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Abstract

An oriented perfect path double cover (OPPDC) of a graph G is a collection
of directed paths in the symmetric orientation G of G such that each edge of
G, lies in exactly one of the paths and each vertex of G appears just once as
a beginning and just once as an end of a path. Maxova and Nesetfil (Discrete
Math. 276 (2004) 287-294) conjectured that every graph except two complete
graphs K3 and K5 has an OPPDC and they proved that the minimum degree
of the minimal counterexample to this conjecture is at least four. In this
paper, among some other results, we prove that the minimal counterexample
to this conjecture is 2-connected and 3-edge-connected.
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1 Introduction

We denote by G = (V, F) a finite undirected graph with no loops or multiple edges.
The symmetric orientation of GG, denoted by Gy, is an oriented graph obtained from
G by replacing each edge of G by a pair of opposite directed arcs.

A cycle double cover (CDC) of a graph G is a collection of its cycles such that each
edge of G lies in exactly two of the cycles. A well-known conjecture of Seymour [7]
asserts that every simple bridgeless graph has a CDC. This problem also motivated
several related conjectures. A small cycle double cover (SCDC) of a graph on n
vertices is a CDC with at most n — 1 cycles. Bondy conjectured that every simple
bridgeless graph has an SCDC [I].

An oriented cycle double cover (OCDC) of G is a collection of directed cycles in
G of length at least 3 such that each edge of Gg lies in exactly one of the cycles.
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Jaeger [3] conjectured that every bridgeless graph has an oriented cycle double cover.
A small oriented cycle double cover (SOCDC) of a graph G on n vertices is an OCDC
with at most n — 1 elements.

A perfect path double cover (PPDC) of a graph G is a collection P of paths in G
such that each edge of G belongs to exactly two members of P and each vertex of G
occurs exactly twice as an end of a path in P [2]. In [4] it is proved that every simple
graph has a PPDC. The existence of a PPDC for graphs in general is equivalent
to the existence of an SCDC for bridgeless graph with a vertex joined to all other
vertices.

Definition 1. [5] An oriented perfect path double cover (OPPDC) of a graph G is
a collection of directed paths in the symmetric orientation G4 such that each edge
of G lies in exactly one of the paths and each vertex of G appears just once as a
beginning and just once as an end of a path.

Similar to above, it can be seen that the existence of an OPPDC for graphs
in general is equivalent to the existence of an SOCDC for bridgeless graphs with
a vertex joined to all other vertices. Maxova and Nesetfil in [5] showed that two
complete graphs K3 and K5 have no OPPDC, and in [6], they conjectured the
following statement.

Conjecture 1. [6] (OPPDC conjecture) Every connected graph except Kz and Kj
has an OPPDC.

In the following theorem a list of sufficient conditions for a graph to admit an
OPPDC is provided.

Theorem A. [5] Let G # K3 be a graph. In each of the following cases, G has an
OPPDC.

(i) G is a union of two arbitrary trees.

(ii) Fach vertex of G has odd degree.

(iii) G arise from a graph G’ which has an OPPDC, by dividing one edge of G'.
(iv) G has no adjacent vertices of degree greater than two.

(v) G is a 2-connected graph of order n and |E(G)| < 2n — 1.

(vi) G = G1UG,y and V(G1) NV (Ge) = {v} which G; is a graph with an OPPDC,
fori=1,2.

(vii) G\ v has an OPPDC, for some v € V(G) of degree less than 3.
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In [5], Maxovd and Nesetfil in the following two theorems proved that if a graph
of order n with a vertex v of degree 3 has no OPPDC then there exists a graph of
order n — 1 which has no OPPDC either.

Theorem B. [5] Let G be a graph, v € V(G) be a vertex of degree 3, and N(v) =
{z,y, 2} induces K3 in G. If G\ v has an OPPDC then G has also an OPPDC.

Theorem C. [5] Let G be a graph, v € V(G) be a vertex of degree 3, N(v) =
{z,y,2}, and e = zz ¢ E(G). If (G \ v)U{e} has an OPPDC then G also has an
OPPDC.

Also in [5] the properties of a minimal counterexample to the OPPDC conjecture
are studied.

Theorem D. [5] If G is the minimal counterezample to the OPPDC conjecture,
then §(G) > 4.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Section [2] the properties of the minimal
counterexample to the OPPDC conjecture are studied and proved that such graphs
are 2-connected and 3-edge-connected. In Section [3] some sufficient conditions for a
graph to admit an OPPDC are provided.

2 The minimal counterexample to the OPPDC conjecture

In this section, among some other results, we prove that the minimal counterexample
to the OPPDC conjecture is 2-connected and 3-edge-connected.

The complete graphs K3 and K5 are only known examples of connected graphs
which have no OPPDC. By Theorem [Alii), K5, has an OPPDC. It is known
that every symmetric orientation of Ks,.2, n > 3, has a decomposition into 2n + 1
directed Hamiltonian cycles [8]. This decomposition forms an OPPDC for Ko, 1,
n > 3, by deleting a fix vertex from each cycle.

By Theorem [Al(vi), if every block of graph G has an OPPDC, then G also has
an OPPDC. Let G be the minimal counterexample to the OPPDC conjecture.
Therefore, GG, either is 2-connected or at least one of its blocks is K3 or K5. In the
following theorem, we show that the latter can not be happen.

For every OPPDC of a connected graph G, say P, and every vertex v € V, let
P? and P, denote the paths in P beginning and ending with v, respectively. Also
note that we can assume in an OPPDC directed paths of length zero are presented
only at isolated vertices.



Theorem 1. Let G = ByU...UBy and B;’s be blocks of G. If for each i, 1 <i <k,
B; has an OPPDC or B; = K3 or Ks, then G has an OPPDC.

Proof. Suppose G = By U...U By and B;’s are blocks of GG. If every block of
G has an OPPDC, then by Theorem [Alvi), G also has an OPPDC. Otherwise, at
least one of B;’s is K3 or K5. We prove the statement by induction on k.

If k=2 and By = By = K3, where V(B;) = {u,v,w} and V(Bs) = {w, z,y}, then,
P = {uwzxy, ywou, rw, wuv, vwyz} is an OPPDC of G.

If k =2, By = K5 and By = K3, where V(By) = {u,v,w,z,y} and V(By) = {v, s, t}.
Let G’ = By \ {e = uv}. Then the following is an OPPDC of G’,

P’ = {uyrw, yvwur, wrvyu, TYwv, vIUWY }.

Consider four new directed paths. P! = tsvuP™, P, = vt, P, = uvs, and P® =
stvP". The following is an OPPDC of G,

P =P U{P. PP P)\ (PP,

If k =2and By = By = K5, where V(B1) = {u,v,w,z,y} and V(By) = {u/,v,w', 2, y'}.
Then the following is an OPPDC of G,

P = {uzwyvy'w'z'v, ywruvu' 2wy, 2'vx, vou, ryvwow' vy’ wuyzvx'y'v'w’ wow,

y'v, vy}
Now let G = G U Gg, where G; = K3 and (G has an OPPDC. Assume that
V(K3) = {u,v,w}, v is a cut vertex, and P is an OPPDC of G3. Now we define
four new directed paths P, = Pyowu, P* = wv, P’ = vuw, and PY = wouPy.
Therefore,
P =Py U{P,, P* P’ P} \{P), P}

is an OPPDC of G.

Finally, let G = G; U G5, where G; = K5 and G5 has an OPPDC. Assume that
V(K5) = {u,v,w,z,y}, vis a cut vertex, and Py is an OPPDC of G;. Also let P’ be
the OPPDC of K5 \ {e = uv} as given in above. Consider two new directed paths
P, = Py,vuP™ and P" = uwvPj. Thus,

P =P UPU{Py,, P} \{Py, Py, P"}

is an OPPDC of G.

For k > 3, the result is obtained by the induction hypothesis, Theorem [A|vi) and
the above argument. [ ]

Theorem [Il implies that the minimal counterexample to the OPPDC conjecture has
no cut vertex.



Corollary 1. The minimal counterexample to the OPPDC conjecture is 2-connected.

Moreover, Theorem [I] directly concludes the following corollaries. A block graph is
a graph for which each block is a clique.

Corollary 2. Fvery block graph has an OPPDC.

Since the line graph of every tree is a block graph, we have the following corollary.
Corollary 3. For every tree T', L(T) has an OPPDC.

For line graphs the following result is also obtained from Theorem [A(ii).

Corollary 4. If the degree of no adjacent vertices in G have the same parity, then
the line graph L(G) has an OPPDC.

The following lemmas are necessary to prove our next theorem.

Lemma 1. If G; = Gy = K5 and G = G; U Gy U {wu/, vv'}, where {u,v} € V(Gy)
and {u',v'} € V(G,), then G has an OPPDC.

Proof. Let G; = Gy = K5, V(G1) = {u,v,w,z,y}, and V(Gq) = {u/, v, w', 2, y/'}.
Therefore the following is an OPPDC of G = G; U Gy U {uu/, vv'}.
P = {uzywvv'y'v'z'w’, xowu, wruvy, yuu', vuwyz, v'z'y'w' v uyvrw, v w'' w'd vy

y'v'v, uvw'y' 2} [

Lemma 2. Let G; = K5 and Gy be a graph with an OPPDC. If G = G; U Gy U
{wu', vv'}, where {u,v} € V(Gy) and {u',v'} € V(Gy), then G has an OPPDC.

Proof. Let V(Gy) = {u,v,w,z,y}, P’ be the OPPDC of G \ {e = uv} given in
the proof of Theorem [, and P, be an OPPDC of G5. Now set four new directed
paths. P, = Py, u/uv, P* = wu/, Py = P'vv/, and P, = Py,v'vuP™. Thus,

P:P/UPQU{Puvpvupunpv’}\{P/H7P;7P2u’7p2v’}
is an OPPDC of G. ]

By Corollary [I], the minimal counterexample to the OPPDC conjecture is bridgeless,
therefore if G has an edge cut F of size 2, then the edges of F' are vertex disjoint.
In the next theorem, we show that G has no vertex disjoint edge cut of size 2.

Theorem 2. The minimal counterexample to the OPPDC conjecture is 3-edge-
connected.



Proof. Let GG be the minimal counterexample to the OPPDC conjecture. Suppose,
on the contrary, that G has an edge cut of size 2, say F'. By Corollary [l F'is vertex
disjoint. Let F' = {uwv,wzx}, and G; and G2 be the components of G\ F' such that
u,w € V(Gy).

If G1 and G5 have no OPPDC, then by minimality of G' and by Theorem [D| G
and (G5 are isomorphic to K5. Therefore by Lemma [I, G has an OPPDC which is a
contradiction. Now without loss of generality, suppose that only G; has an OPPDC.
By minimality of G' and Theorem [D G5 is isomorphic to Kj5; thus by Lemma 2 G
has an OPPDC which is a contradiction.

It remains to consider the case that, G; and G5 have an OPPDC. Assume that P;
is an OPPDC of GG;, @ = 1,2. Now we define four new directed paths P = P, uv Py,
PY =vu, P' = Pi,wzPy, and P* = zw. Therefore,

73:PlUP2U{P,P,’PU’PI}\{Plu’le’Pé)’sz}

is an OPPDC of G. This contradiction implies that G is 3-edge-connected. [ ]

3 Some sufficient conditions for existence of an OPPDC

In this section, we prove some sufficient conditions for a graph to admit an OPPDC.
Since the minimal counterexample to the OPPDC conjecture is 2-connected, first
we consider the OPPDC conjecture for 2-connected graphs.

An ear-decomposition of a 2-connected graph G is a decomposition of E(G) to
subgraphs Gp = Cy C G; C ... C G = G such that Cy is a cycle and for 4,
2 <i<k, G;\ G is asimple path in G;, with only two end vertices in G;_;.

Theorem 3. If a 2-connected graph G has an ear-decomposition Gy = Cy C G C

... C Gy = G such that G;\ G;_1 = P; is a path of length at least 2, fori=1,... k,
and Cy # K3z, then G has an OPPDC.

Proof. We prove the statement by induction on k. For k£ = 0, GG is a cycle and the
following is an OPPDC of cycle C' = [v1,vq, ..., v,].

P = {0pUn_1, Un_1Un—2 . . . V2V1Vp, Vpp—2Up_10p 01 } U (U?;f{vivm}) :

Now by induction on k and by Theorem[Alvii) and (iii), an OPPDC of G is obtained.
]

The following corollary provides a condition for every ear decomposition of the
minimal counterexample to the OPPDC conjecture.



Corollary 5. Every ear-decomposition of the minimal counterexample to the OPPDC
conjecture has at least one ear of length 1.

Theorem 4. Let G be a connected graph. If E(G) is partitioned to a cycle C
of length at least 4 and a connected graph G' such that G' has an OPPDC and
[V(CY\ V(G| > 2, then G also has an OPPDC.

Proof. If |V(C)NV(G")| = 1, then by Theorem [Al(vi), G has an OPPDC. Now,
suppose that |V (C)NV(G")| > 2. Let P’ be an OPPDC of G’ and C' = [vy, va, . . ., vg).

If there exist two vertices v; and v; , ¢ < j, in V(C) \ V(G’) and two vertices
v, and v, in V(C) N V(G’) both are in the same segment of C' divided by v; and
vj, then without loss of generality, we can assume that 1 < i < j <r < s < k.
Thus, we can find an OPPDC for G as follows. Let PY = v;0;_10;_o ... v, PV, PV =
VsVs—1 ... 0, PY =vjv;49...0, P and P" = v,0,41...v;. Now, let PYi and Pvs
be the collections of directed paths obtained by separating the paths PY and P"s
on the vertices of V/(C) \ (V(G') U{v;}). Thus, the following is an OPPDC of G,

P =P UP"UP" U{PY P"}\{P", P"}.
Otherwise, C' = [vy, v2,v3,v4] and V(C) N V(G’) = {v1,v3}. In this case, we define

four new directed paths P, = vjv40309, PY2 = vou PV, P% = wv,vi0v9v5, and
2 302, ’ 3

P,, = P,,v3vy. Now, the following is an OPPDC of G.
P =P U{P,, P> P" P, }\{P" P,}.

Corollary 6. Let G be a connected graph. If E(G) is partitioned to a collection of
cycles {Cy, Cy, ..., Cy} such that for eachi, 2 <i <k, |V(C;)\U;<;V(C;)| > 2 and
C) # K3, then G has an OPPDC.

In the following theorem, we give a sufficient condition for the existence of an
OPPDC in graphs of minimum degree at most three.

Theorem 5. If G # Kj is a graph with A(G) < 4 and §(G) < 3, then G has an
OPPDC.

Proof. We proceed by induction on the order of graph, n. For n = 2 the statement
is trivial. For n > 3, suppose deg(v) = 0(G) < 3. If d(v) =1 or 2, then G' = G\ v
is a graph of order n — 1, A(G’) < 4, and 6(G’) < 3. Therefore, by the induction
hypothesis G’ has an OPPDC, and by Theorem [A[vii), G also has an OPPDC.

Let deg(v) = 3 and N(v) = {x,y,z}. Now, if N(v) induces K3, then by the
induction hypothesis and by Theorem Bl G has an OPPDC. Otherwise, let e = zz ¢
E(G). Thus by the induction hypothesis, G \ v U {e} has an OPPDC. Therefore by
Theorem [C] G admits an OPPDC. [ |



Corollary 7. Every separable 4-regular graph has an OPPDC.

Proof. If G is a separable 4-regular graph, then every block, G', of GG is a graph
with A(G") < 4 and §(G’) < 3. Therefore, by Theorems [ and [Al(vi), G has an
OPPDC. -

Following theorem guarantees the exsitence of an OPPDC for the large family of
graphs. The Cartesian product, GOH of two graphs G and H is the graph with vertex
set V(G) x V(H) and two vertices (u,v) and (z,y) are adjacent if and only if either
u=xand vy € E(H), or ur € E(G) and v = y. In the following theorem we prove
that the existence of an OPPDC for two graphs G' and H, provides an OPPDC for
the Cartesian product of G and H.

Theorem 6. If G and H have an OPPDC, then GOH also has an OPPDC.

Proof. Suppose that P and Q are the OPPDC of G and H, respectively. Let
R ={P.Q" : (u,v) € V(GOH)}, where P, € P is the directed path ends with u
in the copy of G in GOH corresponding to the vertex v in H, and Q¥ € Q is the
directed path strats from v in the copy of H in GOH corresponding to the vertex u
in G. It can be seen that every directed edge of the symmetric orientation of GOH

is covered by one path in R and every vertex (u,v) appears just once as a beginning
and once as an end of a path in R. Therefore, R is an OPPDC of GOH. |
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Corollary 8. If G has an OPPDC, then G' = GO---0OG also has an OPPDC.

Theorem [0 concludes that the OPPDC conjecture holds for some well known
families of graphs, such as Cartesian product of cycles, paths, wheels, complete
graphs, and complete bipartite graphs. In the following an OPPDC for the complete
bipartite graph is given.

Theorem 7. Every K, ,, has an OPPDC.

Proof. Let V(K, ) = {v1,...,vp w1, ..., wy} and E(K,,,) = {vw; : 1 <i<
n, 1 < j < m}. We proceed by induction on m. Define P} = viwi, P} = wv,
and P, = v;w1v;_1, for 2 <7 < n. Therefore,

Por = {PY, Py - 1<i<n}

n,>+n1 -

is an OPPDC of K, ;.
Now for m > 2, define P}t = viwy, Plm = wnv, Py, 1, P, = viwmvi_lPngf_l,
for 2 < i <mn, and Py, = P::,jn_l, for 2 < j <m — 1. Thus,

Prn = AP0 P+ 1 <0<, 1 <5 <m},
is an OPPDC of K, ,,,. [
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