď2 ^ k 2 ˙ ` kpn ´ kq` ÿ uPB cpA, uq ` 2 ^ n ´ k 2 ˙ (3.12) ď2 ^ k 2 ˙ ` p2k ´ 2qpn ´ kq ` 2 ^ n ´ k 2 ˙ (3.13)

“n^2 ´ 3n ` 2k.

(3.14)

Combining this with the lower bound 3.9 and substituting n “ spk ´ 2q ` i,

ps^2 ´ 5s ` 4qk ě 2s^2 ´ 10s ´ 2is ` 4i ` 4.

RAINBOW CLIQUES 11

For the case of s “ 1, we have i ď 2. However, since n ą k, we must have i ě 3, leading to a contradiction. For the case of s “ 2, we find: k ď 2s^2 ´ 10s ´ 2is ` 4i ` 4 s^2 ´ 5s ` 4

“ 4,

(3.15)

which contradicts the fact that k ě 5.

Case 2. n ě 2k.

Note that in this case, we have s ě^{2k´i}_{k´2} . As GrBs does not include a rainbow K_k, we can deduce epBq ` cpBq ď

`_{n´k} 2 ˘ ` t_{n´k,k´2} ` 1 based on Theorem 1.2. Let s^1 and i^1 be integers such that n ´ k “ s^1pk ´ 2q ` i^1.Consequently, we obtain the following inequality

n^2´ p1 ` sqpn ` iq 2 ` 2 ďepGq ` cpGq ď epAq ` cpAq ` epA, Bq ` cpA, Bq ` epBq ` cpBq

(3.16)

ď2 ^ k 2 ˙ ` p2k ´ 2qpn ´ kq ` pn ´ kq^2´ p1 ` s^1qpn ´ k ` i^1q 2 ` 1.

(3.17)

There are two cases regarding the relationship between s and s^1, depending on the value of i:

(1) If i ď 1, then we have s^1 “ s ´ 2 and i^1 “ i ` k ´ 4. Substituting these values into the inequality 3.16, we have ps ´ 1qk ď 4s ´ 3;

(2) If 2 ď i ď k ´ 3, then we have s^1 “ s ´ 1 and i^1 “ i ´ 2. Substituting these values into the inequality 3.16, we have ps ´ 1qk ď 4s ´ i ´ 1 ď 4s ´ 3.

Both cases imply that

(3.18) k ď

4s ´ 3 s ´ 1 ď 5 However, when k “ 5 and s “ 2, we have n ě 10 and i ě 4, which contradicts i ď k ´ 3. Consequently, we find that k ď 4, leading to a contradiction. □

4. EXTREMAL GRAPHS WITHOUT K_4 AND K_5

The following lemmas have motivations similar to those of Lemma 9, 10 and 11 in [3]. Theorem 1.4 follows immediately from Lemma 4.1, 4.2 and 4.3.

Lemma 4.1. Let G be a complete graph on n vertices, edge-colored without a rainbow K_k, where k “ 4 and n ě 6, or k “ 5 and n ě 9. If cpGq “ t_{n,k´2} ` 1 and G contains a rainbow T_{n,k´2} as a subgraph, then all edges within the partite sets of the rainbow T_{n,k´2} have the same color, which is different from the colors used on the rainbow T_{n,k´2}.

Proof. We divide the proof into two parts. First, when k “ 4 and n ě 6, let G be an edge-colored complete graph with cpGq “ t_{n,2} ` 1. Suppose the colors 1, 2, . . . , t_{n,2} are used to color the rainbow subgraph T_{n,2}. Therefore, at least one edge in a partite set V_1 or V_2 is colored with a new color, say color 0. To complete the proof, we need to show that all the edges within each partite set are colored

12 XIAO-CHUAN LIU, DANNI PENG, AND XU YANG

with 0. Otherwise, there is a rainbow K_4. Note that in each partite set, there are at least 3 vertices, which we call them v_1, v_2, v_3, ¨ ¨ ¨ , P V_1 and v^1, v^1_2, v^1_3, ¨ ¨ ¨ , P V_2.

Without loss of generality, we can suppose the color of v_iv^1_j “ 3pi ´ 1q ` j, where i, j “ 1, 2, 3. We can see that Grtv_1, v_2, v_3us and Grtv^1, v^1_2, v^1_3us are not rainbow triangles; otherwise, there would be a rainbow K_4. Since at least one edge in the partite V_1 and V_2 is colored by 0, let’s assume v_1v_2 is colored by 0. Then the candidate colors for v^1v^1_2, such that there is no rainbow K_4, are t0, 1, 2, 4, 5u. By the same argument, we have cpv^1v^1_3q P t0, 1, 3, 4, 6u and cpv^1_2v^1_3q P t0, 2, 3, 5, 6u.

Suppose cpv^1v^1_2q “ 0, then cpv_2v_3q P t0, 4, 5, 7, 8u and cpv_1v_3q P t0, 1, 2, 7, 8u. If cpv_2v_3q “ 0, then cpv^1_2v^1_3q P t0, 2, 3, 5, 6u X t0, 5, 6, 8, 9u “ t0, 5, 6u and cpv^1v^1_3q P t0, 1, 3, 4, 6u X t0, 4, 6, 7, 9u “ t0, 4, 6u. If cpv^1_2v^1_3q “ 0, then the candidate colors for v_1v_3 are t0, 1, 2, 7, 8u X t0, 2, 3, 8, 9u “ t0, 2, 8u. If cpv_1v_3q “ 0, then the candidate colors of v^1v^1_3 are t0, 1, 3, 7, 9u X t0, 4, 6u. So the only possible color of v^1v^1_3 is 0.

So now let’s go back one step. If cpv_1v_3q “ 2, then cpv^1v^1_3q P t2, 1, 3, 7, 9u X t0, 4, 6u, leading to a contradiction. The same argument goes with cpv_1v_3q “ 8.

Similarly, if cpv^1_2v^1_3q “ 5, then cpv_1v_3q P t0, 1, 2, 7, 8u X t5, 2, 3, 8, 9u. If cpv_1v_3q “ 2 or 8, we encounter the same contradiction for v^1v^1_3. The same argument holds for cpv^1_2v^1_3q “ 6.

If cpv_2v_3q “ 4, then cpv_1v_3q P t0, 4u and cpv^1_2v^1_3q P t0, 2, 3, 5, 6u X t4, 5, 6, 8, 9u X t0, 4, 2, 3, 8, 9u, leading to a contradiction. Similarly, if cpv_2v_3q “ 5, then cpv_1v_3q P t0, 5u and cpv^1v^1_3q P t0, 1, 3, 4, 6u X t5, 4, 6, 7, 9u X t0, 5, 1, 3, 7, 9u, leading to a contradiction.

If cpv_2v_3q “ 7, then cpv_1v_3q P t0, 7u and cpv^1_2v^1_3q P t0, 2, 3, 5, 6u X t7, 5, 6, 8, 9u X t0, 7, 2, 3, 8, 9u, leading to a contradiction. Similarly, if cpv_2v_3q “ 8, then cpv_1v_3q P t0, 8u, and cpv^1v^1_3q P t0, 1, 3, 4, 6u X t8, 4, 6, 7, 9u X t0, 8, 1, 3, 7, 9u, leading to a contradiction.

If cpv^1v^1_2q ‰ 0, by symmetry, we can assume cpv^1v^1_2q “ 1. Then cpv_2v_3q P t1, 4, 5, 7, 8u. If cpv_2v_3q “ 1, then cpv^1_2v^1_3q P t0, 2, 3, 5, 6u X t1, 5, 6, 8, 9u “ t5, 6u. If cpv^1_2v^1_3q “ 5, then cpv_1v_3q P t5, 2, 3, 8, 9u, which leads to a contradiction because cpv_1v_3q can only be 0 or 1. The same argument applies when cpv^1_2v^1_3q “ 6.

If cpv_2v_3q “ 4, then cpv_1v_3q P t0, 4u, and cpv^1_2v^1_3q P t0, 2, 3, 5, 6u X t4, 5, 6, 8, 9u X t0, 4, 2, 3, 8, 9u, which also leads to a contradiction. The same argument holds for cpv_2v_3q “ 5, 7 or 8.

When k “ 5 and n ě 9, let G be an edge-colored complete graph with a rainbow T_{n,3} as a subgraph, where each partite set contains at least 3 vertices. Similar to the case when k “ 4, we denote the vertices in the three partite sets as follows: v^1, v^1_2, v^1_3, . . . , P V_1, v^2_1, v^2, v^2_3, . . . , P V_2 and v^3_1, v^3_2, v^3, . . . , P V_3 with n_1 “ |V_1|, n_2 “ |V_2| and n_3 “ |V_3|. Note that cpT_{n,3}q “ t_{pn1`n2q,2} ` t_{pn1`n3q,2} ` t_{pn2`n3q,2}. We introduce an additional color, labeled as 0, which does not appear in the rainbow T_{n,3}. Suppose that at least one edge in G is colored with 0. Specifically, we assume that cpv^1v^1_2q “ 0, which implies that cpGrV_1 Y V_jsq ě t_{pn1`njq,2} ` 1 for j “ 2 or 3.

Claim There is no rainbow K_4 in GrV_1 Y V_js for j “ 2 or 3.

RAINBOW CLIQUES 13

Proof of the Claim. Let’s begin by examining the subgraph GrV_1 Y V_2s. If there is a rainbow K_4 in GrV_1 Y V_2s, we have the following cases.

Case 1: If the rainbow K_4 in GrV_1 Y V_2s contains at most two colors that also appear in GrV_1, V_3s or GrV_2, V_3s, the pigeonhole principle guarantees the presence of a vertex in V_3 such that a rainbow K_5 can be formed by combining this vertex with the aforementioned rainbow K_4.

Case 2: If at least three colors in this rainbow K_4 are present in the union of GrV_1, V_3s and GrV_2, V_3s, then all of these edges must belong to GrV_1s. To illustrate, if one of them were in GrV_2s, we could combine it with v^1v^1_2 to construct a new rainbow K_4, satisfying Case 1. Consequently, all edges in GrV_2s are colored with 0 or with colors that already appear in GrV_1, V_2s. Returning to the original rainbow K_4, we encounter two sub-cases:

Sub-case 1. If three vertices of the rainbow K_4 are in V_1 and the remaining vertex is in V_2, we consider the vertices as v^1_i , v^1_j , v^1_k P V_1 and v^2_ℓ P V_2. Let’s assume that the edges v^1_i v^1_j , v^1_i v^1_k, and v^1_j v^1_k are colored with colors present in either GrV_1, V_3s or GrV_2, V_3s. Now, we can choose any edge adjacent to v^2_ℓ, say v^2_ℓ v^2_p, and combine it with two of the vertices v^1_i , v^1_j , v^1_k P V_1 to form a new rainbow K_4. This newly formed rainbow K_4 satisfies the conditions in Case 1.

Sub-case 2. If all vertices of the rainbow K_4 reside in GrV_1s and if at least three edges have colors not present in GrV_2s, we can select an edge from GrV_2s. By combining this selected edge with one of the edges from the precious rainbow K_4, we create a new rainbow K_4, effectively returning us to Case 1.

In both of these cases, we are able to construct a rainbow K_5, implying that cpGrV_1 Y V_2sq “ t_{pn1`n2q,2} ` 1.

We can apply a similar seasoning to the subgraph GrV_1 Y V_3s. End of the Proof of the Claim.

According to the Claim, the subgraph GrV_1 Y V_js forms a complete graph without a rainbow K_4, and cpGrV_1 Y V_jsq “ t_{pn1`njq,2} ` 1. Furthermore, it contains a rainbow T_{pn1`njq,2}, for j “ 2 and 3. By the first part of the proof for k “ 4, we conclude that the subgraphs GrV_is, with i “ 1, 2, 3, are colored uniformly with the same color, distinct from those used in the rainbow T_{n,3}. □ Lemma 4.2. Let G be a complete graph with n vertices, edge-colored with t_{n,k´2} ` 1 colors, where k “ 4 and n ě 8, or k “ 5 and n ě 9. If G does not contain a rainbow K_k, then G contains a rainbow T_{n,k´2} as a subgraph.

Proof. We will prove the lemma by induction on n. The lemma is true for the base cases where k “ 4 and n “ 8, as shown in Lemma 2.9, and for k “ 5 and n “ 9, as shown in Lemma 2.10. Now, let us assume that the lemma holds for graphs with fewer than n vertices (with n ě 9 for k “ 4 and n ě 10 for k “ 5). From Lemma 2.1, we ascertain the existence of a vertex v P VpGq with d^spvq “ t_{n,k´2} ´ t_{n´1,k´2} and cpG ´ vq “ t_{n´1,k´2} ` 1. By the induction hypothesis, we know that G ´ v contains

14 XIAO-CHUAN LIU, DANNI PENG, AND XU YANG

a rainbow T_{n´1,k´2}. Given that n{pk ´ 2q ě 3, according to Lemma 4.1, all edges within the partite sets of the rainbow T_{n´1,k´2} share a common color distinct from those in the rainbow T_{n´1,k´2}. We can partition the vertices of G ´ v into k ´ 2 partite sets, where edges within each partite set are colored by the same color. Subsequently, we reintroduce the vertex v back into G ´ v. Furthermore, with the knowledge that d^spvq “ t_{n,k´2} ´ t_{n´1,k´2}, it follows that there exist t_{n,k´2} ´ t_{n´1,k´2} edges colored distinctly by new colors, which are absent in G ´ v. As there is no rainbow K_k in G, these t_{n,k´2} ´ t_{n´1,k´2} edges must all be distributed to the k ´ 3 larger partite sets. Consequently, v must remain within the smallest partite sets, leading to the formation of a rainbow T_{n,k´2}. Thus, the proof is complete. □

Lemma 4.3. If G is an edge-colored graph on n vertices such that epGq ` cpGq “

`_n 2 ˘ ` t_{n,k´2} ` 1, where k “ 4 and n ě 8 (or n ě 9 if k “ 5). If G does not contain a rainbow K_k, then G is complete.

Proof. For n ě 8, k “ 4 (or n ě 9 if k “ 5), we prove the lemma by induction on n. For k “ 4 and n “ 8, or k “ 5 and n “ 9, we have the conclusion by Lemma 2.6 and Lemma 2.8. Suppose that the lemma is true for graphs with fewer than n vertices (n ě 9 if k “ 4 and n ě 10 if k “ 5). By Lemma 2.1, there is a vertex v in G such that epG ´ vq ` cpG ´ vq “

`_{n´1} 2 ˘ ` t_{n´1,k´2} ` 1. Therefore, we have

dpvq ` d^spvq “ n ´ 1 ` t_{n,k´2} ´ t_{n´1,k´2}.

(4.1)

By the induction hypothesis, G ´ v is complete. Using Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.2, we conclude that G ´ v contains a rainbow T_{n´1,k´2}, and all edges within the partite sets of the rainbow T_{n´1,k´2} are colored with the same color which is not used on the rainbow T_{n´1,k´2}. If d^spvq ě t_{n,k´2} ´ t_{n´1,k´2} ` 1, then v connects to all partite sets of the rainbow T_{n´1,k´2} by the pigeonhole principle. By taking one vertex adjacent to v from each partite set, along with an extra vertex from the rainbow T_{n´1,k´2} (the existence is guaranteed by the size of each partite set), we can obtain a rainbow K_k, which contradicts the assumption. Thus, we have d^spvq ď t_{n,k´2} ´ t_{n´1,k´2}. Combining this inequality with Equation 4.1, we conclude that dpvq “ n ´ 1, and therefore G is complete. The proof is finished. □

Remark 4.4. Together with Remark 2.7 and the example in the concluding remark of [3], our result in Theorem 1.4 is tight.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank Maurício Collares Neto for useful discussions. Danni Peng is supported by CNPq (Grant Number 141537/2023-0). CNPq is the national Council for Scientific and Technological Development of Brazil.

RAINBOW CLIQUES 15

APPENDIX

Proof of Lemma 2.2. We will prove by using induction on the number of vertices of G. When n “ 3, epGq ` cpGq “^{3¨4}_2 ´ 1 “ 5. Clearly, it follows that epGq “ 3 and then cpGq “ 2. Then G “ K_3 and cpi, jq “ i, if i ă j.

Now suppose the conclusion is true for n ´ 1. When G has n vertices, we need the following claim.

Claim. Denote by d^spvq the number of saturated colors at v, there exists a vertex v such that dpvq ` d^spvq ď n.

Proof. If not, then

(4.2) ÿ vPVpGq

pdpvq ` d^spvqq ě npn ` 1q

Now, for any color, it is saturated by less than three vertices. So ř vPVpGq d

spvq ď 2cpGq. Therefore, the left hand of 4.2 satisfies

(4.3) ÿ vPVpGq

pdpvq ` d^spvqq ď 2epGq ` 2cpGq “ npn ` 1q ´ 2

which is a contradiction. □

Following the claim, we can find a vertex v and let G^1 “ G ´ v. Then

(4.4) epG^1q ` cpG^1q ě npn ` 1q 2 ´ 1 ´ n “ npn ´ 1q 2 ´ 1 Since G^1 has no rainbow triangle, we have epG^1q ` cpG^1q “^{npn´1q}_2 ´ 1. By induction hypothesis, we have G^1 is K_{n´1}, with cpi, jq “ i, when i ă j, i, j “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ n ´ 1. Let VpG^1q “ tv_1, v_2 . . . , v_{n´1}u.

Now we add the vertex v back to G^1. Note that dpvq ` d^spvq “ n. However, d^spvq cannot be larger than 1, because if two new colors are saturated at v, we can construct a rainbow triangle by choosing one edge in each color and an edge between them. Therefore, d^spvq “ 1 and dpvq “ n ´ 1, which proves that G “ K_n. Let red be the new color saturated at v.

Suppose the red star has k leaves. If k “ 1, say, vv_ℓ is red, we can assign the colors for the rest of edge as cpvv_ℓ1 “ ℓ^1, for ℓ^1 ă l and cpvv_ℓ1 q “ ℓ. Clearly, there is no rainbow triangle and by a simple rename of the vertices, it can be seen that the color function holds immediately.

For the case k ą 1, we need the following claim. Claim If k ą 1, vv_{n´1}, vv_{n´2}, . . . , vv_{n´k} are red.

Proof. Suppose vv_p and vv_q, p ă q, are red and vv_{p`1} is not red. To make sure that vv_pv_{p`1} is not a rainbow triangle, cpvv_{p`1}q “ cpv_pv_{p`1}q “ p. On the other side, vv_{p`1}v_q is not a rainbow triangle. cpvv_{p`1}q “ cpv_{p`1}v_qq “ p ` 1, which gives a contradiction. With similar argument, vv_{n´1} is red because otherwise vv_pv_{n´1} and vv_qv_{n´1} are rainbow triangles. So vv_{n´1}, vv_{n´2}, . . . , vv_{n´k} are red. □

16 XIAO-CHUAN LIU, DANNI PENG, AND XU YANG

Following the claim, we assign cpv_ivq “ i, i ă n ´ k and finish the proof. □

REFERENCES

[1] József Balogh, Robert Morris, and Wojciech Samotij. Independent sets in hypergraphs. Journal of the American Mathematical Society, 28(3):669–709, 2015.

[2] József Balogh, Robert Morris, and Wojciech Samotij. The method of hypergraph containers.

In Proceedings of the International Congress of Mathematicians: Rio de Janeiro 2018, pages 3059– 3092. World Scientific, 2018.

[3] Stefan Ehard and Elena Mohr. Rainbow triangles and cliques in edge-colored graphs. European Journal of Combinatorics, 84:103037, 2020.

[4] Paul Erdős and Miklós Simonovits. Supersaturated graphs and hypergraphs. Combinatorica, 3:181–192, 1983.

[5] Shinya Fujita, Bo Ning, Chuandong Xu, and Shenggui Zhang. On sufficient conditions for rainbow cycles in edge-colored graphs. Discrete Mathematics, 342(7):1956–1965, 2019.

[6] Binlong Li, Bo Ning, Chuandong Xu, and Shenggui Zhang. Rainbow triangles in edgecolored graphs. European Journal of Combinatorics, 36:453–459, 2014.

[7] Xueliang Li, Bo Ning, Yongtang Shi, and Shenggui Zhang. Counting rainbow triangles in edge-colored graphs. arXiv preprint arXiv:2112.14458, 2021.

[8] Willem Mantel. Vraagstuk xxviii. Wiskundige Opgaven met de Oplossingen, 10(2):60–61, 1907. [9] David Saxton and Andrew Thomason. Hypergraph containers. Inventiones mathematicae, 201(3):925–992, 2015.

[10] Paul Turán. Eine extremalaufgabe aus der graphentheorie. Mat. Fiz. Lapok, 48(436-452):61, 1941.

[11] Panayiotis Varnavides. On certain sets of positive density. Journal of the London Mathematical Society, 1(3):358–360, 1959.

[12] Chuandong Xu, Xiaoxue Hu, Weifan Wang, and Shenggui Zhang. Rainbow cliques in edgecolored graphs. European Journal of Combinatorics, 54:193–200, 2016.

[13] Chuandong Xu, Colton Magnant, and Shenggui Zhang. Properly colored c4’s in edgecolored graphs. Discrete Mathematics, 343(12):112116, 2020.

(Liu) INSTITUTO DE MATEMÁTICA DA UNIVERSIDADE FEDERAL DE ALAGOAS, AV. LOURIVAL MELO MOTA, S/N, MACEIÓ, BRASIL

Email address: lxc1984@gmail.com

(Peng) INSTITUTO DE MATEMÁTICA PURA E APLICADA, ESTRADA DONA CASTORINA 110, JARDIM BOTÂNICO, RIO DE JANEIRO, 22460-320, BRASIL

Email address: dannipeng49@gmail.com

(Yang) INSTITUTO DE COMPUTAÇ ÃO DA UNIVERSIDADE FEDERAL DE ALAGOAS, AV. LOURI- VAL MELO MOTA, S/N, MACEIÓ, BRASIL

Email address: yang@ic.ufal.br