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CONNECTED COVERING NUMBERS

JONATHAN CHAPPELON, KOLJA KNAUER, LUIS PEDRO MONTEJANO,
AND JORGE LUIS RAMIREZ ALFONSIN

Dedicated to the memory of Michel Las Vergnas

ABSTRACT. A connected covering is a design system in which the corresponding block
graph is connected. The minimum size of such coverings are called connected coverings
numbers. In this paper, we present various formulas and bounds for several parameter
settings for these numbers. We also investigate results in connection with Turdn systems.
Finally, a new general upper bound, improving an earlier result, is given. The latter is
used to improve upper bounds on a question concerning oriented matroid due to Las
Vergnas.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let n, k,r be positive integers such that n > k > r > 1. A (n, k,r)-covering is a family B
of k-subsets of {1,...,n}, called blocks, such that each r-subset of {1,...,n} is contained
in at least one of the blocks. The number of blocks is the covering’s size. The minimum
size of such a covering is called the covering number and is denoted by C(n, k,r). Given
a (n, k,r)-covering B, its graph G(B) has as vertices B and two vertices are joined if
they have one r-subset in common. We say that a (n, k, r)-covering is connected if the
graph G(B) is connected. The minimum size of a connected (n, k,r)-covering is called
the connected covering number and is denoted by CC(n, k,r).

2456

1456

FIGURE 1. A connected (7,4, 3)-covering with 12 blocks.
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The graph corresponding to a connected (7,4, 3)-covering is illustrated in Figure 1.

In this paper, we mainly focus our attention to coverings when k£ = r + 1 and thus, we
will denote C(n,r + 1,7) (resp. CC(n,r + 1,7)) by C(n,r) (resp. by CC(n,r)) for short.
The original motivation to study CC(n,r) comes from the following question posed by
Michel Las Vergnas.

Question 1.1. Let U,, be the rank r uniform matroid on n elements. What is the
smallest number s(n,r) of circuits of U, ,, that uniquely determines all orientations of
U,»? This is, whenever two uniform oriented matroids coincide on these circuits they
must be equal.

In [5], Forge and Ramirez Alfonsin introduced the notion of connected coverings and
proved that

(1) s(n,r) < CC(n,r).

The latter was then used to improve the best upper bound, s(n,r) < (";1), known at
that time due to Hamidoune and Las Vergnas [9]; see also [6] for related results.

It turns out that s(n,r) is also closely related to C(n,r).
Proposition 1.2. Let n and r be positive integers such thatn > r + 1. Then,
C(n,7) < s(n, 7).

The proof of Proposition 1.2, that is a bit technical (needing some oriented matroid
notions and thus lying slightly out of scope of this paper), is given in the Appendix.

Although the study of covering designs have already a long history of research (see [§]
for many upper bounds and [21] for a survey in the dual setting of Turdn-systems),
Proposition 1.2 motivates even further the study of C(n,r) and specially, in view of (1),
its behavior in relation to CC(n,r). This relationship was already remarked in [5] where
it was proved that

(2) CC(n,r) < 2C(n,r).

That was done by observing that the graph G associated to a covering with C(n,r)
blocks (and thus with |V(G)| = C(n,r)) can be make it connected by adding at most
C(n, r) extra vertices (blocks), obtaining a graph corresponding to a (n,r+1, r)-connected
covering with at most 2C(n, ) blocks.

Many interesting variants of Question 1.1 can be investigated. For instance, for non-
uniform (oriented) matroids (graphic, representable, etc.) and by varying the notion of
what determine means (up to orientations, bijections, etc.). These (and other) variants
are treated in another paper (see [3]).

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we recall some basic definitions and
results concerning (connected) coverings and its connection with Turdn systems needed
for the rest of the paper. In Section 3, we investigate connected covering numbers when
the value r is either small or close to n. Among other results, we give the exact value
for CC(n,2) (Theorem 3.2), for CC(n, 3) for n < 12 (Theorem 3.3) and for CC(n,n — 3)
(Theorem 3.6). A famous conjecture of Turdn and its connection with our results is also
discussed. In Section 4, we present a general upper bound for CC(n,r) (Theorem 4.10)
allowing us to improve the best known upper bound for s(n,r). We end the paper by

discussing some asymptotic results in Section 5.
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2. BASIC RESULTS

Let n,m,p be positive integers such that n > m > p. A (n,m,p)-Turan-system is a
family D of p-subsets of {1,...,n}, called blocks, such that each m-subset of {1,...,n}
contains at least one of the blocks. The number of blocks is the size of the Turdn-system.
The minimum size of such a covering is called the Turdn Number and is denoted by
T(n,m,p). Given a (n,m, p)-Turdn-system D, with 0 < 2p —m < p, its graph G(D) has
as vertices D and two vertices are joined if they have one 2p — m-subset in common. We
say that a (n, m, p)-Turdn-system with 0 < 2p—m < p is connected if G(D) is connected.

The minimum size of a connected (n, m, p)-Turdn-system is the connected Turdn Number
and is denoted by CT(n, m,p). By applying set complement to blocks, it can be obtained
that

(3) C(n,k,r)=T(n,n—r,n—k).
Moreover, if 0 <n — 2k +r <n — k then
(4) CC(n,k,r)=CT(n,n—r,n—k).

Note that the precondition for (4) is fulfilled if k = r + 1.

Most of the papers on coverings consider n large compared with & and r, while for Turan
numbers it has frequently been considered n large compared with m and p, and often
focusing on the quantity lim,, ., T(n,m,p)/ (Z) for fixed m and p. Thus, for Turdn-type
problems, the value C(n, k,r) has usually been studied in the case when k and r are not
too far from n.

Forge and Ramirez Alfonsin [5] proved that
() -1 .
(5) CC(n,r) = ~—— =: CCj(n,r).

r

, which by (3), we obtain

()

n—r—1

Moreover, Sidorenko [22] proved that T(n,r+1,7) > (nﬁ;’;l) (;)
that

(6) CC(n,r)=2C(n,r)=Tn,n—r,n—r—1)= <T+1)

) =: CC3(n,r).

Combining (5) and (6), together with a straight forward computation we have

(7) CC(n,r) = max{CCj(n,r),CC3(n,r)},

where the maximum is attained by the second term if and only if r > 2(n — 1).

The following recursive lower bound for covering numbers was obtained by Schénheim [20]
and, independently, by Katona, Nemetz and Simonovits [14]

) Cln,r) > {

which can be iterated yielding to

() C(n,r))Lj_l{n;l[...[n_Tm—‘...H—‘::L(n,r).

The following recursive upper bound for CC(n,r) due to Forge and Ramirez Alfonsin [5]
will be used later.

(10) CC(n,r) < CC(n—1,71)+C(n—1,r —1).
3
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3. RESULTS FOR SMALL AND LARGE 7

In this section, we investigate connected covering numbers for small and large r, that is,
when 7 is very close to either 1 or n. Let us start with the following observations.

Remarks 3.1.

a) CC(n,0) =1 since any l-element set contains the empty set.
b) CC(n,1) =n — 1 by taking the edges of a spanning tree of K.
¢) CC(n,n —2) =n — 1 by taking all but one (n — 1)-sets.

d) CC(n,n — 1) =1 by taking the entire set.

All these values coincide with the corresponding covering numbers except in the case
r =1, where C(n,1) = [5].

3.1. Results when r is small.

For ordinary covering numbers, Fort and Hedlund [7] have shown that C(n,2) := [2[5]]
that coincides with the lower bounds given in (9) when the case r = 2.

We also have the precise value for the connected case when r = 2.

Theorem 3.2. Let n be a positive integer with n > 3. Then, we have

C0n,2) - {U_—ﬂ |

2

Proof. Note that the claimed value coincides with the lower bound CCj(n,2). This lower
bound comes from the fact that every connected covering has a construction sequence,
where every new triangle shares at least one edge with an already constructed triangle.
We present a construction sequence where indeed every new triangle (except possibly the
last one) shares exactly one edge with the already constructed ones. Therefore, we attain
the lower bound. Part of the construction is shown in Figure 2. We start presenting the

FIGURE 2. Part of the construction proving CC(n,2) < CCj(n,2).

black triangles from left to right. Then we present all triangles of the form (2i — 1,21, j)
for 1 <1< g and j > 2i + 3. (These are not depicted in the figure.) Now we present
the gray triangles from left to right. A gray triangle of the form (2i,2i + 1,2¢ + 4) is
connected to the already presented ones via (2i — 1,24,2i 4+ 4). Note (as in the figure)
the last triangle may indeed share two edges of already presented triangles, depending
on the parity of n. This amounts for the ceiling in the formula. It is easy to check that
all edges are covered. U

From a sequence of papers between 1960 and 2008 [10, 13, 23, 17, 18, 11, 12], it follows
that C(n,3) = L(n, 3) for all integer n > 4 except for n = 7, where C(7,3) = L(7,3) + 1
and for n = 12k+7, k € {1,2,3,4,5,7,8,9,10, 11,12, 16, 21, 23, 25, 29}, where the precise
value of C(n,3) remains unknown. The situation for connected coverings is worse.
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FIGURE 3. An example proving CC(9,3) < 28. The circle-vertices are a covering,.

Theorem 3.3. Let n be a positive integer with 4 < n < 12. Then, we have

ccxn”3)::{£3lillw.

3

Proof. Note that the claimed value coincides with the lower bound CCj(n,3). For n < 6
this is already checked in [5]. Figure 1 proves CC(7,3) < 12 = CCj(7,3). By using (10),
C(7,2) = 7, and CC(7,3) = 12, we obtain that CC(8,3) < 19 = CCj(8,3). Figure 3
proves CC(9,3) < 28 = CCj(9,3). From equation (10) and the fact that CC(9,3) = 28
and C(9,2) = 12, we conclude that CC(10,3) < 40 = CCj(10,3). Now, Figure 4 proves
that CC(11,3) < 55 = CCj(11,3). Finally, to construct a connected covering witnessing
CCi(12,3) we delete the block {2,4,6,8} from the covering in Figure 4. One can check
that this still leaves a covering B, whose graph now has three components. Now, we take
the following (disconnected) (11, 3, 2)-covering:

{1,3,11},{1,4,6},{1,2,8},{1,5,9},{1,7,10}, {3,4,9}, {2, 3, 10}, {3,
{3,7,8}.{2,4,6},{4,5,7},{4,11,10}, {4,6,8},{2,5,11},{2,7,9}, {5
{6,7,11},{8,9,11},{6,9, 10}

We add to each of these block the element 12 and thus together with B obtain a (12,4, 3)-
covering B’. To see that B’ is connected, note that each of the blocks containing 12 is
connected to a block from B. Moreover, the blocks {1,4,6,12},{2,4,6,12},{4,6,8,12}
form a triangle and each of them has a neighbor in a different component of G(B). Thus,
G(B') is connected and B’ has 73 blocks which coincides with CC7(12, 3). O

5,6},
8,10},

689
HS911
(81011
16810
467

¢
q

ﬁ7810.

979

356 L5810 679

FIGURE 4. An example proving CC(11,3) < 55. The circle-vertices are a covering.
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Theorem 3.3 supports the following

Conjecture 3.4. For every positive integer n > 4, we have
CC(n, 3) = CCi(n, 3).

Even, more ambitious,

Question 3.5. Let n and r be two positive integers such that n > r 4+ 1 > 4. Is it true
that if CC(n,r) = CCj(n,r) then CC(n/,r) = CCi(n/,r) for every integer n’ > n ?

3.2. Results when r is large.

Theorem 3.6. Let n be a positive integer with n = 3. Then, we have

comn- - (1) (1) 41

Proof. The parameter C(n,n — 3) = T(n,3,2) was determined already by Mantel in
1907 [16] and is (%1) + (%J). Turéan proved that the unique minimal configuration of
sets of size 2 hitting all sets of size 3 of an n-set are the edges of two vertex-disjoint
complete graphs Krn1 and K\ »), see [24].

Now, by (3) and (4), the covering corresponding to the Turdn-system is connected if and
only if the graph whose edges correspond to the blocks of the Turan-system is connected.
Thus, since the unique optimal construction by Turan is not connected but can be made
connected by adding a single edge connecting the two complete graphs, this is optimal
with respect to connectivity. Therefore, CC(n,n—3) = T(n,3,2)+1, giving the result. O

Proposition 3.7. Let n be a positive integer with n > 4. Then, we have
m(m —1)(2m —1) ifn=3m,
CC(n,n—4) << m*(2m — 1) if n=3m+ 1,
m2(2m + 1) if n=3m+ 2.

Proof. As in Theorem 3.6 the construction comes from making one for a (well-known)
Turdn-system connected. Divide {1,...,n} into three sets Ay, A;, Ay of as equal sizes
as possible. The blocks D of the (n,4,3)-Turdn-system are the triples {x,y,z} with
z,y € Ay and z € A; U A(i41) moa s for ¢ = 0,1,2. It is easy to see, that this actually is a
(n,4,3)-Turdn-system of the claimed size. Now, G(D) has three connected components
corresponding to the indices defining the triples. It can be turned into a connected
(n,4,3)-Turdn-system D’ by choosing one edge {x,y} in each A; and replacing all triples
of the form {z,y,z} with 2 € A1) moas by all triples of the form {z,y, 2} with 2z €
A(i—1) mod 3- It is easy to check that [D’| = |D| and that G(D’) is connected for n > 8.
See Figure 1 for proving our statement for n = 7, Theorem 3.2 for n = 6, and Remark 3.1
for n =4,5. U

A famous conjecture of Turdn [25] states that the bounds in Proposition 3.7 are best
possible for C(n,n — 4). By combining (1) and Proposition 3.6, we have

m(m —1)(2m —1) if n = 3m,
(11) C(n,n —4) < CC(n,n —4) < S m?(2m — 1) if n=3m+1,

m?(2m + 1) if n =3m+ 2.
Turdn’s conjecture has been verified [22] for all n < 13 and so, by (11), the connected
covering number can also be determined for these same values.

Towards proving Turan’s conjecture, it would be of interest to investigate the following.
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Question 3.8. Is it true that one of the inequalities in (11) is actually an equality ?

Bounds and precise values for all CC(n,r) with n < 14 are given in Table 1. All the
exact values previously given in [5] for the same range have been improved by using our
above results.

r\n[1[2[3[4] 56 ] 7 [38 9 10 11 12 13 14
o [tfififaj 11| 1 ]1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 12[3[4] 5] 6 |7 8 9 10 11 12 13
2 1[3[5et[7e%] 10° |[14¢| 18° 22¢ 27° 33¢ 39° 45°
3 1] 4 [7ptl12pu]19P] 28P 40P 55P 73P [957,977] [[1217,123"]
4 1| 5 | 10° [20%][327,347][[53,597]| [837,89"] |[124,136"] | [179,1937] | [2507, 271"]
5 1| 6 [13] 30% [[51%,607][[96%, 1117]|[159%,177"] | [2587,2907] | [4017, 447"]
6 1 [7 17t 45% | [842,957] [[165%, 1957]| [2867,3277] | [501!, 572"]
7 1 8 21° 63%  [[126%,1477][[269%,323"] | [4917, 587"]
8 1 9 26¢ 84v 185%,2107] [ [419%, 505" ]
9 1 10 31° 112%  [[259%,2977]
10 1 11 37t [143°%,144Y]
11 1 12 43¢
12 1 13
13 1

TABLE 1. Bounds and values of CC(n,r) for n < 14.

Key of Table 1 :

r — Upper bound for CC(n, r)(from (10))

e — Exact values for CC(n,2) (Theorem 3.2)

t — Exact values for CC(n,n — 3) (Theorem 3.6)

[ — Lower bound CCj(n,r)

p — Some exact values for CC(n,3) (Theorem 3.3)
u — Upper bound for CC(n,n — 4) (Proposition 3.7)
s — Lower bound for C(n,r) (from (8))

a — Lower bounds for C(n,r) (from [1])

Table 1 led us to consider the following.

Question 3.9. Is the sequence (CC(n,i))yc;c,_; unimodal for every n 7 or perhaps
logarithmically concave' ?

4. A GENERAL UPPER BOUND

Let n and r be positive integers such that n > r + 1 > 3. Forge and Ramirez Alfonsin
[5] obtained the following general upper bound

Ln77'+1
2 .
n — 21 n—r
(12) CC(n,r) < Z (7“—1)_'—{ 5 J:.S(n,r).
=1
LA finite sequence of real numbers {a1,as,...,a,} is said to be unimodal (vesp. logarithmically concave
or log-concave) if there exists a t such that s < so < -+ < sy and 8¢ > Spq41 = -+ = 8, (vesp. if

a? > a;_1a;+1 holds for every a; with 1 <4 < n — 1). Notice that a log-concave sequence is unimodal.
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Let us notice that the upper bounds obtained by applying the recursive equation (10), that
were used in Table 1, are better than the one given by (12). Moreover, by iterating (10)
it can be obtained

n—1
(13) CC(n,r) <Y _C(i,r—1).
Although (13) might be used to get an explicit upper bound for s(n,r), it is not clear
how good it would be since that would depend on the known exact values and the upper
bounds of C(n,r) used in the recurrence (and thus intrinsically difficult to compute).
On the contrary, in [5] was used (12) to give the best known (to our knowledge) explicit
upper bound for s(n, ).

In this section, we will construct a connected (n,r+ 1, r)-covering giving an upper bound
for CC(n,r) better than S(n,r) and so, yielding to a better upper bound for s(n,r) than
that given in [5].

Theorem 4.1. Let n and r be positive integers such that n > r +1 > 3. Then,
CC(n,r) < N(n,r),
with

(14) Nn,r)= ) (n—r—2i)<T;2__;2i)+[n;T—‘—1—1—500(71—2,7“—2)7

S
Il
o

where 0y is the parity function of n — r, that is,

{ 0 ofn—risodd,

0o = 1 otherwise.

Proof. From now, for any positive integer s, we denote by [s] the set of the first s positive
integers, that is, [s] = {1,...,s} and we denote by Us; the set of all t-subsets of [s].
Moreover, suppose that for any subset of integers {bi,...,bs}, we have b; < b; for all
1 <1< j < s. We distinguish different cases depending on the parity of n — r.

Case 1. Suppose that n — r is an odd number and let m such that n —r =2m + 1. We
will construct a connected (r + 2m + 1,7 + 1, 7)-covering of size

3 (T + 2)(2m+1—2i)+m.
, r—2
=0

First, we consider a particular (r + 2m + 1,r + 1,r)-covering, which is constituted by
a large number of blocks but whose associated graph has a small number of connected
components. For any 7 € {0,...,m}, let N; be the following subset of (r 4+ 1)-subsets of
[r+2m+1] :

{blv""bT—Q} € Ur+2i—2,r—2
Ni={br, ..., bpa} | by =r+2i—1, b, =r+2i
by1 €{r+2i+1,....7r+2m+ 1}

Claim 4.2. The set A = UM is an (r+2m+ 1,7+ 1,r)-covering.
i=0
8



Let S = {s1,...,s,} be an r-subset of [r +2m + 1]. If 5,4 = r 4 2i — 1 for some
i €40,...,m}, then

Sc(SU{r+2i+1})eN; , fors, =r-+2i,
S C(SU{r+2}) enN, , for s, > r+ 2i.

Either, if s, 1 = r + 2i for some ¢ € {0,...,m}, then

Sc(SU{r+2i—1})eN; , fors,_o <r+2i—1,
Sc(Su{a}) enN; , for s, o =r+2i—1,

where a € [r +2i — 2]\ {s1,...,5_3}. In every case, there exists a block in N;, for some
i € {0,...,m}, containing the r-subet S. This concludes the proof of Claim 4.2.

Claim 4.3. The graph G (N;) is connected, for everyi € {0,...,m}.

Let i € {0,...,m} and let S = {s1,...,8,9,7+2i—1,r+2i, 5,41} be a block in NV;. For
every j € {0,...,r — 2}, we consider the following (r + 1)-subsets S; € U, 1941741 :

So =481,y Sp_o,r+2i—1,r+2i r+2i+ 1},
S;=A1,. ., 0,841,y Spea, T+ 20— Lr+ 2,7 +2i+ 1}, for 1 <j<r—3,
Spo={1,...,r =2, r+2i—1,r+2i,r+2i+1}.

By definitions, it is easy to see that S; € N; for all j € {0,...,r — 2}. Now, we consider
the r-subsets T} € U,19;_1, defined by

To={S1,-+y 82,7+ 20 — 1,17+ 2i},

Ty ={so,...,Sp_o, 7 +2i — 1,7+ 20,7+ 20+ 1},

T;={1,....5 — L sjs1,. ., Sp—o,r +20 — Lir+2i,r + 2+ 1}, for 1 <j<r—3,
Tro={1,...,r =3, r+2i—1,r+2i,r+2i+1}.

Since Ty C S and Ty C Sp, we know that S and Sy are adjacent in the graph G(N}).
By the same way, since T C S;—; and Tj C S;, the blocks S;_; and S; are adjacent in
G(N;) for all j € {1,...,r —2}. Tt follows that (S, Sy, S1,...,S._2) is a path in G(N}).
So we have proved that there always exists a path between any block S of N; and the
fixed block S,_s. This concludes the proof of Claim 4.3.

Claim 4.4. For any integer i € {0,...,m — 1}, there ezists an (r + 1)-subset C; such
that the graph G(N; U C; U N;y1) is connected.

Let i € {0,...,m — 1} and let
Ci=A{1,....,r =27+ 20,r+2i 4+ 1,r + 21 + 2}.
Then, the block C; is adjacent to
Bi={l,....r—=2,r+2i—1,r+2i,r+2i+1} € N;
and is adjacent to
Bii={1,....r —=2,r+1+2i,r +2+2i,r +3+2i} € Ny

in G(N; UC; UN;;1). Since G(N;) and G(N;;1) are connected by Claim 4.3, we obtain
that G(N; U C; UN;,1) is connected. This concludes the proof of Claim 4.4.

By combining results of Claims 4.2, 4.3 and 4.4, we know that the set

- (U¥)u(Ue)



is a connected (r +2m + 1,7 + 1,r)-covering. Finally, since
r—24+2% ,
i = ("2 em 120,
for all ¢ € {0,...,m}, we deduce that

O (1 — 2+ 2
Bl = 2 1—2: .
| B ,»E:0< .o )(m—l— i)+ m
This completes the proof in this case.

Case 2. Suppose that n —r is an even number and let m such that n —r = 2m. We will
construct a connected (r + 2m,r + 1, r)-covering of size

m—1 .
—242
}:(T Zl)@m—20+0@—2+2mw—2%Hn—L

r —
i=0
As already defined in Case 1, for any integer i € {0, ..., m—1}, we consider the collection
N of (r 4+ 1)-subsets of [r + 2m] defined by

N =Upyoiopr o x{r+2i— 1} x{r+2i} x{r+2i+1,...,r +2m}.

Let

m—1
A = U N;.
=0

Observe that A is not an (r + 2m,r + 1,r)-covering. In fact, from Claim 4.2, we know
that the r-subsets of [r + 2m] that are not in A are just the subsets of the form

{bi,...,bp_o,7+2m — 1,7+ 2m},
where {b1,...,b,—2} € Urtom—2,—2. Now, we complete A in order to obtain an (r+2m, r+
1,7)-covering. Let C be an (r +2m — 2,7 — 1,r — 2)-covering of size C(r +2m —2,r — 2).
We consider the set
Ny ={BU{r+2m—1,r+2m} | BeC}
Claim 4.5. The set AUN,, is an (r + 2m,r + 1,r)-covering.
Since the r-subsets of [+ 2m)] that are not in A are elements of U, 2m—2,—2 X {r+2m —

1} x {r + 2m} and since every element of U, 9m,_2,—2 is contained in a block of C, the
result of Claim 4.5 follows.

For every i € {0,...,m — 1}, we already know, from Claim 4.3, that the graph G(A\})
is connected. Moreover, for every i € {0,...,m — 2}, Claim 4.4 implies that the graph
G(N; UC; UN;4) is connected, where

Ci={1,...;r—=2,r+2i,r + 20+ 1,r + 20 + 2} € Upjomrt1-
We end this proof by showing that the graph G(AUN,, UCyU---UC,,_2) is connected.

Claim 4.6. For any B € N,,, there existi € {0,...,m — 1} and C € N; such that B is
adjacent to C in the graph G(N; UN,,).
Let B = {by,...,b0,_1,7+2m — 1,7 +2m} € N,,. It b,_1 = 1r +2i — 1 for some i €
{0,...,m — 1}, then we have {by,...,b,_2} € U,19;_2,_2. Let

C:=A{by,...,bp_o,r +2i— 1,7+ 2i,r +2m}.
By definition, C' is in N;. Moreover, since {by,...,b, 2,7 + 2i — 1,7 +2m} C B and

{bi,...;bp—0, 7 +2i — 1,7 + 2m} C C, we deduce that B and C are adjacent in the
10



graph G(N; UN,,). Either, if b,_; = r + 2i for some i € {0,...,m — 1}, then we have
{b1,...,b,—2} € Uri9i—1,—2. We distinguish two cases on the value of b,_o. First, if
by_o <1+ 21— 1, then {bl, . ,br_g} S UT+21‘_277~_2. Let

C:={by,...,bp_o,7 +2i — 1,7+ 2i,r + 2m}.

As above, since {by,...,b,_o,7 + 2i,7 +2m} C B and {by,...,b. o, 4+ 2i,r +2m} C C,
we deduce that B and C are adjacent in the graph G(N; UN,,). Finally, suppose that
bpo=1r+2i—1. Let a € [r+2i—2]\{by,...,b—_3} and let

C:={b,....,0p—3,7+2i—1,r+2i,r+2m} U{a} € Uriomri1-

Since {by, ..., b3, 7+2i—1,r4+2i,r+2m} C Band {b,...,b,_3,7+2i—1,r+2i,7+2m} C
C, we deduce that B and C are adjacent in the graph G(N; UN,,). This concludes the
proof of Claim 4.6.

By combining results of Claims 4.4, 4.5 and 4.6, we know that the set

- (3Ju(de)

is a connected (r + 2m,r + 1,7)-covering. Finally, since

NG| = (T_2;2i>(2m+1—2i),

for all i € {0,...,m — 1}, and
INow| = C(r +2m — 2,1 —2),

we deduce that

m—1

r—2+2
B| = 2 1-2i)+C 2m — 2,1 — 2 — 1.
|B| ;( .o )(m~|— i)+ C(r+2m—2,1r—=2)+m
This completes the proof of Theorem 4.1. O

Let us illustrate the construction given in the above theorem.
Example 4.7. N(7,4) = 10. We consider
No = {12345,12346, 12347} and N7 = {12567, 13567, 14567, 23567, 24567, 34567} .

It can be checked that NogUN; is a (7, 5,4)-covering and G(N) and G(N7) are connected.
Now, by taking Cy = 12456, it follows that G(Ny U Cy UN}) is connected.

We may now show that S(n,r) > N(n,r). For this we need first the following Theorem
and Proposition.

Theorem 4.8. Let r and n be positive integers such that n > r +1 > 3. Then,

Lngr -1

S(n,r) = N(m,r) + Y Q”;rJ —i> <T;2_+32@> +80(1=Cln—2,r—2),

=0

where &y is the parity function of n — r.
11



Proof. By induction on n > r. For n = r + 1 and n = r 4+ 2 we have from (12) and (14)
that

—1 —2
S(r+1,r) = (:_1) =1, N(r—i—l,r):l.(: 2)+1—1:1,

and

S(r+2,r) = (

r—2

>+1:r+1, N(r+2,r) =2-( 2) +1-1+C(rr=2)

r
r—1 r—
=2+1-14r—-1=r+1.

Thus the identity is verified for n = r 4+ 1 and n = r 4+ 2. Suppose now that for a certain
value of n, we have

S(n, ) = N(n,7) + LZJ Q” = J - ) (7";2_2 22') 60 (1=C(n—2,r—2)),

i=0
and let D be the difference
D:=(Sn+2,r)—=Nn+2,r)) — (S(n,r) — N(n,r)).

Then,
S(n+2,7) =N(n+2,r)+ (S(n,r) — N(n,r)) + D.
By using (12), we obtain

S(n+2,7)—S(n, ) = LESH (” e Qi) ; L” - TJ f1- LZJ (":Qf) - V 5 TJ
e D E
-2 ()2 ()
- (r " 1) 41
By using (14), we have
N(n+2,7)=N(n,r) = f:W(n F2 - 2) (T B 2_; %) + [n > ﬂ + 86C(n, 7 — 2)
) “jjin,ﬁm(rg;%) L P
B “jﬁilz(rrg_;m) N <n+2_r_2 [ngrD (r—2r+_22(n;q>

+60 (C(n,r —2) = C(n — 2,7 —2)) + 1.

o 0 ifn—riseven,
n=r 2 | —1 otherwise,

12

Moreover, since




and

N(n +2,1) = Nin.r) = 3 2(7" r2_+22i> + (6 — 1)(7::;)
+00 (C(n,r —2) —C(n—2,7r—2))+1
Therefore
D= (r " 1) [§1 2(T B 2_; 2i>+(1—50) (Z:;) 00 (Cln — 2,7 — 2) — Cln,r — 2)) .

Moreover, from the identity

r—2+4+2\ (r—1+2 _ r—24+22
r—2 B r—2 r—3 )’

we obtain that

[:2252(7«;2;2@) ) ES (T—TQ_—;%) J:ij <7~;1_+22@) ) (OW <r;2_—|;)2z)
a2 AP
- X (L)X ()
_ (r +r2_{"15’"1) B [22; (r —T 2_4; 2@)
Thus,
[227]

oo (1)) raem () 5 (25)

+00 (C(n — 2,7 —2) — C(n,r — 2)).

If n — r is even, then Jy = 1 and

(Tﬁ1> - (T+T2J?q> +(1_50)(::;) - (rﬁ1> - (rﬁl) -0




Either, if n — r is odd, then d; = 0 and

() - ama () - () - () + (00))
(") (12)
-—(:23)

It follows that

[237]

D=3 (T_TQ_;QZ) +<50_1)(Z:?1>> 460 (Cln— 2,1 —2) — C(n, r — 2))
_ Lij (7";2_22’> 460 (C(n—2,r—2) — Cln,r —2).

Now, with the induction hypothesis, we obtain

S(n+2,7)—N(n+2,r) = (S(n,r) — N(n,r)) + D

) Lnjz’jjlqnzﬁ _z) (r—r2_—522) (1 Cln—2.r— 2)
+L§J (T;Q_ZQZ) 5y (Cln— 2,7 —2) = Cln,r — 2))
£ (5 (7157 rao-cenn

t

Proposition 4.9. Let n and r be positive integers such that n = r + 3 > 5. Then,
n—2

Cln,r) < (r—l) +Cn—2,7).

Proof. Let S; = {Ai,...,As} bea (n—2,r+1,r)-covering such that s = C(n—2,r+1,r)
and let U,,_2,_1 be the set of all the (r — 1)-subsets of {1,...,n — 2}. We denote by
Up—ar—1=A{B1,..., B} wheret = (’::12) these elements. We will prove that the collection

Sy ={A1,..., A, ByU{n—1,n},...,B,U{n—1,n}}

is a (n,r + 1,r)-covering. Obviously, all the blocks of the form A; or B; U{n — 1,n} are

(r+1)-subsets of {1,...,n}. Let C' be an r-subset of {1, ...,n}. First, if CN{n—1,n} =0,

by definition of Sy, there exists at least one block A; containing C'. Now, if CN{n—1,n} =

{z}, with either x =n — 1 or x = n, then C'\ {z} is an (r — 1)-subset of {1,...,n — 2},

thus C'\ {z} = B; for a certain 1 < ¢ < t. It follows that the r-subset C' is contained

in B; U{n —1,n}. Finally, if {n — 1,n} C C, then C' \ {n — 1,n} is an (r — 2)-subset
14



of {1,...,n — 2} and thus there exist exactly n — r blocks B; of U,,_2,_; containing
C\ {n — 1,n}. It follows that there exist n — r blocks of the form B; U {n — 1,n}
containing C'. Therefore Sy is a (n,r + 1, 7)-covering and

n—2
) < 182 = 181] + Un-apma] = Clo - 20) + (7 7).

0

Theorem 4.10. Let r and n be positive integers such that n — r is an even number.
Then,

n—r 2

S(n.r) = N(nr) + 3 (”;T _¢_1) (T;Q_Em)

1=0

Proof. By applying repeatedly Proposition 4.9, we have

n—r

7 1 .
C(n—2,r—2)< Z <r 2+2Z)+1.

— r—3
Then, we deduce from Theorem 4.8 that
-l :
S(n,r) = N(n,r) + ; (n;T—z’) (r;2_222>+1—(3(n—2,r—2)
! n—r \[(r—2+4+2 ! r—2+2i
>xens 2 (-0 (057) - B (55
n—r_q

—N(n,r)—i-;o_ (ngr—z’—1> (T;Q_EQZ)

5. ASYMPTOTICS
In [19] Rodl uses the probabilistic method to show the existence of asymptotically good
coverings. Restricted to our case this means that
C
(nr) | 1
™ r+1
Since CC(n,r) < 2C(n,r) (see [5]) we immediately obtain:
CC(n,r) 2
_)
™) r+1
This is asymptotically, i.e. for large n compared to r, better than the results of the
previous section: In [5] it was shown that

S(n,r) 1
— —asn — oo
)2
and since by Theorem 4.10 the difference N(n,7) —S(n,r) is in O(n"~!) we have the same
asymptotic behavior for N(n,r).

as n — o0.

as n — oQ.
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It is however still a topic of research to find explicit constructions witnessing the bound
of Rodl, see [15].
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covering designs in Figures 1, 3, 4 strongly benefited from the La Jolla Covering Reposi-
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APPENDIX - PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1.2

For basic notions of oriented matroids we refer the reader to [2].
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Let S be a set of circuits of U,, with with |S| < C(n,r), that is, a set of circuits not
covering all the bases, and let B be a base not covered by S, that is, B is not contained
in any circuit of S.

Let us consider Urn = Un—rn the dual of U, ,. By the well-known Topological Repre-
sentation Theorem due to Folkman and Lawrence [4], there is a correspondence between
oriented matroids whose adjacent non-oriented matroid is U}, and (n—r)-dimensional ori-
ented simple pseudo-sphere arrangements. Moreover, we can choose an oriented matroid
M such that the elements of B correspond to pseudo-spheres not bounding a simplicial
region of A corresponding to M. Let us call the simplex R.

By duality, the circuits of U,,, correspond to the cocircuits of U,,_,,. Their orientations
in M in turn are in bijection with the vertices of the arrangement 4. We notice that
among the circuits of U, ,, containing B, there are those corresponding to the vertices of
simplex R.

Now, we apply a mutation to simplex R obtaining from M another oriented matroid M’
adjacent to Uy,. All cocircuits of M’ have the same orientation as those of M except
for the cocircuits corresponding to vertices of R that have changed after the mutation.
Since none of the cocircuits corresponding to the vertices of R belong to S (that does not
cover B) S does not determine uniquely M of U}, and dualizing back neither determines
uniquely the dual M* which is adjacent to U, . g
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