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ABSTRACT. An important result of Komlés [Tiling Turdn theorems, Combinatorica, 2000] yields
the asymptotically exact minimum degree threshold that ensures a graph G contains an H-tiling
covering an xth proportion of the vertices of G (for any fixed z € (0,1) and graph H). We give
a degree sequence strengthening of this result which allows for a large proportion of the vertices
in the host graph G to have degree substantially smaller than that required by Komlds’ theorem.
We also demonstrate that for certain graphs H, the degree sequence condition is essentially best
possible in more than one sense.
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1. INTRODUCTION

A central branch of extremal combinatorics concerns the study of conditions that force a graph G
to contain some given substructure. For example, Turdn’s famous theorem determines the number
of edges required to force a graph G to contain a copy of a fixed clique K, on r vertices. Tutte’s
theorem characterises all those graphs G that contain a perfect matching.

The study of graph tilings has proven to be a rich topic within this area: given two graphs H and
G, an H-tiling in G is a collection of vertex-disjoint copies of H in G. An H-tiling is called perfect
if it covers all the vertices of G. Perfect H-tilings are also often referred to as H-factors, perfect
H -packings or perfect H-matchings. H-tilings can be viewed as generalisations of both the notion
of a matching (which corresponds to the case when H is a single edge) and the Turdn problem (i.e.
a copy of H in G is simply an H-tiling of size one).

A cornerstone result in the area is the Hajnal-Szemerédi theorem [6] from 1970, which charac-
terises the minimum degree that ensures a graph contains a perfect K,.-tiling.

Theorem 1.1 (Hajnal and Szemerédi [6]). Every graph G whose order n is divisible by r and
whose minimum degree satisfies §(G) > (1 — 1/r)n contains a perfect K,-tiling. Moreover, there
are n-vertex graphs G with 6(G) = (1 — 1/r)n — 1 that do not contain a perfect K, -tiling.

Although the minimum degree condition in the Hajnal-Szemerédi theorem is tight, this does
not mean one cannot strengthen this result. Indeed, Kierstead and Kostochka [7] proved an Ore-
type generalisation of Theorem 1.1 where now one replaces the minimum degree condition with
the condition that the sum of the degrees of every pair of non-adjacent vertices in G is at least
2(1—1/r)n — 1. A conjecture of Balogh, Kostochka and Treglown [3, Conjecture 7] would, if true,
give a degree sequence strengthening of the Hajnal-Szemerédi theorem; in this conjecture one allows
for G to have almost n/r vertices of degree less than (1 — 1/r)n. An asymptotic version of this
conjecture was proven in [16].

There has also been significant interest in the minimum degree threshold that ensures a perfect
H-tiling for an arbitrary graph H. After earlier work on this topic (see e.g. [2, 9]), Kiithn and
Osthus [11, 12] determined, up to an additive constant, the minimum degree that forces a perfect
H-tiling for any fixed graph H.

H.L. was supported by the Leverhulme Trust Early Career Fellowship ECF-2016-523. A.T. was supported by
EPSRC grant EP/M016641/1.
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The focus of this paper is not on perfect H-tilings, but rather on H-tilings covering an xth
proportion of a graph G (for some fixed = € (0,1)). The focal result on this topic is a theorem of
Komlés [8] which determines asymptotically the minimum degree that ensures a graph G contains
an H-tiling covering an xth proportion of its vertices. Before we can state this result, we require a
definition. The critical chromatic number x..(H) of a graph H is defined as

H|
[H| = o(H)’

where o(H) denotes the size of the smallest possible colour class in any y(H )-colouring of H.

Xer(H) := (x(H) = 1)

Theorem 1.2 (Komlés [8]). Suppose H is a graph of chromatic number r. For all z € (0,1), define

gH@y=x<y—M£HQ441—@(1—r11>.

Given any n > 0, there exists an ng = no(n,z, H) € N such that if G is a graph on n > ngy vertices
and

0(G) > gu(z)n

then G contains an H-tiling covering at least (x — n)n vertices.

Note that the minimum degree condition in Theorem 1.2 is best possible in the sense that given
any fixed H and z € (0,1), one cannot replace gg(z) with any fixed g} (z) < gu(z) (see [8,
Theorem 7] for a proof of this). A consequence of the Erdds—Stone theorem is that every n-vertex
graph G with §(G) > (1 — 1/(x(H) — 1) + o(1))n contains a copy of H. So a way to interpret
Theorem 1.2 is that, for very small x > 0, the minimum degree threshold is governed essentially by
the value of x(H) — 1; however, as one increases x, the value of x.-(H) plays an increasing role in
the value of the threshold.

An attractive consequence of Theorem 1.2 is the following result concerning almost perfect H-
tilings.

Theorem 1.3 (Komlés [8]). Let n > 0 and let H be a graph. Then there exists an ng = no(n, H) €
N such that every graph G on n > ngy vertices with

&G)><1—wan>n

contains an H-tiling covering all but at most nn vertices.

As with Theorem 1.2, the minimum degree condition in Theorem 1.3 is best possible in the sense
that one cannot replace the (1 — 1/x¢-(H)) term here with any smaller fixed constant. Despite
this, Shoukoufandeh and Zhao [14] proved that one can strengthen the conclusion of the theorem,
to ensure the H-tiling covers all but a constant number of vertices (this constant depends only on

The main result of this paper is to prove the following degree sequence strengthening of Theo-
rem 1.3.

Theorem 1.4. Let n > 0 and H be a graph with x(H) = r. Let 0 := o(H), h := |H| and
w:= (h—o0)/(r —1). Then there exists an no = no(n,H) € N such that the following holds:
Suppose G is a graph on n > ng vertices with degree sequence dy < dy < ... < dy such that

di2<1—w+0)n+ai for all 1§i§%.
h w

Then G contains an H-tiling covering all but at most nn vertices.
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FIGURE 1. The degree sequence in Theorem 1.4.

Graph | Bound on d; | Bound on dan Angle of slope
Cs 2n/5 3n/5 1/2
Ky 1 n/(t+1) 1/t
K (t—2)n/t (t—1)n/t 1

K46 5n/12 /12 2/5

FIGURE 2. Values of the start points, end points and angles of the slope in Theo-
rem 1.4 for certain graphs.

Note that if one considers an r-partition of H with smallest vertex class of size 0 = o(H) and
set ¢ = wn/h then we obtain that (1 — (w+o)/h)n+ oi/w =1—1/xe(H). Thus, Theorem 1.4
is a significant strengthening of Theorem 1.3. Indeed, Theorem 1.4 allows for up to wn/h vertices
to have degree below that in Theorem 1.3. In particular, when H is bipartite, the degree sequence
condition in Theorem 1.4 starts at d; > 1 and allows for at least half of the vertices of H to
have degree less than that required by Komlds’ theorem. Figure 1 gives a visualisation of the
degree sequence in Theorem 1.4. Figure 2 presents some key properties of the degree sequence in
Theorem 1.4 for several graphs. Here, ‘Angle of slope’ refers to the value o/w.

The degree sequence in Theorem 1.4 is best possible in more than one sense for many graphs
H. For all graphs H, one cannot allow significantly more than wn/h vertices to have degree below
the ‘Komlés threshold’, so in this sense the bound on the number of ‘small degree’ vertices in
Theorem 1.4 is tight. Further, for many graphs H, we show that the degree sequence cannot start
at a lower value and the angle of the ‘slope’ in Figure 1 is best possible. This is discussed in more
depth in Section 3.

Theorem 1.4 deals with almost perfect tilings. A natural question now is whether such a de-
gree sequence strengthening also exists for tilings covering an ath proportion of vertices, as in
Theorem 1.2. Indeed, the following result is a straightforward consequence of Theorem 1.4.

Theorem 1.5. Let x € (0,1) and H be a graph with x(H) =r. Setn > 0. Leto := o(H), h := |H|
and w := (h — o) /(r —1). Then there exists an ng = no(n,x, H) € N such that the following holds:
Suppose G is a graph on n > ng vertices with degree sequence dy < do < ... < d, such that

Tro r—1)xo . . 2o
d; > (gH(x) — h>n+(h—:ZaZ forall 1 <i< (h) n.

Then G contains an H-tiling covering at least (x — n)n vertices.
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FIGURE 3. The degree sequence in Theorem 1.5 for x = 2/3, x = 1/3.

Theorem 1.5 is an improvement on Theorem 1.2. Indeed, Theorem 1.5 allows for almost
(h — zo)n/(r — 1)h vertices to have degree below gg(x)n. Observe that as x approaches 0, the
degree sequence condition in Theorem 1.5 tends towards the condition §(G) > (1 — 1/(r — 1))n,
and thus accords with the Erdés—Stone theorem.

Piguet and Saumell [13, Theorem 1.3] recently proved another generalisation of Theorem 1.2.
In their result they only require a certain fraction of the vertices to satisfy the degree condition
of Theorem 1.2, and all other vertices have no restriction on their degree (so some could even be
isolated vertices). Note though that our result allows for more vertices to have small degree (i.e.
smaller than the bound in Theorem 1.2), at a price of having some restriction of the degrees of
these vertices. In the case of almost perfect H-tilings, Theorem 1.4 allows a large proportion of the
vertices to have small degree, whilst in this case [13, Theorem 1.3] corresponds precisely to Komlds’
theorem (Theorem 1.3 above).

As well as considering minimum degree and degree sequence conditions, it is also natural to
seek conditions on the density of a graph G that forces an H-tiling covering a given fraction of
the vertices of G. We remark though that only limited progress has been made on this question
(though Allen, Bottcher, Hladky and Piguet [1] did resolve this problem in the case of K3-tilings).

Organisation of the paper. The paper is organised as follows. In the next section we provide
some essential notation and definitions. Then in Section 3 we give extremal examples for both
Theorems 1.4 and 1.5. We introduce an ‘error term’ version (Theorem 4.1) of Theorem 1.4 in
Section 4 and show that it implies Theorem 1.4. Szemerédi’s Regularity lemma and several auxiliary
results are presented in Section 5. Then in Section 6 we provide the tools that we will need to prove
Theorem 4.1. We prove a result that iteratively constructs an almost perfect H-tiling and then use
this result to prove Theorem 4.1 in Section 7. To conclude Section 7, we show that Theorem 1.4
implies Theorem 1.5.
4



2. NOTATION AND DEFINITIONS

Let G be a graph. We define V(G) to be the vertex set of G and E(G) to be the edge set
of G. Let X C V(G). Then G[X] is the graph induced by X on G and has vertex set X and
edge set E(G[X]) := {zy € E(G) : z,y € X}. We also define G \ X to be the graph with
vertex set V(G) \ X and edge set E(G \ X) := {zy € E(G) : z,y € V(G) \ X}. For each
x € V(Q), we define the neighbourhood of x in G to be Ng(z) := {y € V(G) : xzy € E(G)} and
define dg(x) := |[Ng(x)|. We drop the subscript G if it is clear from context which graph we are
considering. We write dg(z, X) for the number of edges in G that x sends to vertices in X. Given
a subgraph G’ C G, we will write dg(z,G’) := dg(x,V(G")). Let A, B C V(G) be disjoint. Then
we define eq(A, B) := |{zy € E(G) : x € A,y € B}|.

Let t € N. We define G(t) to be the graph constructed by first replacing each vertex x € V(G)
by a set V, of ¢t vertices and then replacing each edge zy € F(G) with the edges of the complete
bipartite graph with vertex sets V, and V.

Let v € N. We will refer to a vertex class of size v of GG as a v-class of G. Set r,o,w € N and
o < w. We define the r-partite bottle graph B with neck o and width w to be the complete r-partite
graph with one o-class and (r — 1) w-classes.

Let i € N and Hy, Hs, ..., H; be a collection of graphs. We define an (Hy, Ho, ..., H;)-tiling in
G to be a collection of vertex-disjoint copies of graphs from the set {Hi, Ha,...,H;} in G. An
(Hy, Ho, ..., H;)-tiling is called perfect if it covers all vertices in G.

We write 0 < a < b < ¢ < 1 to mean that we can choose the constants a, b, ¢ from right to left.
More precisely, there exist non-decreasing functions f : (0,1] — (0,1] and ¢ : (0,1] — (0, 1] such
that for all @ < f(b) and b < g(c) our calculations and arguments in our proofs are correct. Larger
hierarchies are defined similarly. Note that a < b implies that we may assume e.g. a < b or a < b?.

3. EXTREMAL EXAMPLES

In this section we present three extremal examples. The first demonstrates that the ‘slope’ of

the degree sequence in Theorem 1.4 is best possible for bottle graphs. The second shows that for
many graphs H, the degree sequence in Theorem 1.4 ‘starts’ at the correct place. The third shows
that, for any graph H, to ensure an H-tiling covering at least (x — n)n vertices we cannot have
significantly more than (h — zo)n/(r — 1)h vertices with degree below the ‘Komlds threshold’ of
g (z)n.
Extremal Example 1. Set n € R. Let B be an r-partite bottle graph with neck ¢ and width w,
where b := |B|. The following extremal example G on n vertices demonstrates that Theorem 1.4 is
best possible for such graphs B, in the sense that G satisfies the degree sequence of Theorem 1.4
except for a small linear part that only just fails the degree sequence, but does not contain a B-tiling
covering all but at most nn vertices.

Proposition 3.1. Set n € R and n € N such that 0 < 1/n < n < 1. Let B be a bottle graph
with neck o and width w, where b := |B|. Additionally assume that b divides n. Then for any
1 <k < wn/b—2nn, there exists a graph G on n vertices whose degree sequence di < ... < dy
satisfies

d; > <1—wza>n+ai forall ie{l,....k—1,k+2nm+1,...,wn/b},
w

d; = (1_w+a>n+ [zkj-‘ for all k<i<k+42nn,
b w

but such that G does not contain a B-tiling covering all but at most nn vertices.
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FIGURE 4. An example of a graph G in Proposition 3.1 where o = 1,w = 2.

Proof. Let G be the graph on n vertices with r vertex classes Vi,...,V, where |Vi| = on/b and
|Va| = |V3] = ... = [V;| = wn/b. Label the vertices of V} as ai,as,...,aq,. Similarly, label the
vertices of V3 as c1, ¢z, ..., ¢upn/p- The edge set of G is constructed as follows.

Firstly, let G have the following edges:

e All edges with an endpoint in V; and the other endpoint in V(G) \ V3, in particular G[V;]
is complete;

o All edges with an endpoint in V; and the other endpoint in V(G) \ (V1 UV;) for 2 <i <r;

e Given any 1 <i <wn/band j < [oi/w] include all edges c;a;.

So at the moment G does satisfy the degree sequence in Theorem 1.4; we therefore modify G
slightly. Forallk + 1 < ¢ < k + 2nn and [ok/w] +1 < j < [o(k + 2nn)/w] delete each edge
between ¢; and a;. One can easily check that G satisfies the degree sequence in the statement of
the proposition. In particular, the vertices of degree (1 — %) n+ [Zk] are ¢k, ..., Cryomn.

Define A := {a1,...,a[5/01} and C := {c1,..., Ckrogn}-

Claim 3.2. Let T be an H-tiling of G. Then T does not cover at least 3nn/2 vertices in C.

Consider any copy H' of H in G that contains an element of C. Then H’ contains at most w
elements from C, and at least o vertices in A. This implies that at most [ok/w]|(w/0) < k+nn/2
vertices in C' can be covered by T. Since |C| = k + 2nn, we have that T does not cover at least
3nn/2 vertices in C. Therefore, Claim 3.2 holds. Hence G does not have a B-tiling covering all but
at most nn vertices. [l

Proposition 3.1 implies that for bottle graphs B, the degree sequence in Theorem 1.4 cannot
be lowered significantly in a small part of the degree sequence and still ensure an almost perfect
B-tiling; so the ‘slope’ of the degree sequence in Theorem 1.4 cannot be improved upon. It would
be interesting to find other classes of graphs H for which the slope in Theorem 1.4 is also best
possible; we suspect though that there are graphs H where the slope is not best possible.

Extremal Example 2. The next example shows that for many graphs H, Theorem 1.4 is best
possible in the sense that we cannot start the degree sequence at a significantly lower value.

Proposition 3.3. Let H be an r-partite graph so that, for every x € V(H), H[N(x)] is (r — 1)-
partite. Let h := |H|, 0 := o(H) and set w := (h — 0)/(r — 1). Additionally suppose 0 < w. Let
0<1l/n<n<(w—0)/h where h divides n. Then there is an n-vertex graph G with
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w+o

(i) [mn] + 1 vertices of degree (1 — “3%)n,
(ii) all other vertices have degree at least (1 — 1/xer(H))n = (1 — w/h)n,

and G does not have an H-tiling covering all but at most nn vertices.

Proof. Let G be the complete r-partite graph on n vertices with vertex classes Vi,...,V, where
Vi| = on/h+ |nn| + 1, |[Vo| = wn/h — [nn] — 1 and |V3| = ... = |V.| = wn/h. Let V' C V; be of
size [nn|+ 1. Delete from G all edges with one endpoint in ¥V’ and the other in V5. By construction
G satisfies (i) and (ii). Note that since the neighbourhood of any x € V' induces an (r — 2)-partite
subgraph of G, no vertex in V' lies in a copy of H in G. So G does not have an H-tiling covering
all but at most nn vertices. ([l

Extremal Example 3. Set n € R and = € (0,1]. Let H be a graph with x(H) =: r. Let h := |H],
o0:=o0(H) and set w := (h—0)/(r —1). Define gy (1) := 1 —w/h. We give an extremal example G
on n vertices which satisfies the degree sequence of Theorem 1.5 except that (h—xo)n/(r—1)h+nn
vertices have degree at most (g () —n)n, but does not contain an H-tiling covering at least (x—n)n
vertices.

Proposition 3.4. Set n € R and x € (0,1]. Let H be a graph with x(H) =: r. Let h := |H|,
o:=0(H) and set w:= (h—0)/(r —1). Then there exists a graph G on n vertices whose degree
sequence di < ... < d, satisfies

di = (gu(z) —n)n forall i < mn +nn,
di > gu(x)n  for all i> h—zo T,
(r—1)h

but such that G does not contain an H-tiling covering at least (x — n)n vertices.
Proof. Let G be the complete r-partite graph on n vertices with vertex classes Vi,...,V, such
that

° |‘/1’ = % —nmn,

o Vo] = G5

Consider any H-tiling T' of G. Observe that 7' can contain at most xn/h — nn/c copies of H.
Indeed, to attain this bound one requires that all colour classes of size ¢ in copies of H are placed
into V1. Hence at most z(r — 1)wn/h — (r — 1)wnn/o vertices are covered by T"in Vo U ... UV,.
Thus at most (x —n)n — (r — 1)wnn/o vertices are covered by 7. Hence G does not contain an
H-tiling covering at least (z — n)n vertices O

4. DERIVING THEOREM 1.4 FROM A WEAKER RESULT
To prove Theorem 1.4 we will first prove the following ‘error term’ version.

Theorem 4.1. Let n > 0 and H be a graph with x(H) = r. Let h := |H|, 0 := o(H) and set
w:=(h—o0)/(r—1). Then there exists an ng = no(n, H) € N such that the following holds: Suppose
G is a graph on n > ng vertices with degree sequence di < ds < ... < d, such that

d; > (1—“;:")n+ai+nn forall 1<i<en,
w

Then G has an H-tiling covering all but at most nn vertices.
7



Theorem 4.1 implies Theorem 1.4. Indeed, a simple argument (as in [8]) allows us to remove the
error terms.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Set 0 < 7 < n,1/h and let n € N be sufficiently large. Suppose G is an
n-vertex graph as in the statement of Theorem 1.4. Let A be a set of 7n vertices and define G* to be
the graph with vertex set V(G)UA and edge set E(G*) := E(G)U{zy : v € V(G)UA,y € A, x # y}.
Then G* has degree sequence dg+1 < dg+2 < ... < dg« (147), Where

dG*7i2<1—w+0>n+Ji+7n for all 1§i§%,
w
2(1_wza>(1+7)n+<21+0}:n>+°‘gn forall 1<i<®n,
><1—wza>(1+7)n+gi+;’;(1+7)n for all 1< i< «ddnn,

By Theorem 4.1 we have that G* has an H-tiling T" covering all but at most 7 (1 + 7)n vertices.
Now, remove every copy of H from T that contains a vertex in A. Then we have removed at
most (h — 1)7n vertices from V(G) C V(G*). Moreover, this implies that there exists an H-tiling
in G covering all but at most (h —1)7n + g7 (14 7)n vertices. Since (h —1)7n+ $r(1+7)n < nn,
Theorem 1.4 holds. 0

Outline of the proof of Theorem 4.1. The aim of the rest of the paper is to prove Theorem 4.1;
we now outline the proof of this result. We first show that it suffices to prove Theorem 4.1 in the case
when H = B, a bottle graph with neck o and width w (where o < w). In particular, Theorem 4.1
is already known in the case when H is a balanced r-partite graph [16].

We then employ a variant of an idea of Komlés [8]. Roughly speaking the idea is as follows:
Let B* be a suitably large blown-up copy of B. We apply the Regularity lemma (Lemma 5.2)
to obtain a reduced graph R of G. If R contains an almost perfect B*-tiling then one can rather
straightforwardly conclude that G contains an almost perfect B-tiling, as required (for this we apply
Lemma 6.1). Otherwise, suppose that the largest B*-tiling in R covers precisely d < (1 — o(1))|R|
vertices. We then show that, for some t € N, there is a B*-tiling in the blow-up R(t) of R covering
substantially more than dt vertices. Thus, crucially, the largest B*-tiling in R(¢) covers a higher
proportion of vertices than the largest B*-tiling in R. By repeating this argument, we obtain a
blow-up R’ of R that contains an almost perfect B*-tiling. We then show that this implies G
contains an almost perfect B-tiling, as desired.

Other applications of this general method have been used in the past [4, 5, 16]. Note however,
our approach has different challenges. Indeed, the process of moving from a B*-tiling B in R to
a proportionally larger B*-tiling in R(t¢) is rather subtle. In particular, what we would like to
do is conclude that one can find a tiling By (not necessarily of copies of B*) in R that covers a
larger proportion of the vertices in R and when one takes a suitable blow-up R(t) of R, then By
corresponds to a B*-tiling in R(f). However, the vertices in R that are uncovered by B could
perhaps all be ‘small degree’ vertices (i.e. they do not have degree as large as that in Theorem 1.3).
This is a barrier to finding such a special tiling By. (Intuitively, one can imagine that if one has
large degree vertices outside of B then one can glue such vertices onto B in such a way to obtain
our desired tiling By.) In this case, one has to (through perhaps many steps) modify B and then
blow-up R to obtain an intermediate blow-up R(t') of R such that (i) there is a B*-tiling B’ in
R(t') that covers the same proportion of vertices compared to the tiling B in R and (ii) many of
the vertices in R(#') uncovered by B’ are now such that they can be ‘glued’ onto B’ to obtain our
desired larger tiling Bp.

Despite these technicalities the proof of Theorem 4.1 is perhaps surprisingly short. The main
work of the proof is encoded in Lemma 7.1, which ensures one can modify the tiling B as above.
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5. SZEMEREDI'S REGULARITY LEMMA AND AUXILIARY RESULTS

A key tool in the proof of Theorem 4.1 is Szemerédi’s Regularity lemma [15]. To state this lemma
we will need the following notion of e-regularity.

Definition 5.1. Let G = (A, B) be a bipartite graph with vertex classes A and B. We define the
density of G to be
eq(A, B)

AB[
Set € > 0. We say that G is e-regular if for all X C A and Y C B with |X| > ¢|A| and |Y| > ¢|B|
we have that |dg(X,Y) —dg(A, B)| < e.

Lemma 5.2. (Degree form of Szemerédi’s Regularity lemma). Let e € (0,1) and M’ € N. Then
there exist natural numbers M and ng such that for any graph G on n > ng vertices and any
d € (0,1) there is a partition of the vertices of G into subsets Vy, V1,..., Vi and a spanning subgraph
G’ of G such that the following hold:

da(A,B) =

o M'<k<M;

o |Vo| <en;

o |Vi|=...=|Vk|=¢;

o dev(z) > dg(z) — (d+¢e)n for all x € V(G);

e ¢(G'[Vi]) =0 foralli>1;

o Foralll <1i,j <k with i # j the pair (V;,V;)q is e-reqular and has density either 0 or at

least d.

We call Vi,...,V; the clusters of our partition, Vj the exceptional set and G’ the pure graph.
We define the reduced graph R of G with parameters €, d and M’ to be the graph whose vertex set
is V1,...,V} and in which V;Vj is an edge if and only if (V;, V})q is e-regular with density at least
d. Note also that |R| = k.

The proof of the next result is analogous to that of Lemma 5.2 in [16]. It states that the degree
sequence of GG in Theorem 4.1 is ‘inherited’ by its reduced graph R.

Lemma 5.3. Set M’ ,ng € N and ¢,d,n,b,w, o to be positive constants such that 1/ny < 1/M' <

e d<n<l1/band where w+ o < b. Suppose G is a graph on n > ngy vertices with degree

sequence di < dy < ... <d, such that

b—w—o
b

Let R be the reduced graph of G with parameters €, d and M' and set k := |R|. Then R has degree
sequence dr1 < dgra2 < ... < dgy such that

(1) d; > n+%i+7]n for all1<i<@n.

b—w—o o, k .
(2) dR,iz?k+;+% for all1<i< k.
Proof. Let Vi,...,V, be the clusters of G and Vj the exceptional set, and let G’ be the pure
graph of G. Set q := |V1| = ... = |V|. Clearly we may assume dr(V;) < dr(V2) < ... < dr(Vk).

Now consider any i < “’Tk. Set S := Ui<j<;Vj. Then |S| = ¢i < wffk < 9% Thus by (1) there
exists a vertex x € S such that dg(z) > dy > b_‘g_on + (g) qi + nn. Suppose that x € V; where
1 < j <. Since we have that kg < n, Lemma 5.2 implies that

de(z) = Vol _ 1 (b—w—0 o\ .
> =7 @ > _ | — " _ _
dr(V;) > . S 2 n+ (w) qi +nn — (d+ 2e)n)

b—w—o o. nk
> —k+4+ — —.
- b + W' + 2
Since dr; = dr(V;) > dg(V;) we have that (2) holds. O

9



We will also apply the following well-known fact.

Fact 5.4. Let 0 < € < a and ¢ := max{e/a,2¢c}. Let (A, B) be an e-reqular pair of density d.
Suppose A" C A and B' C B where |A’| > a|A| and |B’| > a|B|. Then (A, B') is an &' -regular pair
with density d' where |d' — d| < e.

Lemma 5.5. (Key Lemma [10]) Suppose that 0 < € < d, that q,t € N and that R is a graph where
V(R) = {v1,...,vp}. We construct a graph G as follows: Replace every vertex v; € V(R) by a
set Vi of q vertices and replace each edge of R by an e-reqular pair of density at least d. For each
v; € V(R), let U; denote the set of t vertices in R(t) corresponding to v;. Let H be a subgraph of
R(t) with mazimum degree A, and set h := |H|. Set § := d — ¢ and g9 := 6°/(2+ A). Ife < g
and t — 1 < g9q then there are at least

(e0q)" labelled copies of H in G
so that if x € V(H) lies in U;, then = is embedded into V; in G.

6. TOOLS FOR PROVING THEOREM 4.1

In this section we provide further tools that we will need to prove Theorem 4.1. The following
lemma is a special case of Lemma 11 in [8] (which in turn is easily implied by the Key lemma
above).

Lemma 6.1. Set 0 < 8 < 1/2 and let B be the bottle graph with neck o and width w. Set d € (0,1).
Then there exists an € > 0 such that for all e < &' the following holds for all ¢ € N: Let G be
a graph constructed from B by replacing every vertex of B by q wertices and replacing the edges
of B with e-reqular pairs of density at least d. Then G has a B-tiling covering all but at most a
B-proportion of the vertices in G.

Given a bottle graph B, the next lemma ensures various blown-up copies of graphs contain
perfect B-tilings.

Lemma 6.2. Set m € N. Let B be an r-partite bottle graph with neck o and width w, where
b:= |B| and 0 < w. Define B’ to be the r-partite bottle graph with neck o and width w — 1 and
let B* := B(m). Define t := (w — o)b. Then B(mt), B*(mt), B'(mt) and K,(mt) all have perfect
B*-tilings.

Proof. Clearly B(mt) and B*(mt) both have perfect B*-tilings. It remains to show that B’(mt)
and K, (mt) have perfect B*-tilings.

For K,(mt), tile (w — o)r copies of B* into K, (mt) such that their (om)-classes are distributed
evenly amongst the r vertex classes of K,.(mt). Indeed, we can view this as tiling (w— o) collections
of r copies of B* into K, (mt) such that, for each collection C, each vertex class of K,(mt) contains
the (om)-class of precisely one copy of B* in C.

For B'(mt), firstly tile (w—1— o)b vertex-disjoint copies of B* into B’(mt) such that each (om)-
class is placed into the (omt)-class in B’(mt). So our current B*-tiling covers all but omt —om(w—
1—0)b = omb vertices in the (omt)-class in B'(mt) and all but (w—1)mt —wm(w—1—0)b = omb
vertices in each (wmt)-class in B’(mt). Then the remaining vertices to be covered in B'(mt) form
a K,(omb) which can be tiled with or copies of B*. O

The next result states that the degree sequence of GG in Theorem 4.1 is inherited by any blown-up
copy of G.

Proposition 6.3. Let n,s € N and b,w,o > 0 such that wn > b andw+o < b. Setn > 0. Suppose
G s a graph on n vertices with degree sequence dg1 < dg2 < ... <dg, such that

h—w—
dG,iE%Tlﬁ-gi-l-nn for all 1 <i < <t
w

10



Then G := G(s) has degree sequence dg ) < dgy < ... < dg,,, such that

b—w—
dgy > ——Tns+ Zit (mm—2)s forall 1 <i <,
' b w w

Proof. For any 1 < j < ns we see that

dg,j =5 dafj/s)-
Suppose that j < “2% —s. Then [j/s] < 4" and we have
d >b—w—a +a(,/1+ >b—w—a +U,+
<> ——ns+ —[j/s|ls+nmns > ——ns+ — ns.
G,j = b w J n - b U)J n
In particular, if we take any i < “;* we have

b—w—o0o o b—w—o0o

dg; > ————ns+ —(i — s) +nns = +—'+<n ——)
~ ns S ns = ns n S.
G7Z_ b W/L b WZ w

The following result acts as a springboard from which to begin the proof of Lemma 7.1.

Proposition 6.4. Set n > 0 and m € N, and let B be an r-partite bottle graph with neck o and
width w, where b := |B|. Define B* := B(m). Then there ezists ng € N such that the following
holds. Suppose G is a graph on n > ng vertices with degree sequence di < do < ... < d, where

b—w—o
e
Then there exists a copy of B* in G.

n+gi—|—77n Jorall 1 <@ < 4%

Proof. Set A := A(B*). Let n be sufficiently large and define constants ¢,d > 0 and M’ € N such
that 0 < 1/n < 1/M' < e < d < 1/b,n,1/A. Let G be an n-vertex graph as in the statement
of the proposition. Applying Lemma 5.2 with parameters ¢, d and M’ to G, we obtain clusters
Vi,..., Vi, an exceptional set V) and a pure graph G'. Set q := |V4| = ... = |Vi|. Let R be the
reduced graph of G with parameters ¢, d and M’, where k := |R|. By Lemma 5.3 we have that R
has degree sequence dgr1 < dr2 < ... < dgr ) where

b—w—o0o
b

By doing the following steps, we find a set {z1,...,z,} C V(R) such that {z1,...,2,} induces a
copy of K, in R:

nk

k
(3) dr; > k+gi+? for all 1§z’§%.

Step 1: Choose a vertex z; € V(R) such that

L

>k — —.
dR(iL‘l) >k bk + 3

Such a vertex exists by (3).

Step ¢ for each i € {2,...,7 —1}: We have that {1, z2,...,z;—1} induces a copy of K;_1 in R and

w k
dr(z1),dr(x2), ..., dr(xi—1) > k — Ek + %
Let NR(:cl, T, ... ,xi_l) = NR(xl) N NR(.CIJQ) Nn...N NR(xi—l)- Then
11



(1 — 1)wk+ (1 — 1)nk

|Nr(21,22,...,05-1)] > k — 5 3
b—(r—2)w (i—1nk w+o (i —1)nk
> = .
> 2 k+ 3 2 k+ 3

Hence by (3) there exists y € Ng(21,2,...,2;-1) such that dr(y) > k — $k + % Let x; :=y.

Step r: We have that {z1,x9,...,z,_1} induces a copy of K,_; in R. Moreover,

o r—1)nk
|NR(:E1’ Z, ... ,$T,1)| > Ek + (3)77
Choose z, to be any vertex in Ng(x1,x2,...,Zr—1).
Therefore there exists a copy of K, in R, which implies that there exists a copy of B* in R(wm).
By Lemma 5.5 we have that there exists a copy of B* in G. g

A crucial tool in the proof of Theorem 4.1 is Lemma 7.1 below. Before stating this lemma, we
need two more definitions.

Definition 6.5. Set ¢/ € N. Let G be a graph on n vertices and B be a bottle graph with neck o
and width w. Suppose that there exists a B-tiling T' of G and let {z1,...,2;} C V(G)\ V(T). We

say that {z1,...,2¢} is an expanding set of size ¢ for T in G if the following is true: there exists an
injection f :{z1,...,2¢} — T such that z; has a neighbour in every w-vertex class of f(z;) for each
1<i</.

Definition 6.6. Set k,/,m € N. Let G be a graph on n vertices and let (v, ve,...,v,) be an
ordering of the vertices of G. Let B be a bottle graph with neck om and width wm. Suppose that
there exists a B-tiling T' of G and let {z1,...,2} C V(G) \ V(T'). Denote by Qr the set of all
vertices in V(@) that belong to wm-classes of copies of B in T. Let z € {z1,..., 2} and y € Qp,
and denote by B, the copy of B in T that contains y. Then there exist 1 < 4,5 < n such that
z:=w;, y = vj and i # j. We say that (z,y) is a k-swapping pair with respect to (vi,...,vy) if
the following is true: z is adjacent to at least o vertices in the om-class of By; z is adjacent to
at least w vertices in each wm-class of By, that does not contain y; and j > i + k. We say that
{z1,...,2¢} is a k-swapping set of size £ for T in G with respect to (v1,...,v,) if there exists a set
of ¢ vertices {y1,...,ye} C Qp such that (z,y;) is a k-swapping pair with respect to (vy,...,vy)
for each 1 <i </ and B,, # B, for all p # q.

Suppose B is a B-tiling in a reduced graph R. Very roughly speaking the purpose of expanding
sets is to extend B to a larger tiling whilst swapping sets allow us to ‘rotate’ which vertices are
uncovered by our tiling (which helps for future expansion of B to a larger tiling).

7. ALMOST PERFECT H-TILINGS IN GRAPHS

Lemma 7.1. Let B be an r-partite bottle graph with neck o and width w, where b := |B|. Set
7,7 >0 and n,m € N such that 0 < 1/n < v < 1/m < n < 1/b. Set B* := B(m). Let G be a
graph on n vertices with degree sequence dy < ds < ... < d, where

d; > brw=o (Z d
Let V(G) = {v1,...,vn} such that dg(v;) = d; for all 1 < i < n. Suppose the largest B*-tiling in
G covers precisely n' < (1 —n)n vertices. Then for any B*-tiling T' covering n’ vertices in G there
exists an expanding set of size yn for T in G or an “X=-swapping set of size yn for T in G with
respect to (v1,...,0y).

n+gi+nn foralllgig%.
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Proof. By repeatedly applying Proposition 6.4, we see that n’ > nn/2. Define a bijection
I : V(G) — [n] where I(x) = i implies that dg(x) = d;. Let V(G) := {v1,...,v,} such that
I(v;) =i. Set n” :=n—n"and let G" := G\ V(T). Let V(G") = {z1,...,zp»} where I(z1) <
I(z2) < ...<I(xpr). Foreach 1 <i<n”, sets;:=I(x;). Then dg(z;) = ds,. Choose j to be the
largest integer such that

w
n+(n—2y)n.

We will refer to x1,...,x; as small vertices and xj41,...,2,~ as big vertices. Now suppose we have
yn big vertices z1, ..., zy, € V(G") such that

b_
dg(zj) <

(4) de(z,G") < bT“’ " % for all 1<i< ~n.

Then
w

b—
da(z,T) > ——n +Zn for all 1<i<~n.

Set w* := wm. For each 1 < i < vyn, we see that z; can be adjacent to at most a 2=<-proportion
of the vertices in T" without having a neighbour in each w*-class of some copy of B* in T'. Since
7 < 1/m < n<1/b, for each 1 <i < yn there are at least

((5on’ + ) — () _ m

w* 4w =
copies of B* in T that have at least one neighbour of z; in each of their w*-classes. Thus we can
define an injection f : {z1,...,2yn} — T such that z; has a neighbour in each w*-class of f(z;) for
each 1 <1i < ~n. Hence {z1,...,2y,} is an expanding set of size yn for T'in G.

We may assume there does not exist an expanding set of size yn for T in G. In particular, there
are at most yn — 1 vertices in V(G”) that have a neighbour in every w*-class of yn copies of B* in
T. (Note that these could be small or big vertices.) Remove such vertices from V(G”) and call the
remaining graph GY. In particular, no big vertex in G satisfies (4). Set nf := |GY|.

Suppose we have yn small vertices z;,,...,z;, € V(GY) such that

h—
% ny + zj—|—2fyn1 for all 1< j <~n.

Then by (5) and the degree sequence condition of the lemma, we have

(5) dg (i, GY) <

(6) do (@i, T) > MTUn/ + (gsij - gz]> + % for all 1< j < ~yn.
Let k € {1,...yn}. Denote by % the set of all vertices in G that belong to w*-classes of copies
of B*in T. Set ¢* := om. We aim to count the number of vertices y € Q% such that (z;,,y) is
an “-swapping pair (with respect to (vy,...,v,)). Let T1 denote the subcollection of copies By
of B* in T such that z;, is adjacent to a vertex in every w*-class of By. Then since we removed
earlier all vertices that have a neighbour in every w*-class of yn copies of B* in T, we have

dc (2, Th) < (yn — 1)bm.

Suppose y € {0 and let By be the copy of B* in T' containing y. We say y is swappable with z;,
if x;, is adjacent to at least o vertices in the o*-class of By and at least w vertices in each w*-class
of By that does not contain y. Denote the set of vertices that are swappable with x;, by S(w;,).
Let T, denote the subcollection of copies By of B* in T'\ T such that By does not contain any
vertex in S(x;, ). Then

da(zi,, To) < (bm —wm —om + o — 1)|T3|.
13



Note that the —wm term is present since x;, cannot be adjacent to a vertex in every w*-class of
any copy of B* in T'\ Ty. Let T3 := T\ (71 UT5). Then

da(zi,, T3) < (bm —wm)|T3|.
Observe that |Ty| + |Ts| + |T5] = n’/bm. Then
b—w—-—0 , (6—-1)
b " m
Now since 1/m < n and b > o, we have that nbm > 160. Using this fact together with (6) and (7)
we see that

(7) da(zi,,, T) = da(zi,, Th)+da(x;, , ToUT3) < (’yn—l)b’m—i—( n’) +om|T3|.

Si, — & n
’Tg‘ > ik k + n )
wm 8om
Observe that every copy B3 of B* in T3 must contain w* vertices from S(z;, ). Hence there are at

least s;, —ir + =+ vertices in S(x;,). Not all vertices in S(z;,) may form an wyn/o-swapping pair

with xz;, (with respect to (v1i,...,v,)). Indeed, there are at most s;, — iy + “I* vertices y € S(x;,)
such that I(y) < s, + <=, Hence since v < 1/m n,1/b, there are at least

c;g > bmyn
vertices y € Q} such that (z;,,y) is an *I*-swapping pair. Therefore, since k € {1,...,yn} was
arbitrary, for each ¢ € {1,...,yn} there exist at least bmyn vertices y € . such that (x;,,y) is
an “I"-swapping pair. Hence there exists a set of vertices {y1,...,%yn} C Q} such that (x;,,y,) is

an “I*-swapping pair for each 1 < ¢ < yn and B, # By, for all i # j. Thus {wiy,..., @i, } is an
“I%_swapping set of size yn for T'in G.

So assume there does not exist an “I*-swapping set of size yn for T in G. Then there are at
most yn — 1 small vertices x € V(GY) that satisfy (5). Remove such vertices from V(GY), call the
remaining graph G4 and set nf := |G45|. Then for every small vertex z; € V(G%) we have

b—w—o o

For every big vertex y € V(GY), recall that y does not satlsfy (4). So since |G" \ GY| < 2yn, we
have

day(z;:) 2

b—w
day(y) = —5—ny +n3
Thus, G} has degree sequence doya <dgy2 < ... < dgyny such that

bh— //
%g—k —i+yny for all 1<z< b
Hence, by Proposition 6.4 there exists a copy of B* in GY, contradicting that the largest B*-tiling

in G has size n'.
Thus Lemma 7.1 holds. O

dey i >

With Lemma 7.1 at hand we now can prove Theorem 4.1.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. If 0 = w, then Theorem 4.1 is equivalent to the (non-directed) graph
version of [16, Theorem 4.2].

So we may assume that ¢ < w. Set ¢/ := (r — 1)o and w’ := (r — 1)w. Let B be the bottle
graph with neck ¢/ and width o, set b := |B| and observe that B has a perfect H-tiling. Let
t := (w' — ¢’)b. Note that it suffices to prove the theorem under the additional assumption that
1 < 1/b. Define additional constants e,d,y € R and M’,m € N such that

0<l/n<1/M<e<d<y<1l/m<n<l1/b.
14



Let B* := B(m) and set
20
S = et Q:=[1/y] and z:=Q(S+1).
Note that B* has a perfect H-tiling.

Suppose G is an n-vertex graph as in the statement of the theorem. Apply Lemma 5.2 with
parameters €, d and M’ to G. This gives us clusters Vi,..., V., an exceptional set Vj and a pure
graph G’, where |Vy| < en and |Vi| = ... = |[Vk| =: ¢. Let R be the reduced graph of G with
parameters ¢,d and M’. By Lemma 5.3, R has degree sequence dr; < dr2 < ... < dpy such that

/ / /
dp; > (1—w+”)k+‘7i+"k: <1—°J +”>k+”z’+”k forall 1 << @k — wk
’ h w 2 b w’ 2

In what follows when we consider an s-swapping set in some blow-up R(w) of R, we always implic-
itly mean an s-swapping set in R(w) with respect to (v1,..., V) where V(R(w)) = {v1,..., V%0 }
and dp()(v1) < drew)(v2) < -+ < dRpw)(Vkw). That is, each blow-up R(w) of R comes equipped
with an ordering of its vertices based on the degrees; these orderings are defined by the functions
I; below.

Claim 7.2. R’ := R((mt)?) contains a B*-tiling T covering at least (1—n/2)k(mt)* = (1—n/2)|R’|
vertices.

If R contains a B*-tiling covering at least (1 — 1/2)k vertices then Lemma 6.2 implies that
Claim 7.2 holds. Suppose then that the largest B*-tiling T' in R covers exactly ¢ < (1 —n/2)k
vertices. Then by Lemma 7.1, there exists an expanding set of size vk for T in R or an Wik
swapping set of size vk for T in R. Define B’ to be the r-partite bottle graph with neck ¢’ and
width w’ — 1. Set w* := w'm.

Our initial aim is to find a B*-tiling covering at least (c 4+ vk)(mt) vertices in R((mt)
If there exists an expanding set {z1,...,zy} for T, and hence also an associated injection f :
{z1,...,2yx} = T, we do the following: For each 1 < i < «k, separate R[z; U f(z;)] into a copy of
K, (containing z; and one vertex from each w*-class of f(z;)), a copy of B’ and a copy of B(m —1).
Then we have a (B*, B(m — 1), B', K,)-tiling in R covering at least ¢+ vk vertices. By Lemma 6.2,
R(mt) contains a B*-tiling covering at least (¢ + vk)mt vertices. Further applying Lemma 6.2 we
obtain a B*-tiling covering at least (c + vk)(mt)°T! vertices in R((mt)“+1), as desired.

For each 1 < j < S, Proposition 6.3 implies that R((mt)’) has degree sequence dp((np)i)1 <

S+1 S+1).

dR((mt)j),2 <...< dR((mt)ij(mt)j such that

R((mt))i 2 <1 -

Define for 0 < j < S bijections I; : V(R((mt)?)) — [k(mt)’] where I;(z) := i implies that
dR((mt)i)(T) = dg((me)i),- In particular, suppose that = € V(R) and let x1,...,Z () denote the

w+0'>k(mt)3+21+<772]€—z> (mt)] foraulg’tﬁ%

(mt)’ vertices in R((mt)’) that correspond to z. Suppose that Io(z) = i. Then we may assume
that

(8) Ij(zs) = (i — 1)(mt)? + 5 > (I(z) — 1)(mt)’ for each 1 < s < (mt)’.

To put all this another way, one can view Iy as an ordering of the vertices in R in terms of the
vertex degrees; I; is the ordering of R((mt)’) ‘inherited’ from the ordering I.
Note that for all 0 < j < S,

(9) S L) | <K,



Denote by €. the set of all vertices in V(R) that belong to w*-classes of copies of B* in T'. If
there does not exist an expanding set of size vk for 7" in R, then there exists an w%k—swapping
set {z1,..., 2y} for T in R. Hence there also exists a set {y1,...,yr} € €} such that (z;,y;)
is an "J—'yk—swapping pair for each 1 < i < vk, such that Bj, # B;jl for all ¢ # j, and such that

In(y;) > Io(2;) + “%k for all 1 <i < k.
For each 1 < i < 7k, note that R[(2;UV (B;,))\{y:}] can be separated into a copy of B containing
z; and a copy of B(m — 1). Then we have a (B*, B(m — 1), B)-tiling T} covering c¢ vertices in R.

wgk—swapping pair, we have that

Further, since each (z;,y;) is an

(10) Y )| > S Ix) LR

zeV(R)\V(T1) zeV(R\V(T) g

By Lemma 6.2, T)(mt) contains a perfect B*-tiling 7", i.e. T’ is a B*-tiling covering c(mt)
vertices in R(mt). Observe that 7" in R(mt) covers proportionally the same amount of vertices as
T in R. Further, (8) and (10) imply that

S L@ S o) = 1) | (mt)?

eV (R(mt)\V(T") zeV(R)\V(T1)

Y

(11) w(vk)? (mt?.

v
N
S
&
+

zeV(R\V(T)

Denote by €7, the set of all vertices in R(mt) that belong to w*-classes of copies of B* in
T'. Suppose that there does not exist an expanding set of size ykmt for 7" in R(mt). Then by
Lemma 7.1 there must exist an @—swapping set of size ykmt for T' in R(mt). As before we
can produce a (B*, B(m — 1), B)-tiling T} covering ¢(mt) vertices in R(mt). Then by Lemma 6.2,
T{(mt) contains a perfect B*-tiling 7", i.e. T" is a B*-tiling covering c(mt)? vertices in R((mt)?).
Observe, similarly as before, that 7" in R((mt)?) covers proportionally the same amount of vertices
as T in R and

Z I(z) > Z Ii(x) +M (mt)?

2
z€V (R((mt)2))\V(T") eV (R(mt)\V(T") g
(11) w(vk)?
> > () +(Z) (mt)*.
zeV(R)\V(T)

Note that (9) implies that one can repeat this argument at most S times; that is, for some j < S
we must obtain an expanding set of size yk(mt)’ in R((mt)7). More precisely, we obtain a B*-tiling
TU) in R((mt)?) covering c(mt)’ vertices, such that there exists an expanding set of size vk(mt)’
for TU) in R((mt)’). Then as before, one can use this expanding set and Lemma 6.2 to obtain a
B*-tiling covering at least (c + vk)(mt) ! vertices in R((mt) 1), as desired.

Repeating the whole argument at most @ times we see that R((mt)25+1)) = R((mt)?) = R’ has
a B*-tiling T covering at least (1 —7/2)|R’| vertices. Thus Claim 7.2 holds.

LAs in Definition 6.6.
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Now for each 1 < i < k, partition V; into classes V", Vi1,...,Vj ()= where ¢ = |Vij| =

lg/(mt)?] > q/(2(mt)?) for all 1 < j < (mt)?. Lemma 5.2 implies that ¢k > (1 — &)n, therefore
(12) ¢IR = g/ (mb)* [K(mt)* > gk — K(mt)® > (1 — 2¢)n.

Fact 5.4 tells us that for each e-regular pair (V;,,V;,)e with density at least d we have that
(Virjrs Via jo)ar is 2e(mt)*-regular with density at least d — e > d/2 (for all 1 < ji,72 < (mt)?).
Note that 2¢(mt)? < €'/2. So we can label the vertex set of R’ so that V(R') = {V;;: 1 <i<k,1 <
j < (mt)?} and see that if V;, ;, Vi, s, € E(R') then (Vj, j,, Vi, jo)or is €'/?-regular with density at
least d/2.

We know by the claim that R’ has a B*-tiling 7 that covers at least (1 — n/2)|R’| vertices. Let
B* be a copy of B* in T and label the vertices of B* so that V/(B*) = {Vi, i1, Visins - - - » Vip o }-
Set V/:i=V;, j, UViy iy U...UV;, . Applying Lemma 6.1 with n?,¢’,d/2, £1/2 playing the roles
of B,q,d,e, we have that G’[V'] has a B*-tiling covering at least (1 — 1?)¢'bm vertices. Applying
Lemma 6.1 in this way to each copy of B* in T we see that G’ C G has a B*-tiling covering at least

(12)
((L=n*)q'bm) x (1 =n/2)|R]) /om > (1 —7") (1 —n/2) (1 —2e)n > (1 —n)n
vertices. Since each copy of B* has a perfect H-tiling, G contains an H-tiling covering all but at
most nn vertices. ]

Theorem 1.4 easily implies Theorem 1.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let H and n > 0 be as in the statement of the theorem. Suppose n is
sufficiently large and let G be an n-vertex graph as in the statement of the theorem.

Note that it suffices to prove the result in the case when z € (0,1) NQ. Thus, there exist a,b € N
such that x = a/b. Define 01 := a(r —1)o and w; := a(r — 1)w+ (b—a)h = bh — ao. Let Hy be the
r-partite bottle graph with neck o1 and width wq, and observe that o1 < wy and |Hy| = b(r — 1)h.

Claim. H; contains an H-tiling covering x|H;| vertices.

The claim follows since one can tile Hy with a(r — 1) copies of H where each o-class lies in the
oi-class of Hy. Thus, we have an H-tiling covering a(r — 1)h = x|H;| vertices in Hj, as desired.

Note that
w1 + o1 o1 . To (r—1)zxo .
R T ;= ( _ 7> (r—1)zo
( b(r—l)h)n+w12 gu (@) = = )t = o
for all ¢ < ((ﬁ:i‘ﬁ’h) n = ﬁ. Thus, applying Theorem 1.4 with H; and 7n/2 playing the roles

of H and n, we produce an H;-tiling in G covering all but at most nn/2 vertices. Then the claim
implies that we have an H-tiling in G covering at least (z(1—n/2)—n/2)n > (x—mn)n vertices. O

8. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this paper we have given a particular degree sequence condition that forces a graph to contain
an almost perfect H-tiling (Theorem 1.4). In fact, in general for a fixed graph H, Theorem 1.4
yields a whole class of degree sequences that force an almost perfect H-tiling. Indeed, we have the
following consequence of Theorem 1.4.

Theorem 8.1. Let n > 0 and H be a graph with x(H) = r and h := |H|. Set 0 € R such that
o(H) <o <h/randw:= (h—0o)/(r—1). Then there exists an ng = no(n,o, H) € N such that the
following holds: Suppose G is a graph on n > ng vertices with degree sequence dy < ds < ... < d,
such that
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d; > (1—“+“>n+az‘ forall 1<i<en
h w
Then G contains an H-tiling covering all but at most nn vertices.

Proof. Note that it suffices to prove the theorem under the assumption that o € Q. To prove
Theorem 8.1, we define a certain bottle graph H* and then apply Theorem 1.4 with input H* to
conclude our result.

Since o € Q, there exist a,b € N such that o = a/b. Let w(H) := (h — o(H))/(r — 1) and
t:=b(r—1)(w(H)—0o(H)). We define H* to be the r-partite bottle graph with neck ot and width
wt (note ot,wt € N). Also, notice that |H*| = ht.

Claim. H* contains a perfect H-tiling.

We tile t copies of H into H*. Firstly, tile b(r — 1)(w(H) — o) copies of H into H* such that the
o(H)-classes are all placed in the ot-class of H*. This leaves

ob(r —1)(w(H) —o(H)) —o(H)b(r — 1)(w(H) — o) =w(H)b(r —1)(c — o(H))
vertices in the ot-class of H* to be covered and
wh(r —1)(w(H) —o(H)) —w(H)b(r — 1
=b((r—Nww(H)—0c(H))— (r—1)w(H
= b((h—o)(w(H) —o(H)) = (h—o(H))(w(H) - 0)
= b(h —w(H))(o —o(H))
vertices in each wt-class of H* to be covered. Let H be the r-partite complete graph with one
vertex class of size (r — 1)w(H) and (r — 1) vertex classes of size (r — 2)w(H) + o(H). Observe
that H has a perfect H-tiling (using r — 1 copies of H). To cover the remaining vertices of H*, tile

b(c — o(H)) copies of H into H* such that every vertex class of size (r — 1)w(H) is placed in the
ot class of H*. Observe that

((r =2)w(H) +o(H))b(o —o(H)) = b(h — w(H))(o — o (H)).
Hence H* contains a perfect H-tiling and the claim holds.

Suppose G is as in the statement of Theorem 8.1. Applying Theorem 1.4 with input G and
H*, we obtain that G contains an H*-tiling covering all but at most nn vertices. (Note the degree
sequence in Theorem 8.1 is precisely the degree sequence of Theorem 1.4 with input H*.) Since
each copy of H* has a perfect H-tiling, we conclude that G contains an H-tiling covering all but

at most nn vertices.
O

In a similar way, Theorem 1.5 yields a class of degree sequences forcing an almost x-proportional
H-tiling in G.

Theorem 8.2. Let x € (0,1) and H be a graph with x(H) =1 and h := |H|. Setn > 0. Let c € R
such that o(H) < o < h/r andw := (h — o) /(r — 1). Then there exists an ng = no(n,x,0,H) € N
such that the following holds: Suppose G is a graph on n > ng vertices with degree sequence
di <dy <...<d, such that

xa) . (r—1azxo

di = (gu(@) = %7

Then G contains an H-tiling covering at least (x — n)n vertices.
18
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Proof. Define H* as in the proof of Theorem 8.1. Applying Theorem 1.5 with input H*, we
obtain that G contains an H*-tiling covering all but at most (x — n)n vertices. Since each copy
of H* has a perfect H-tiling, we conclude that G contains an H-tiling covering all but at most
(x — n)n vertices. O
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