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On the number of P -free set systems for tree posets P
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Abstract

We say a finite poset P is a tree poset if its Hasse diagram is a tree. Let k be the length of
the largest chain contained in P . We show that when P is a fixed tree poset, the number of

P -free set systems in 2[n] is 2
(1+o(1))(k−1)( n

⌊n/2⌋). The proof uses a generalization of a theorem
by Boris Bukh together with a variation of the multiphase graph container algorithm.

1 Introduction

Given two posets P and Q, a poset homomorphism is a function f : P → Q such that f(A) ≤ f(B)
whenever A ≤ B. A poset Q contains a poset P if there is an injective poset homomorphism
π : P → Q. If Q does not contain P we say that Q is P -free. All posets considered in this paper
are finite.

Given a poset P and two elements x, z ∈ P , we say that x covers z if x > z and there is no
y ∈ P with x > y > z. We define the Hasse diagram of P , denoted H(P ), as a graph with vertex
set P drawn in the plane such that we draw an edge from x to y upwards only if y covers x (we
allow edges to cross in the drawing). A poset P is a tree poset if H(P ) is a tree. The height of a
poset is the length of the longest maximal chain of P .

For a fixed poset P and positive integer n, define the size of a largest P -free set system in 2[n] as
La(n, P ). The systematic study of La(n, P ), began with the work of Katona and Tarján [13]. The
following conjecture has been central to the study of La(n, P ) which has been formulated in many
places with slight variations, see [5, 7, 11]. For positive integers n and x < n, we let

(

[n]
x

)

denote

the family of all subsets of 2[n] of size x.

Conjecture 1.1. Let P be a poset, then

La(n, P ) = e(P )

(

n

⌊n/2⌋

)

(1 + o(1)),

where e(P ) denotes the largest integer ℓ such that for all j and n the family
⋃ℓ

i=1

(

[n]
i+j

)

is P -free.
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Conjecture 1.1 can be viewed as a broad generalization of the classical Sperner’s Theorem
[17]. The smallest unresolved case for Conjecture 1.1 is the 2-dimensional Boolean lattice (i.e., the
diamond poset), which has received significant attention in the literature, see [1, 11, 12, 14]. Only
very recently, Conjecture 1.1 has been disproven in the case when P is the d-dimensional Boolean
lattice for d ≥ 4, see [6]. For a broader overview of the history of Conjecture 1.1, see the survey of
Griggs and Li [10] or the textbook of Gerber and Patkós [8, Chapter 7]. As e(P ) = k − 1 for all
tree posets P of height k, the following theorem of Bukh proves Conjecture 1.1 for all tree posets.

Theorem 1.2. [5, Theorem 1] Let P be a tree poset of height k, then

La(n, P ) = (k − 1)

(

n

⌊n/2⌋

)

(1 +O(1/n)) .

Motivated by Conjecture 1.1, Gerbner, Nagy, Patkós, and Vizer [7] conjectured the following.

Conjecture 1.3. For every poset P the number of P -free set systems in 2[n] is

2(1+o(1))La(n,P )( n
⌊n/2⌋).

Patkós and Treglown [15] proved Conjecture 1.3 in the special case when P is a tree poset of
height at most five and radius at most 2. Our main result is proving Conjecture 1.3 for all tree
posets.

Theorem 1.4. Let P be a tree poset of height k, then the number of P -free set systems in 2[n] is

2(1+o(1))(k−1)( n
⌊n/2⌋).

Boris Bukh [5] observed that Theorem 1.2 also extends to a larger class of posets that embed
into trees in an ideal way. This same observation extends to our Theorem 1.4 as well. Recall that
e(P ) denotes the largest integer ℓ such that for all j and n the family

⋃ℓ
i=1

(

[n]
i+j

)

is P -free.

Corollary 1.5. Let P be a poset and Q be a tree poset of height k such that e(P ) = k − 1 and Q
contains P . Then the number of P -free set systems in 2[n] is

2(1+o(1))(k−1)( n
⌊n/2⌋).

Proof. As e(P ) = k − 1 we have that
⋃k−2

i=0

(

[n]
⌊n/2⌋+i

)

and each of its subfamilies is P -free. This

implies that the number of P -free set systems in 2[n] is at least 2(1+o(1))(k−1)( n
⌊n/2⌋). By Theorem 1.4,

the number of Q-free is at most 2(1+o(1))(k−1)( n
⌊n/2⌋). As Q contains P , the corollary follows.

One of the smallest nontrivial posets Corollary 1.5 applies to is the butterfly poset B, see
Figure 1. As e(B) = 2 and B is contained in the X poset, see Figure 1, by Corollary 1.5, we have
that Conjecture 1.3 is true for the butterfly poset as well.

There are two natural potential extensions of our results. One is to extend to P -free posets,
where we forbid P as an induced subposet, see the relevant conjecture of Gerbner, Nagy, Patkós,
and Vizer [7, Conjecture 9] or the extensions of [5] by Boehnlein and Jiang [4]. The second is
to investigate random variants of our results, see for example [15], which would require proving
stronger supersaturation conditions.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present some preliminary results.
Then, we proceed to prove our supersaturation results Corollaries 2.11 and 2.12. We then prove
our main container result, Lemma 2.15. Finally, we prove Theorem 1.4 in Section 3.
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Figure 1: Hasse diagrams for the butterfly poset and the X poset, respectively.

2 Preliminaries

We use the following standard upper bound on the sum of binomial coefficients.

Proposition 2.1. For every α ∈ [0, 1/2] and n ∈ Z+,

∑

i≤αn

(

n

i

)

≤ 2H(α)n,

where H(p) = −p log2 p− (1− p) log2(1− p), is the binary entropy function.

The easy fact that a removal of a leaf vertex of a tree results in a tree, implies the following
claim.

Claim 2.2. For every tree poset P of size m and an element x ∈ P , there is a total ordering ≺ of
the elements of P , which we write as x = x1 ≺ . . . ≺ xm and such that for each i ∈ [m], the induced
subgraph H(P )[x1, . . . , xi] is a tree such that xi has degree 1.

Definition 2.3. For a tree poset P , an element x ∈ P , a total ordering of P beginning at x as
described in Claim 2.2, and a positive integer t, define the t-blowup of P centered at x, denoted
P (x, t), to be the poset constructed as follows. Replace each xi ∈ P with td(xi) copies of xi, where
d(xi) := d(x, xi) is the distance from x to xi in the Hasse diagram H(P ). Label the copies of xi as
xi,1, . . . , xi,td(xi).

For each i > 1, there is exactly one edge xixj in H(p) such that d(xi) = d(xj)+1 and i > j. We
split the copies of xi into td(xi)−1 sets Vi,k = {xi,(k−1)t+1, . . . , xi,kt} for k ∈ [td(xi)−1]. When xi covers
xj in P , we set xj,k >P (x,t) v for all v ∈ Vi,k. Otherwise, xj covers xi in P , and we set xj,k <P (x,t) v
for all v ∈ Vi,k.

Notice that although there are possibly multiple choices for the order as described in Claim 2.2,
the poset P (x, t) is unique up to isomorphism. Furthermore, the indexing of the elements of P (x, t)
induces a total ordering given by the lexicographic ordering.

2.1 Supersaturation tools

Unless otherwise stated, we follow the notation and terminology of West [18] with regard to partial
orders. We say a finite poset is graded if every maximal chain has the same size. Thus our notion
of graded poset of height k corresponds to the notion of k-saturated posets of Bukh [5]. We
have changed this terminology to avoid potential conflict with the notion of a k-saturated chain
decomposition with respect to the classical Greene-Kleitman Theorem [9]. Thus in a graded tree

3
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Figure 2: 2-blowup of a path poset with four vertices.

poset, every leaf in the Hasse diagram must be a minimal or maximal element. The following lemma
shows that every tree poset is contained in a graded tree poset. As observed in [5], working with
graded posets is simpler.

Lemma 2.4. [5, Lemma 5] Let P be a tree poset of height k. Then there exists a graded tree poset
P̂ of height k such that P is an induced subposet of P̂ and |P̂ | ≤ sk, where s denotes the number
of maximal chains of P .

Remark 2.5. The inequality |P̂ | ≤ sk is not in the original statement of [5, Lemma 5] but can be
read out of its proof.

Lemma 2.6. Let P be a graded tree poset of height k, x ∈ P and a is some positive integer. Then
P (x, a) is a graded tree poset of height k.

Proof. Clearly, P has height k if and only if P (x, a) has height k. Further, every maximal chain
of P (x, a) corresponds to a maximal chain of P in the natural way, hence P (x, a) is also graded.
Furthermore, by its definition, the Hasse diagram of P (x, a) is also a tree.

An interval of a poset P is a set of the form {z ∈ P : x ≤ z ≤ y} where x, y ∈ P . It is easy to
check that for tree posets, an interval is either the empty set or a chain.

Lemma 2.7. [5, Lemma 6] Let P be a graded tree poset of height k such that P is not a chain.
Then there is an element v ∈ P , which is a leaf in H(P ), and an interval I of length |I| ≤ k − 1
containing v such that H(P \ I) is a tree, and the poset P \ I is a graded poset of height k.

The following lemma is introduced to correct a minor mistake in the induction statement of
Bukh’s original proof [5, Lemma 7].

Lemma 2.8. Suppose P is a graded tree poset of height k. Then there exists an integer ℓ ≥ 1 and
maximal chains C1, . . . , Cℓ of P such that

(i) For all 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓ,
⋃j

i=1Ci is a graded poset of height k and
⋃ℓ

i=1Ci = P .

(ii) For all 1 < j ≤ ℓ, Ij := Cj \
(

⋃j−1
i=1 Ci

)

is a nonempty interval containing a minimal or

maximal element of P .

(iii) For all 1 < j ≤ ℓ, Cj \ Ij ⊆ Ci for some 1 ≤ i < j.

4



Proof. Let m = |P |. If P is a chain, then the lemma holds trivially. Thus we may suppose P is not
a chain and m > 2. We proceed with induction on m.

As P is not a chain and H(P ) is a tree, by Lemma 2.7, there exists some v ∈ P , such that v is a
leaf in H(P ) and there exists an interval I of length |I| ≤ k − 1 containing v such that H(P \ I) is
a tree and the poset P \ I is a graded poset of height k. As we may consider the dual of P , without
loss of generality, we may suppose v is a minimal element of P . By induction, there exists s ≥ 1
and chains C1, . . . , Cs of P \ I such that (i), (ii) and (iii) hold.

As both H(P ) and H(P \ I) are trees, P is graded and of height k, and |I| ≤ k − 1, there is
exactly one element of u ∈ P \ I, which covers the maximum element of I. We let Is+1 := I. To
complete the proof, we must find a maximal chain Cs+1 of P such that Is+1 ⊆ Cs+1 and (i), (ii),
and (iii) holds for C1, . . . , Cs, Cs+1.

Letting I1 = C1, by (i) and (ii), we have

s
⋃

i=1

Ii =
s
⋃

i=1

Ci = P \ Is+1.

By (ii), there exists a unique j such that u ∈ Ij . Define

Cs+1 := Is+1 ∪ {x ≥ u : x ∈ Cj}.

As u ∈ Ij ⊆ Cj, by induction, Cj contains a maximal element of P . Then the set {x ≥ u : x ∈ Cj}
is an interval between u and a maximal element of P . Furthermore, as Is+1 is an interval containing
a minimal element of P , and u covers the maximum element of Is+1, we have that Cs+1 is a maximal
chain of P . As P is a graded poset of height k and

s+1
⋃

i=1

Ci = P,

we have that (i) holds. We have that (ii) holds by construction of Is+1, and as Cs+1 \ Is+1 ⊆ Cj, we
have that (iii) holds as well. Thus the lemma holds by induction.

Let P be a graded tree poset, and {C1, . . . , Cℓ} be a set of maximal chains satisfying conditions
(i), (ii), and (iii) of Lemma 2.8. We say {C1, . . . , Cℓ} is a graded chain cover of P . We note that as
P is graded, |Ci| = k for all i ∈ [ℓ].

We define a (k, a)-marked chain as an ordered pair (M, {F1, . . . , Fk}) such that M is a maximal
chain in 2[n] and Fi ∈ M for all i ∈ [k] such that F1 ) F2 ) F2 ) . . . ) Fk and |Fi \ Fi+1| ≥ a for
all i ∈ [k− 1]. We call the Fi’s the markers. The following lemma was proved in the special case of
(k, 1)-marked chains by Boris Bukh [5, Lemma 4].

Lemma 2.9. Let k and a be positive integers and let ε > 0. If F ⊆ 2[n] is of size

|F| > ((k − 1)a+ ε)

(

n

⌊n/2⌋

)

,

then there are at least ε
k
n! (k, a)-marked chains, whose markers are in F .
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Proof. Let Di denote the number of maximal chains that contain exactly i elements from F . By
double counting pairs (M,F ) such that M is a maximal chain in 2[n] and F ∈ M ∩ F , we obtain

∑

i

iDi =
∑

F∈F

n!
(

n
|F |

) ≥ |F|
n!

(

n
⌊n/2⌋

) ≥ ((k − 1)a+ ε)n!. (1)

Trivially we also have,
∑

i

Di = n!. (2)

Using (1) and (2), we have the following inequality.

∑

i

iDi − (k − 1)a
∑

i

Di ≥ εn!. (3)

The number of binary strings of length i with k ones such that each of the first k−1 ones is followed
by at least a−1 zeros is

(

i−(k−1)(a−1)
k

)

. It follows that the number of (k, a)-marked chains is at least,

∑

i≥(k−1)a+1

(

i− (k − 1)(a− 1)

k

)

Di =
∑

i≥(k−1)a+1

(

i− (k − 1)(a− 1)− 1

k − 1

)

i− (k − 1)(a− 1)

k
Di

≥
∑

i≥(k−1)a+1

i− (k − 1)(a− 1)

k
Di ≥

∑

i

i

k
Di −

∑

i

(k − 1)a

k
Di ≥

ε

k
n!,

where the last relation follows from (3).

Let P be a graded tree poset, let {C1, . . . , Cℓ} be a graded chain cover of P , let F ⊆ 2[n] be a
set system, and let a > 0 be a positive integer. We are interested in finding an embedding π of P
into F . Furthermore, by Lemma 2.9, there exists a large family L of (k, a)-marked chains whose
markers belong to F . For induction purposes, we also require that our embedding maps each Ci to
the set of markers of some (k, a)-marked chain belonging to L.

The proof of Lemma 2.10 is relatively straightforward, and follows closely the proof of [5,
Lemma 7]. We iteratively embed subsequentially larger subposets of P with respect to a graded
chain cover {C1, . . . , Cℓ} of P . At each stage, we clean the respective family of (k, a)-marked chains
L of the “bad” chains. We have to ensure that we do not delete too many chains, as otherwise our
current choice of embedding may fail to extend to all of P .

Lemma 2.10. Let α ∈ (0, 1/2), let a and n be positive integers, let c = a!α−a. Let P be a graded
tree poset of height k and let {C1, . . . , Cℓ} be a graded chain cover of P . Let F ⊆ 2[n] be a set system
such that all sets of F are of size between αn and (1 − α)n and let K ∈ [n] such that no maximal
chain of 2[n] contains more than K ≥ 2k sets from F . Let L be a family of (k, a)-marked chains
with markers in F such that

|L| ≥
c

na

(

K

k

)2(
|P |+ 1

2

)

n!.

Finally, suppose |P | < K−kna/c. Then there is an embedding π of P into F such that for every
i ∈ [ℓ], π(Ci) is the set of markers of some (k, a)-marked chain in L.

6



Proof. The proof is by induction on ℓ. If ℓ = 1, then P is a chain of height k with C1 = P . In
this case, as L 6= ∅, we may choose an arbitrary (k, a)-marked chain M ∈ L. As the markers of M
belong to F , there is a natural embedding of P into the markers of M .

Suppose ℓ ≥ 2. Let I = Cℓ \
(

⋃ℓ−1
i=1 Ci

)

. By Lemma 2.8, I is a nonempty interval containing

a minimal or maximal element of P such that Cℓ \ I ⊆ Cj for some 1 ≤ j < ℓ. Without loss of
generality, we may assume I contains a minimal element of P . Let s = |Cℓ \ Iℓ| > 0.

The chain F1 ) · · · ) Fs is a bottleneck (with respect to F , P , and L) if there exists

S ⊆ {X : X ⊆ Fs, X ∈ F and |X| ≤ |Fs| − a},

such that |S| ≤ |P |, and for every (k, a)-marked chain of L of the form (M, {F1, . . . , Fk}), such that
s < k and Fi ( Fi+1 for all i ∈ [k − 1], we have S ∩ {Fs+1, . . . , Fk} 6= ∅. If such an S exists, we say
S is a witness of that the chain {F1, . . . , Fs} is a bottleneck. If {F1, . . . , Fs} is a bottleneck, then
we let S({F1, . . . , Fs}) be an arbitrary but fixed witness of {F1, . . . , Fs}. We say a (k, a)-marked
chain (M, {F1, . . . , Fk}) is bad if {F1, . . . , Fs} is a bottleneck, otherwise it is good.

Our goal is to find an L′ ⊆ L such that if we embed P \ I with respect to {C1, . . . , Cℓ−1} with
(k, a)-chains belonging to L′, then the set of markers corresponding to Cℓ \ I is not a bottleneck.
Thus it suffices to construct an L′ ⊆ L which contains no bad (k, a)-marked chains of L.

Let R ⊆ [K] such that |R| = s = |Cℓ \ I|. We sample a maximal chain M of 2[n] uniformly at
random. Suppose |M ∩ F| = t > 0, and let F1 ) · · · ) Ft such that Fi ∈ M ∩ F for every i ∈ [t].
Then we let CR(M) denote the function

CR(M) =

{

{Fi : i ∈ R} if R ⊆ [t];

∅ otherwise.

That is, for R ⊆ [t], the function CR(M) denotes the subchain of elements of M ∩F indexed by R.
We say M is R-bad, if CR(M) is a bottleneck, and there exists a (k, a)-marked chain of L whose s
largest markers are CR(M). Note that if CR(M) = ∅, then M is not R-bad, vacuously. Let BR be
the event that M is R-bad. Our goal is to estimate the probability of BR for each possible choice
of R.

If CR(M) is not a bottleneck, then BR does not happen. Thus suppose otherwise. Let CR(M)
be a bottleneck with witness S := S(CR(M)) and let F ∈ S. As L consists of (k, a)-marked chains,
we can assume |F ′| ≥ |F | + a for every F ∈ S and all F ′ ∈ CR(M). As |F | ≥ αn, it follows that,
(recall that M is randomly chosen, and F and S are fixed),

P(F ∈ M ∩ S| CR(M) is a bottleneck with witness S) ≤

(

|F |+ a

|F |

)−1

≤

(

αn+ a

a

)−1

≤
a!

(αn)a
= cn−a,

as c = a!α−a. As |S| ≤ |P |, we have by a union bound,

P(M ∩ S 6= ∅| CR(M) is a bottleneck with witness S) ≤ c|P |n−a.

For a bottleneck B of size s, let EB be the event that M is R-bad, CR(M) = B, and B is
a bottleneck with witness S(B). Let B ⊆ 2[n] be the set of all bottlenecks of size s such that

7



P(EB) > 0. Note that if B,B′ ∈ B such that B 6= B′, then EB and EB′ are disjoint events. It
follows,

P(BR) =
∑

B∈B

P(EB)P(BR|EB) ≤ max
B∈B

P(BR|EB) ≤ max
B∈B

P(M ∩ S(B) 6= ∅|EB) ≤ c|P |n−a.

Recall that as |R| = s, there are
(

K
s

)

ways to select R from [K]. Using K/2 ≥ k > s and
|P | < K−kna/c, we have

P(M is bad) ≤

(

K

s

)

c|P |n−a <

(

K

k

)

c|P |n−a ≤ c
|P |

k!
Kkn−a < 1.

Every bad chain M corresponds to at most
(

K
s

)

<
(

K
k

)

bad (k, a)-marked chains, hence we have
the number of bad (k, a)-marked chains is at most

c|P |

na

(

K

k

)2

n!.

Let P ′ = P \ I. By Lemma 2.8, {C1, . . . , Cℓ−1} is a graded chain cover of P ′. Let L′ denote the set
of good chains, then

|L′| ≥ |L| −
c|P |

na

(

K

k

)2

n! ≥
c

na

(

K

k

)2((
|P |+ 1

2

)

− |P |

)

n! =
c

na

(

K

k

)2(
|P |

2

)

n!.

In particular we have

|L′| ≥
c

na

(

K

k

)2(
|P ′|+ 1

2

)

n!.

Thus by induction, there exists an embedding π′ : P ′ → F such that for every i ∈ [ℓ− 1], π′(Ci)
is the set of markers of some (k, a)-chain in L′. Let F1 ( · · · ( Fs denote the markers corresponding
to Cℓ \ I. As {F1, . . . , Fs} is not a bottleneck and Cℓ \ I ⊆ Cj ∈ L′ for some j ∈ [ℓ− 1], there exists
a (k, a)-marked chain L ∈ L such that the first s markers of L correspond to Cℓ \ I and its last
k − s markers do not intersect π′(P \ I). We can thus extend π′ to an embedding π : P → F such
that I is mapped to the last k− s markers of L. Then π(Cℓ) is the set of markers of L, completing
the proof.

Let ε > 0, and as limx→∞H(x) = 0, there exists an α ∈ (0, 1/2) such that H(α) < ǫ. Let
F ⊆ 2[n] and define

Fα = {F ∈ F : |F | < αn or (1− α)n > |F |}.

By Proposition 2.1,

|Fα| ≤ 2

(

n

≤ αn

)

≤ 2H(α)n+1 ≤ 2εn/2+1 ≤
ε

2

(

n

⌊n/2⌋

)

,

for large enough n with respect to ε.

8



Corollary 2.11. Let P be a graded tree poset of height k and size m. Suppose x ∈ P and F ⊆ 2[n]

is a set system such that

|F| > ((k − 1)(2k + 2m+ 1) + ε)

(

n

⌊n/2⌋

)

,

for some ε > 0. For n sufficiently large (with respect to m, k, and ε), F contains a copy of P (x, n).

Proof. Let
F ′ = {F ∈ F : αn ≤ |F | ≤ (1− α)n}.

For large enough n with respect to ε, we have

|F ′| = |F \ Fα| > ((k − 1)(2k + 2m+ 1) + ε/2)

(

n

⌊n/2⌋

)

.

As P is a graded poset of height k, by Lemma 2.6, P (x, n) is also a graded tree poset of height
k. As |P | = m, we have |P (x, n)| ≤ mnm. Let a = 2k + 2m+ 1, K = n, and c = a!α−a. Applying
Lemma 2.9 with F ′ and a, there exists a family L of (k, a)-marked chains such that |L| ≥ ε

2k
n!. We

have then

c

n2k+2m+1

(

n

k

)2(
mnm + 1

2

)

= o(1) <
ε

2k
,

for sufficiently large n. Furthermore, for sufficiently large n, we have K = n > 2k, and

|P (x, n)| ≤ mnm ≤ na−k/c = K−kna/c.

By Lemma 2.8, P (x, n) has a graded chain cover {C1, . . . , Cℓ} for some ℓ. By applying Lemma 2.10
to α, a, P (x, n), F ′, L, and {C1, . . . , Cℓ} as above, for sufficiently large n, we may conclude F
contains a copy of P (x, n).

By an argument similar to the proof of Corollary 2.11, we have the following.

Corollary 2.12. Let P be a graded tree poset of height k of size m. Suppose x ∈ P and F ⊆ 2[n]

such that

|F| > ((k − 1) + ε)

(

n

⌊n/2⌋

)

for some ε > 0. For n sufficiently large (with respect to m, k, and ε), F contains a copy of
P (x, log(n)).

Proof. Let
F ′ = {F ∈ F : αn ≤ |F | ≤ (1− α)n}.

For large enough n with respect to ε, we have

|F ′| = |F \ Fα| > ((k − 1) + ε/2)

(

n

⌊n/2⌋

)

.

As P is a graded poset of height k, by Lemma 2.6, P (x, log n) is also a graded tree poset of height
k. Furthermore, as |P | = m, we have |P (x, logn)| ≤ m(log n)m. We may suppose no maximal chain
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of 2[n] contains at least m(log n)m sets from F ′, as otherwise, F ′ would contain a copy of P (x, logn).
Let a = 1, K = m(log n)m and c = a!α−a. Applying Lemma 2.9 with F and a, we conclude that
there exists a family L of (k, 1)-marked chains such that |L| ≥ ε

2k
n!. Then

c

n

(

m log(n)m

k

)2(
m log(n)m + 1

2

)

= o(1) <
ε

2k
,

for sufficiently large n. By Lemma 2.8, P (x, logn) has a graded chain cover, {C1, . . . , Cℓ} for some
ℓ. For sufficiently large n, we have K = m log(n)m > 2m ≥ 2k and

|P (x, n)| ≤ m log(n)m ≤ (m log(n)m)−kn/c = K−kna/c.

By applying Lemma 2.10 to α, a, P (x, n), F ′, L, and {C1, . . . , Cℓ} as above, for sufficiently large
n, we conclude F contains a copy of P (x, n).

2.2 Container tools

We will use a container algorithm based on the one used in [15]. We will run the algorithm in two
phases, similarly to the application of the container algorithm used in [3].

With F provided as an input, the goal of the algorithm is to build a unique pair (H,G) such
that H ⊆ F ⊆ H∪G, and G is determined by H. The key part of the proof of Theorem 1.4 is that
multiple P -free set systems are assigned to the same pair (H,G). To count all possible P -free set
systems F , first we count the number of possible pairs (H,G). With a pair (H,G) fixed, the number
of subsets of G is an upper bound on the number of P -free set systems that are assigned to (H,G).

Historically, see [2, 16], H is called the certificate (or fingerprint) of F and H∪G the container.
We are now ready to present our container algorithm.

Lemma 2.13. For every tree poset P , an element x ∈ P , an integer t, and a set system S ⊆ 2[n],
there is a collection C of pairs (H,G) with H,G ⊆ S such that:

(i) For each P -free set system F ⊆ S, there is a pair (H,G) ∈ C such that H ⊆ F ⊆ H ∪ G.

(ii) For each (H,G) ∈ C, G is P (x, t)-free and |H| ≤ |P ||S|/t.

(iii) For each H ⊆ S there is at most one G ⊆ S such that (H,G) ∈ C.

Proof. Throughout this proof we will use three total orderings, a total ordering ≺1 of the elements
of P , i.e., x = x1 ≺1 . . . ≺1 x|P | given by Claim 2.2, the total ordering ≺2 of the elements of P (x, t)
given by the lexicographic ordering as discussed in Definition 2.3 and a total ordering ≺3 of the
copies of P (x, t) in 2[n].

We give a deterministic algorithm that takes as input a P -free set system F ⊆ S and outputs
the pair (H,G). We initialize the variables H0 = ∅ and G0 = S. The following algorithm runs in
possibly multiple iterations.

We describe iteration i ≥ 0 of the algorithm as follows. If Gi is P (x, t)-free, then the algorithm
terminates and outputs (Hi,Gi). Otherwise Gi contains a copy of P (x, t) and we let π : P (x, t) → Gi

denote a respective embedding. We further suppose π(P (x, t)) ⊆ Gi is the first copy of P (x, t) under
the ordering ≺3. With the given (Hi,Gi) and F we apply the following embedding procedure to
obtain a new pair (Hi+1,Gi+1):

10



1. If π(x1,1) /∈ F then we set Hi+1 = Hi and Gi+1 = Gi \π(x1,1) and we begin iteration i+1 with
(Hi+1,Gi+1).

2. If π(x1,1) ∈ F then we let Q1 := {π(x1,1)}.

3. Let Qj := {π(x1,r1), . . . , π(xj,rj)} such that Qj is a subposet of P induced by the first j
elements of the ordering ≺1. Then xj+1 is the first vertex of ≺1 which is not embedded. By
Claim 2.2, there is exactly one xk ∈ P such that k ≤ j and it is either the case that xk covers
xj+1 or xk covers xj+1 in P . As π(xk,rk) ∈ Qj , we will try to embed one of its neighbors and
thus grow Qj. We break the process into two cases depending on π(Vj,rk) ∩ F .

3.1. If π(Vj,rk)∩F 6= ∅ then we denote by xj+1,rj+1
the first element under ≺2 contained

in π(Vj,rk) ∩ F . We let Qj+1 := Qj ∪ {π(xj+1,rj+1
)} and we return to Step 3 with Qj+1.

3.2. If π(Vj,rk)∩F = ∅ then we let Hi+1 := Hi ∪Qj and Gi+1 := Gi \ (π(Vj,rk)∪Qj). We
begin iteration i+ 1 with (Hi+1,Gi+1).

Note, as F is P -free, Step 1 or Step 3.2 must occur once the above embedding procedure begins.
Thus the embedding procedure, and consequently the algorithm, will eventually terminate for some
pair (H,G) such that G is P (x, t)-free. As H0 = ∅, and for all i, we only add elements to Hi if they
belong to F , hence we have H ⊆ F . Furthermore, as F ⊆ G0, and for all i, the elements we remove
from Gi are always disjoint from F or also added to Hi, we have H ⊆ F ⊆ H ∪ G. Thus (i) holds.

For all i, if at least one element was added to Hi, i.e., if Step 3.2 occurs, then we also remove at
least t elements from Gi. In particular, we have |H| ≤ |P ||S|/t and (ii) holds as well.

Let F and F ′ be two distinct P -free set systems such that the algorithm outputs (H,G) under
input F and outputs (H′,G ′) under input F ′. Suppose for the sake of a contradiction, that there
exists (H,G), (H′,G ′) ∈ C with H = H′ and G 6= G ′. Then, there are two distinct P -free set
systems F and F ′ such that each returns (H,G) and (H′,G ′) when applying the algorithm. Since
the algorithm is deterministic and G 6= G ′, the algorithm at some iteration i, removes an element
from Gi but not from G ′

i. Suppose this happens at Step 1 of the embedding procedure. Without loss
of generality, suppose π(x1,1) 6∈ F and π(x1,1) ∈ F ′. This would imply π(x1,1) ∈ H′. As H ⊆ F ,
we have H 6= H′, a contradiction. If this occurs with Step 3.2, by a similar argument, we obtain a
contradiction. Thus we may conclude that (iii) holds, and consequently, the lemma holds as well.

Remark 2.14. Since each choice of H with |H| ≤ |P ||S|/t corresponds to at most one pair (H,G) ∈
C, we obtain

|C| ≤

(

|S|

≤ |P ||S|/t

)

.

We will apply our container algorithm in two phases to obtain our main Container Lemma.

Lemma 2.15. Let P be a graded tree poset of height k. For each fixed ε > 0, there is a collection
C of pairs (H,G) with H,G ⊆ 2[n] and a function Ψ that assigns each P -free set system F ⊆ 2[n] a
pair Ψ(F) = (H,G) ∈ C with the following properties.

(i) H ⊆ F ⊆ H ∪ G.

(ii) |G| ≤ (k − 1 + ε)
(

n
⌊n/2⌋

)

.
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(iii) |C| = 2O(
log log n
log(n) (

n
⌊n/2⌋)).

Proof. We apply Lemma 2.13 with P , an arbitrary x ∈ P , S = 2[n] and t = n to obtain a family of
containers C1. From Remark 2.14, we get

|C1| ≤

(

2n

≤ |P |2n/n

)

≤ 2H(|P |/n)2n = 2O(log(n)2n/n), (4)

where the last inequality is obtained using Proposition 2.1.
For each (H1,G1) ∈ C1, we apply again Lemma 2.13, this time with P , x ∈ P , S = G1 and

t = log(n), to obtain the family C2(G1). Finally we set

C := {(H,G) : H = H1 ∪H2 and G = G2 for some (H1,G1) ∈ C1, (H2,G2) ∈ C2(G1)}.

Since for each (H1,G1) ∈ C1 we have G1 is P (x, n)-free, using Corollary 2.11 we have that
|G1| ≤ ((k − 1)(2k + 2m+ 1) + ε)

(

n
⌊n/2⌋

)

. Using Remark 2.14, we obtain

|C2(G1)| ≤

(

|G1|

≤ |P ||G1|/ log(n)

)

= 2O(
log log n
log(n) (

n
⌊n/2⌋)). (5)

Thus, using a union bound for the size of C together with inequalities (4) and (5), we have,

|C| = | ∪(H1,G1)∈C1 C2(G1)| ≤ |C1|2
O( log log n

log(n) (
n

⌊n/2⌋)) = 2
O
(

log(n)2n

n
+ log logn

log(n) (
n

⌊n/2⌋)
)

= 2O(
log log n
log(n) (

n
⌊n/2⌋)).

For each P -free set system F ⊆ 2[n] there is a pair (H1,G1) ∈ C1 such that H1 ⊆ F ⊆ H1 ∪ G1.
We have that F ∩ G1 is a P -free subfamily of G1 and thus, there is a pair (H2,G2) ∈ C2(G1) such
that H2 ⊆ F ∩ G1 ⊆ H2 ∪ G2. Setting H = H1 ∪ H2 and G = G2 we obtain the desired pair (H,G)
with

H = H1 ∪ H2 ⊆ F ⊆ H1 ∪ H2 ∪ G2 = H ∪ G.

Since G2 is P (x, log(n))-free, by Corollary 2.12 we have |G| = |G2| ≤ (k − 1 + ε)
(

n
⌊n/2⌋

)

.

3 Proof of Theorem 1.4

Each subfamily of the P -free set system
⋃k−2

i=0

(

[n]
⌊n/2⌋+i

)

is also P -free, this implies that the number of

P -free set systems in 2[n] is at least 2(1+o(1))(k−1)( n
⌊n/2⌋). It only remains to show that the number of

P -free set systems in 2[n] is at most 2(1+o(1))(k−1)( n
⌊n/2⌋). By Lemma 2.4, as P is an induced subposet

of a graded tree poset of height k, without loss of generality, we may assume P is graded.
For fixed ε > 0 we will show that, for large enough n, the number of P -free set systems is less

than 2(k−1+ε)( n
⌊n/2⌋). We apply Lemma 2.15, with ε/2 as ε and obtain our family of containers C.

For each P -free set system we obtain a pair Ψ(F) = (H,G) ∈ C such that H ⊆ F ⊆ H ∪ G and
|G| ≤ (k − 1 + ε/2)

(

n
⌊n/2⌋

)

. Since H ⊆ F ⊆ H ∪ G, the number of P -free set systems such that

Ψ(F) = (H,G) is at most the number of subsets of G. Thus, the number of P -free set systems
F ⊆ 2[n] is at most

∑

(H,G)∈C

2|G| ≤ |C|2(k−1+ε/2)( n
⌊n/2⌋) ≤ 2(k−1+ε/2+O( log log n

log n ))( n
⌊n/2⌋) < 2(k−1+ε)( n

⌊n/2⌋),

for large enough n, as desired.
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