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Abstract

For a family F of subsets of {1, 2, . . . , n}, let D(F) = {F \G : F,G ∈ F}
be the collection of all (setwise) differences of F . The family F is called
a t-intersecting family, if for some positive integer t and any two members
F,G ∈ F we have |F ∩ G| ≥ t. The family F is simply called intersecting
if t = 1. Recently, Frankl proved an upper bound on the size of D(F) for
the intersecting families F . In this note we extend the result of Frankl to
t-intersecting families.
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1. Introduction

We denote the standard n-element set {1, 2, . . . , n} by [n], the set of all subsets of
[n] by 2[n], and

(

[n]
k

)

by the collection of all k-element subsets of [n] for 0 ≤ k ≤ n.
We also use the standard notation |S| for the cardinality of a set S and ⌊N⌋ for
the largest integer less than or equal to N .

A family F of subsets of [n] is said to be a t-intersecting family for some positive
integer t, if |F ∩ G| ≥ t for any two members F,G ∈ F . A 1-intersecting family
is simply called an intersecting family. The Erdős-Ko-Rado theorem [1] gives the
tight upper bound on the size of t-intersecting families.

Theorem 1 (Erdős-Ko-Rado theorem for t-intersecting family). There exists

some n0(k, t) such that if n ≥ n0(k, t) and F ⊂
(

[n]
k

)

is t-intersecting, then

|F| ≤

(

n− t

k − t

)

.

The upper bound is tight for n0(k, t) = (t + 1)(k − t + 1); this was proved by
Frankl [3] for t ≥ 15 and for all t using a different technique by Wilson [6].
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For a family F , let
D(F) = {F \G : F,G ∈ F}

be the collection of all (setwise) differences of F . Here we allow the empty set ∅
to be in F when F 6= ∅. In this direction Marica and Schönheim [5] proved the
following theorem.

Theorem 2 (Marica-Schönheim theorem). For a nonempty family F ⊂ 2[n] one
has

|D(F)| ≥ |F|.

Recently, Frankl [2] proved the following upper bound for D(F) when F is an
intersecting family.

Theorem 3 (Frankl). Suppose that F ⊂
(

[n]
k

)

is an intersecting family with n ≥
k(k + 3). Then

|D(F)| ≤

(

n− 1

k − 1

)

+

(

n− 1

k − 2

)

+ · · ·+

(

n− 1

0

)

.

For further developments in this direction see [4].

In this note we extend Theorem 3 to the t-intersecting families F of
(

[n]
k

)

. More
precisely we prove the following theorem.

Theorem 4. Suppose that F ⊂
(

[n]
k

)

is a t-intersecting family with n ≥ (k−t)(k+

t+ 3) · ⌊
(

k+t+3
k+t+1

)t−1
⌋. Then

|D(F)| ≤

(

n− t

k − t

)

+

(

n− t

k − t− 1

)

+ · · ·+

(

n− t

0

)

.

2. Preliminaries

To prove Theorem 4 we require the following notions.

For a family F ⊂ 2[n] and a non-negative integer ℓ let

D(ℓ)(F) =

{

D ∈

(

[n]

ℓ

)

: ∃F,G ∈ F , F \G = D

}

.

Note that
|D(F)| =

∑

ℓ≥0

|D(ℓ)(F)|.

We call a family F to be a t-star if there is some t-subset contained in every
member of F . Similarly, we call F to be the full t-star all elements of

(

[n]
k

)

containing a fix t-subset are the only elements of the family F .
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Lemma 1. Suppose that the family F ⊂
(

[n]
k

)

is t-intersecting and that D(k−t)(F)
has k + t + 2 members that are pairwise disjoint. Then F is a t-star.

Proof. We can assume that k ≥ t+1, as the case k = t is trivial. LetD0, D1, . . . , Dk+t+1

be members of D(k−t)(F) that are pairwise disjoint. As Di = Fi \ F ′
i for some

Fi, F
′
i ∈ F and F is t-intersecting, for each Di there exist some subset Xi of 2

[n]

with |Xi| = t and Di ∪ Xi ∈ F . Observe that each x ∈ X0 can contain in at
most one Di, without loss of generality let Dk+2, Dk+3, . . . , Dk+t+1 be such Di’s.
Therefore, (D0 ∪X0) ∩Di = ∅ for all i = 1, 2, . . . , k + 1.

However, as Di ∪Xi ∈ F and F is a t-intersecting family, we have in particular
that |(D0∪X0)∩(Di∪Xi)| ≥ t. But, Di’s are pairwise disjoint and X0 has nothing
common with Di for 1 ≤ i ≤ k + 1, the only possibility is that Xi ⊂ (D0 ∪ X0)
for 1 ≤ i ≤ k + 1.

Further, as |(D1 ∪X1)∩ (Di ∪Xi)| ≥ t for 1 ≤ i ≤ k+1, we have X1 ∩Di = ∅,
otherwise we would have D1∩Di 6= ∅ or (D0∪X0)∩D1 6= ∅ giving contradictions.
By similar argument Xi ∩D1 = ∅. Thus, X1 = Xi for 1 ≤ i ≤ k + 1.

Our claim is that X1 ∈ F for all F ∈ F . Suppose that X1 * F for some F ∈ F .
Then |(Di ∪Xi)∩F | ≥ t implies |Di ∩F | 6= ∅ for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k+ 1, which further
implies |F| ≥ k + 1, a contradiction.

If F ⊂
(

[n]
k

)

is a t-star with X ⊂ F for all F ∈ F , then D(ℓ)(F) ⊂
(

[n]\X
ℓ

)

for

all 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ k − t. Thus, for t-stars |D(F)| ≤
∑k−t

ℓ=0 |D
(ℓ)(F)|. The equality holds

when F is the full t-star.

Corollary 1. It is sufficient to prove Theorem 4 for families F with D(k−t)(F)
not containing k + t+ 2 pairwise disjoint members.

3. The proof of Theorem 4

Proof of Theorem 4. Define f(k, t) = (k − t)(k + t + 3)⌊
(

k+t+3
k+t+1

)t−1
⌋. Choose a

family D ⊂
(

[n]
k−t

)

such that it has (k + t + 3)⌊
(

k+t+3
k+t+1

)t−1
⌋ members that are

pairwise disjoint. The selection of D has done in an uniform way. Then the
expected value

E(|D ∩ D(k−t)(F)|) = (k + t+ 3)

⌊

(

k + t+ 3

k + t+ 1

)t−1
⌋

1
(

n

k−t

) |D(k−t)(F)|.

But by Corollary 1 we have

(k + t+ 3)

⌊

(

k + t+ 3

k + t+ 1

)t−1
⌋

1
(

n

k−t

) |D(k−t)(F)| ≤ k + t+ 1.
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Thus,

|D(k−t)(F)| ≤
(k + t+ 1)t

(k + t+ 3)t

(

n

k − t

)

=
(k + t + 1)t

(k + t + 3)t
·

n · (n− 1) · · · (n− t+ 1)

(n− k + t) · (n− k + t− 1) · · · (n− k + 1)
·

(

n− t

k − t

)

<
(k + t + 1)t

(k + t + 3)t
·

(

n

n− k + 1

)t

·

(

n− t

k − t

)

.

As the function ( n
n−k+1

)t is decreasing on n we see that ( n
n−k+1

)t ≤ ( f(k,t)
f(k,t)−k+1

)t ≤

(k+t+2
k+t+1

)t. Therefore we have

|D(k−t)(F)| <

(

k + t+ 2

k + t+ 3

)t(
n− t

k − t

)

<
k + t + 2

k + t + 3

(

n− t

k − t

)

=

(

1−
1

k + t + 3

)(

n− t

k − t

)

. (1)

For all other values of ℓ = 0, 1, . . . , k− t−1, as F ⊂
(

[n]
k

)

is t-intersecting, we have

|D(0)(F)| ≤ 1 =

(

n− t

0

)

, (2)

and

|D(ℓ)(F)| ≤

(

n− t+ 1

ℓ

)

=

(

n− t

ℓ

)

+

(

n− t

ℓ− 1

)

(3)

for ℓ = 1, . . . , k − t− 1. Observe that

k−t−2
∑

ℓ=0

(

n− t

ℓ

)

≤ (k − t− 1)

(

n− t

k − t− 2

)

<
1

k + t + 3

(

n− t

k − t

)

, (4)
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where the latter inequality can be easily verified by just expanding the binomial
coefficients. Hence, combining the equations (1), (2), (3), and (4) we obtain

|D(F)| =
k−t
∑

ℓ=0

|D(ℓ)(F)|

<

k−t−1
∑

ℓ=0

|D(ℓ)(F)|+

(

1−
1

k + t+ 3

)(

n− t

k − t

)

=

k−t−1
∑

ℓ=0

(

n− t

ℓ

)

+

k−t−2
∑

ℓ=0

(

n− t

ℓ

)

+

(

1−
1

k + t + 3

)(

n− t

k − t

)

<

k−t−1
∑

ℓ=0

(

n− t

ℓ

)

+
1

k + t+ 3

(

n− t

k − t

)

+

(

1−
1

k + t+ 3

)(

n− t

k − t

)

=
k−t
∑

ℓ=0

(

n− t

ℓ

)

.

This completes the proof of the theorem.
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