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Abstract

In [Graphs Combin. 24 (2008) 469-483.], the third author and the fifth
author conjectured that if G is a k-connected graph such that o;1(G) >
[V(G)|+ k(G)+ (k—2)(a(G) —1), then G contains a Hamiltonian cycle, where
0k+1(G), k(G) and a(G) are the minimum degree sum of k + 1 independent

vertices, the connectivity and the independence number of G, respectively. In
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this paper, we settle this conjecture. This is an improvement of the result
obtained by Li: If G is a k-connected graph such that o;41(G) > |[V(G)| +
(k —1)(a(G) — 1), then G is Hamiltonian. The degree sum condition is best
possible.

1 Introduction

1.1 Degree sum condition for graphs with high connectivity

to be Hamiltonian

In this paper, we consider only finite undirected graphs without loops or multiple
edges. For standard graph-theoretic terminology not explained, we refer the reader
to [5].

A Hamiltonian cycle of a graph is a cycle containing all the vertices of the graph.
A graph having a Hamiltonian cycle is called a Hamiltonian graph. The Hamilto-
nian problem has long been fundamental in graph theory. Since it is NP-complete,
no easily verifiable necessary and sufficient condition seems to exist. Then instead
of that, many researchers have investigated sufficient conditions for a graph to be
Hamiltonian. In this paper, we deal with a degree sum type condition, which is one
of the main stream of this study.

We introduce four invariants, including degree sum, which play important roles for
the existence of a Hamiltonian cycle. Let GG be a graph. The number of vertices of G
is called its order, denoted by n(G). A set X of vertices in G is called an independent
set in GG if no two vertices of X are adjacent in G. The independence number of G is
defined by the maximum cardinality of an independent set in G, denoted by a(G).
For two distinct vertices x,y € V(G), the local connectivity kg(z,y) is defined to
be the maximum number of internally-disjoint paths connecting x and y in G. A
graph G is k-connected if kg(x,y) > k for any two distinct vertices z,y € V(G).
The connectivity k(G) of G is the maximum value of k for which G is k-connected.
We denote by Ng(x) and dg(x) the neighbor and the degree of a vertex z in G,
respectively. If a(G) > k, let

01(G) = min { Z de(z): X is an independent set in G with |X| = k};

zeX

otherwise let o1 (G) = +00. If the graph G is clear from the context, we simply write
n, a, k and oy, instead of n(G), a(G), k(G) and ok (G), respectively.

One of the main streams of the study of the Hamiltonian problem is, as mentioned
above, to consider degree sum type sufficient conditions for graphs to have a Hamil-
tonian cycle. We list some of them below. (Each of the conditions is best possible
in some sense.)



Theorem 1. Let G be a graph of order at least three. If G satisfies one of the
following, then G is Hamiltonian.

(i) (Dirac [7]) The minimum degree of G is at least %.
(ii) (Ore [12]) 09 > n.
(iii) (Chvétal and Erdés [0]) a < k.

(k+1D)n—1)

(iv) (Bondy []) G is k-connected and o1 > 5

(v) (Bauer, Broersma, Veldman and Li [2]) G is 2-connected and 05 > n + k.

To be exact, Theorem [I] (iii) is not a degree sum type condition, but it is closely
related. Bondy [3] showed that Theorem [ (iii) implies (ii). The current research
of this area is based on Theorem [I] (iii). Let us explain how to expand the research
from Theorem [ (iii): Let G be a k-connected graph, and suppose that one wants to
consider whether G is Hamiltonian. If a < k, then it follows from Theorem [ (iii)
that G is Hamiltonian. Hence we may assume that @ > k + 1, that is, G has an
independent set of order k£ + 1. Thus, it is natural to consider a oy, condition for
a k-connected graph. Bondy [4] gave a oy condition of Theorem [ (iv).

In this paper, we give a much weaker oy condition than that of Theorem [ (iv).

Theorem 2. Let k be an integer with k > 1 and let G be a k-connected graph. If
Grt =+ R (k= 2)(a - 1),
then G is Hamiltonian.

Theorem 2l was conjectured by Ozeki and Yamashita [I5], and has been proven for
small integers k: The case k = 2 of Theorem [2] coincides Theorem [] (v). The cases
k =1 and k = 3 were shown by Fraisse and Jung [§], and by Ozeki and Yamashita
[15], respectively.

1.2 Best possibility of Theorem

In this section, we show that the 0., condition in Theorem [2] is best possible in
some senses.

We first discuss the lower bound of the 041 condition. For an integer [ > 2
and [ vertex-disjoint graphs Hy,..., H;, we define the graph H; + --- + H; from
the union of Hi,..., H; by joining every vertex of H; to every vertex of H;,; for
1 <i<[—1. Fix an integer k > 1. Let x, m and n be integers with £ < kK < m
and 2m +1 < n < 3m — k. Let Gy = Kp_om + K, + K., + K,p_r, where K



denotes a complete graph of order [ and K, denotes the complement of K;. Then
a(Gy) =m+1, k(Gy) = k and

o1(G1) = (n—2m—1+4+kK)+km
= n(Gl) + H(Gl) + (k — 2)(0[(G1) — 1) — 1.

(Note that it follows from condition “n < 3m — k” that n —2m — 14+ xk < m.) Since
deleting all the vertices in K, and those in K,,_, breaks G; into m + 1 components,
we see that G; has no Hamiltonian cycle. Therefore, the 4,1 condition in Theorem
is best possible.

We next discuss the relation between the coefficient of x and that of « — 1. By
Theorem [I] (iii), we may assume that o > x + 1. This implies that

n+r+k—-2)(a-—1)>n+(1+e)k+(k—2—¢)(a—1)

for arbitrarily € > 0. Then one may expect that the o4y, condition in Theorem
can be replaced with “n + (1 +¢)xk + (kK —2 —¢)(aw — 1)” for some € > 0. However,
the graph (; as defined above shows that it is not true: For any € > 0, there exist
two integers m and k such that e(m — k) > 1. If we construct the above graph G,
from such integers m and x, then we have

ok+1(G1) = n+r+(k—2)m—1
= n+(1+e)k+(k—2—em—1+¢c(m—k)
> n(Gr) + (14 e)k(Gr) + (k=2 —¢e)(a(Gy) — 1),

but G is not Hamiltonian. This means that the coefficient 1 of k and the coeflicient
k — 2 of a — 1 are, in a sense, best possible.

1.3 Comparing Theorem [2] to other results

In this section, we compare Theorem 2 to Theorem [I] (iv) and Ota’s result (Theorem
3.

We first show that the o4y; condition of Theorem [2 is weaker than that of
Theorem [ (iv). Let G' be a k-connected graph satisfying the oy condition of
Theorem [I] (iv). Assume that @ > (n + 1)/2. Let X be an independent set of
order at least (n + 1)/2. Then |[V(G)\ X| < (n —1)/2 and |V(G) \ X| > k
since V(G) \ X is a cut set. Hence (n+ 1)/2 > k + 1, and we can take a sub-
set Y of X with |Y| = k+ 1. Then Ng(y) C V(G) \ X for y € Y, and hence

> oyey daly) < (B + DIV(G)\ X| < (k+1)(n —1)/2. This contradicts the og
condition of Theorem [I] (iv). Therefore n/2 > «. Moreover, by Theorem [II (iii), we



may assume that o > k 4 1. Therefore, the following inequality holds:

ot > (k+1)2(n—1)
_ n_1+(k—1)2(n—1)
> n_1+(k5—1)(22a—1)
> n—14+(k—1)(a—1)
> n+rk+(k—2)(a—1)—1

Thus, the ox,1 condition of Theorem [ (iv) implies that of Theorem [2
We next compare Theorem [2] to the following Ota’s result.

Theorem 3 (Ota [13]). Let G be a 2-connected graph. If o1 > n+ (1 — 1) for all
integers | with | > k, then G is Hamiltonian.

We first mention about the reason to compare Theorem [ to Theorem [Bl Li
[T0] proved the following theorem, which was conjectured by Li, Tian, and Xu [I1].
(Harkat-Benhamadine, Li and Tian [9], and Li, Tian, and Xu [II] have already

proven the case k = 3 and the case k = 4, respectively.)

Theorem 4 (Li [10]). Let k be an integer with k > 1 and let G be a k-connected
graph. If ox 1 > n+ (k—1)(a — 1), then G is Hamiltonian.

In fact, Li showed Theorem [ just as a corollary of Theorem[Bl Note that Theorem
is, assuming Theorem [] (iii), an improvement of Theorem [4 Therefore we should
show that Theorem [ cannot be implied by Theorem Bl (Ozeki, in his Doctoral
Thesis [14], compared the relation between several theorems, including Theorem [
(i), (ii), (iii) and (v), the case k = 3 of Theorems 2l and @, and Theorem [3)

Let x,r, k, m be integers such that 4 <r, 3 <k < k—2and m = (k+1)(r—2)+4.
Let Go = K1 + Ky + Keym—r + (K + K,.). Then n(Gy) = 2k +2m + 1, k(Gy) = &
and a(G3) = Kk + m. Since

k+k(k+m)—(k+1)(k+m—-r+1) =

)
)

1)—m

(k+1)(r—
= k+D)ir—-1)—(k+1)(r—2)—14

= k-3
> 0

9

it follows that
ok+1(G2) = min{k+k(k+m), (k+1)(k+m—r+1)}
= k+k(k+m)—(k—3)
= 26+2m+1)+r+(k=2)(k+m—1)
= n(Gg) + H(GQ) + (/{7 — 2)(0&(G2) — 1)
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Hence the assumption of Theorem 2 holds. On the other hand, for | = a(Gs) — 1 =
k+m — 1, we have

n(Ge) +1(l—1) —0111(Gs) = 2k+2m+1)+(k+m—1)(k+m—2)
—{k(k+m—r+1)+m(k+m)}
K(r—2)—m+3
k(r—2)—(k+1)(r—2)—4+3

= (k—k=-1(r-2)-1
> (r—2)—1
> 0.

Hence the assumption of Theorem [3] does not hold. These yield that for the graph
G5, we can apply Theorem [2 but cannot apply Theorem [3

2 Notation and lemmas

Let G be a graph and H be a subgraph of G, and let x € V(G) and X C V(G). We
denote by Ng(X) the set of vertices in V(G)\ X which are adjacent to some vertex in
X. We define Ny (z) = Ng(x)NV (H) and dy(z) = |Ng(z)|. Furthermore, we define
Ny (X) = Ng(X)NV(H). If there is no fear of confusion, we often identify H with
its vertex set V(H). For example, we often write G — H instead of G — V(H). For
a subgraph H, a path P is called an H -path if both end vertices of P are contained
in H and all internal vertices are not contained in H. Note that each edge of H is
an H-path.

Let C' be a cycle (or a path) with a fixed orientation in a graph G. For z,y €
V(C), we denote by Clz,y] the path from z to y along the orientation of C. The
reverse sequence of C'[z, y] is denoted by C'[y, z]. We denote Clz, y]—{z,y}, Clz,y]—
{z} and C|z,y] — {y} by C(z,y), C(z,y] and C[z,y), respectively. For z € V(C),
we denote the successor and the predecessor of x on C' by ™ and z~, respectively.
For X C V(C), we define X* = {z* :2 € X} and X~ = {z~ : € X}. Throughout
this paper, we consider that every cycle has a fixed orientation.

In this paper, we extend the concept of insertible, introduced by Ainouche [I],
which has been used for the proofs of the results on cycles.

Let G be a graph, and H be a subgraph of G. Let X(H) = {uv € V(G- H) :
uvy, uve € E(G) for some vyvy € E(H)}, let I(x; H) = {vive € E(H) : zvy, 209 €
EG)}forzeV(G—H),andlet Y(H)={u e V(G- H): dy(u) > a(G)}.

Lemma 1. Let D be a cycle of a graph G. Let k be a positive integer and let
Q1,Qa, . .., Qr be paths of G — D with fized orientations such that V(Q;)NV(Q;) =0
for1 <i < j<k. If the following (I) and (I1) hold, then G[V(DUQ1UQ2U- - -UQ})]
1s Hamiltonian.



(I) For 1 <i <k anda € V(Q;), a € X(D)UY(Q;(a,b;] U D), where b; is the
last vertex of Q;.

(I) For1<i<j<k,zeV(Q;) andy € V(Q;), I(x;D)NI1(y; D) = 0.

Proof. We can easily see that G[V(D U Q1 U Qs U --- U Qy)] contains a cycle D*
such that V(D) U (X(D)NV(Q1UQ2U---UQy)) C V(D*). In fact, we can insert
all vertices of X (D) N V(Q;) into D by choosing the following uy,v; € V(Q;) and
wyw! € E(D) inductively. Take the first vertex u; in X (D) N V(Q;) along the
orientation of @1, and let v; be the last vertex in X (D) N V(Q;) on @ such that
I(uy; D) N I(vy; D) # 0. Then we can insert all vertices of Qq[u,vi] into D. To
be exact, taking wyw; € I(uy; D) N I(vy; D), D} := wiQ1[uy, v1]D[w;, wy] is such a
cycle. By the choice of u; and vy, wyw! ¢ I(x; D) for all z € V(Q; — Q1[uy,v1]),
and X(D)NV(Q; — Q1[ur, v1]) is contained in some component of (1 — Q1 [uy, v1].
Moreover, note that F(D)\{w,w;} € E(D}). Hence by repeating this argument, we
can obtain a cycle Dj of G[V(DUQ,)] such that V(D) U (X(D)NV(Qy)) C V(D;)
and E(D) \ U,ev g, [(z; D) € E(D7). Then by (II), I(z; D) C E(D7) for all
x €V(QaU---UQg). Therefore GIV(DUQUQ2U---UQy)| contains a cycle D*
such that V(D) U (X(D)NV(Q1UQ2U---UQy)) C V(D).

We choose a cycle C' of G[V(D U Q1 U QU ---U Q)] containing all vertices in
V(D)U (X(D)NV(Q1UQ2U---UQy)) so that |C| is as large as possible. Now, we
change the “base” cycle from D to C, and use the symbol (-)* for the orientation of
C'. Suppose that V(Q; — C) # 0 for some i with i € {1,2,...,k}. We may assume
that ¢ = 1. Let w be the last vertex in V(Q; — C) along (. Since C' contains all
vertices in X (D) N V(Q1), it follows from (I) that w € Y (Q1(w,b;] U D), that is,
|Neg(w)NV(Q1(w,b]UD)| > a(G). By the choice of w, we obtain V' (Q1(w, b;]UD) C
V(C). Therefore |Ne¢(w)TU{w}| > |Ng(w)NV(Q1(w,b1]UD)|+1 > a(G)+1. This
implies that Ne(w)™ U {w} is not an independent set in G. Hence wz" € E(G) for
some z € Ng(w) or 2 z5 € E(G) for some distinct 21,2y € Ne(w). In the former
case, let C' = wC[zT, z]Jw, and in the latter case, let C' = wC [z, 25 |C[2], zo]w.
Then C" is a cycle of GIV(DUQ UQU---UQy)] such that V(C) U {w} C V(C"),
which contradicts the choice of C. Thus V(Q1 U Q2 U ---U Q) are contained in C,
and hence C'is a Hamiltonian cycle of G[V(DUQ; U Q2 U+ -- U Qy)]. O

In the rest of this section, we fixed the following notation. Let C' be a longest cycle
in a graph G, and Hy be a component of G—C. For u € N¢(Hy), let v’ € No(Hyp) be
a vertex such that C'(u,u) N Neo(Hp) = 0, that is, v’ is the successor of u in No(Hy)
along the orientation of C.

For u € No(Hy), a vertex v € C(u,u’) is insertible if v € X (Clu/, u])UY (C(v, ul).
A vertex in C'(u,u’) is said to be non-insertible if it is not insertible.

Lemma 2. There ezists a non-insertible vertez in C(u,u’) for u € No(Hy).



Proof. Let u € N¢(Hy), and suppose that every vertex in C'(u,u’) is insertible. Let
P be a C-path joining v and v’ with V/(P)NV (Hy) # 0. Let D = C[v, u|P[u, u'] and
Q = C(u,u). Let v € V(Q). Since v is insertible, it follows that v € X (C[u/, u]) U
Y (C(v,u]). Since Clu/,u] is a subpath of D, we have v € X(D)UY(Q(v,u') U D).
Hence, by Lemma[ll G[V (D UQ)] is Hamiltonian, which contradicts the maximality

of C. O
Uq U
v 1
T 1 1 U1
w-
w
X2 X2
Uy V2 uy U2
(i) (ii)
Uy Uy
v v
X1 1 1 1
we
1 _
’ w "
w1 _
w]_ w2
w2
JF
Woy o T2

Figure 1: Lemma [3]

Lemma 3. Let uy,us € No(Hy) with uy # us, and let x; be the first non-insertible
vertex along C(u;,w}) for i € {1,2}. Then the following hold (see Figure[d).

(i) There ezists no C-path joining vy € C(uy, 1] and vy € C(uq, xs]. In particular,
T1T2 ¢ E(G)

(ii) If there exists a C-path joining vy € C(uy, x1] and w € C(vy,us], then there
exists no C-path joining va € C(us, x2] and w™.

(iii) If there exist a C-path joining vy € C(uy, 1] and wy € C(v1,u2) and a C-path
joining v € C(ug, z2] and we € Clwy,us), then there exists no C-path joining
wy and wy .



(iv) If for each i € {1,2}, there exists a C-path joining v; € C(u;,x;] and w; €
C(vy, u3—i], then there exists no C-path joining wy and wy .

Proof. Let Py be a C-path which connects u; and ug, and V(FPy) NV (Hy) # 0.
We first show () and (). Suppose that the following (a) or (b) holds for some
v; € C(ug,z1] and some vy € C(ug, xs]: (a) There exists a C-path P; joining vy
and vy. (b) There exist disjoint C-paths P, joining v; and w, and Pj joining vz
and w~ for some [ € {1,2} and some w € C(uv;,us_;]. We choose such vertices
vy and vy so that |Cluy, vi]| + |Clug, ve]| is as small as possible. Without loss of
generality, we may assume that [ = 1 if (b) holds. Since N¢(Hp) N {vy,v9} = 0,
(V(P)UV(P) UV (Ps)) NV (Py) = ). Therefore, we can define a cycle

Py[vy, va]Clug, uy] Poluy, U2]%[U2, vq] if (a) holds,
D= & . = ,
Ps[vy, w]Cw, ug) Pylug, ui) C'[uy, vo] Ps[va, w™ | C'lw™,v1] otherwise.

For i € {1,2}, let Q; = C(u;,v;). By Lemma [2] we can obtain the following
statement (1), and by the choice of v; and vy, we can obtain the following statements

(2)-(5):

(1) Ne(z) N Py(ug,ug) =0 for z € V(Q1 UQ2).

(2) Ng(x) N (Py(vy,ve) U Pa(vy,w) U P3(vg,w™)) =0 for z € V(Q1 UQ-).
(3) xy ¢ E(G) for x € V(Q1) and y € V(Q2).

(4) I(z;C) N I(y;C) =0 for x € V(Qy) and y € V(Q).

(5) If (b) holds, then w~=w & I(z; C) for z € V(Q1 U Q).

Let a € V(Q;) for some 7 € {1,2}. Note that each vertex of Q); is insertible, that
is, a € X (Clul,u;)) UY(C(a,u;]). We show that a € X (D)UY (Q;(a,v;) U D). If
a € X(C[u},u;)]), then the statements (3) and (5) yield that a € X (D). Suppose
that a € Y(C(a,u]). By (3), Ne(a) N Cla,u;] € Ne(a) N (Qi(a,v;) U D). This
implies that a € Y(Qi(a,v;) U D). By (1), (2) and (4), I(z; D) N I(y; D) = { for
x € V(Qy) and y € V(Q2). Thus, by Lemma[ G[V(D U QU Q>)] is Hamiltonian,
which contradicts the maximality of C'.

By using similar argument as above, we can also show (i) and (ivl). We only
prove (). Suppose that for some v; € C(uy,z1] and vy € C(ug, x5, there exist
disjoint C-paths Pj[vy, wy], Ps[va, ws] and Psfwy ,wy | with wy € C'(v1,us) and wsy €
Clwy,ug). We choose such vy and vy so that |Cluy, vi]| 4+ |Clug, v2]| is as small as
possible. Let @Q; = C(u;,v;) for i € {1,2}. Then by Lemma B [{l), zy ¢ E(G)
for x € V(Q1) and y € V(Q2). By the choice of v; and v, and Lemma B (),
wywy , wawy & I(x; Clog, ug]) U I(y; Clog, ug) for z € V(Qy) and y € V(Q2). B



Lemma B [{) and [), (z; Clvy, ug) U Clva, u1]) N I(y; Cloy, ug] U Clug, uy]) = 0 for
x € V(Q1) and y € V(Q3). Hence by applying Lemma [I] as

- -
D = Pi[uv, w1]0[w1,w2]F2[w2, 2] Clvg, ur] Polus, uz]C[uz,w;]E[w;,wf] Clwy, 1],

(1 and @9, we see that there exits a longer cycle than C, a contradiction. O

3 Proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem[4. The cases k = 1, k = 2 and k = 3 were shown by Fraisse and
Jung [§], by Bauer et al. [2] and by Ozeki and Yamashita [I5], respectively. Therefore,
we may assume that k£ > 4. Let G be a graph satisfying the assumption of Theorem
2l By Theorem [ (iii), we may assume a(G) > k(G)+ 1. Let C be a longest cycle in
G. If C is a Hamiltonian cycle of GG, then there is nothing to prove. Hence we may
assume that G — V(C) # 0. Let H =G — V(C) and zy € V(H). Choose a longest
cycle C' and xg so that

do(zp) is as large as possible.

Let Hy be the component of H such that xy € V/(Hy). Let
Ne(Hp) = U = {uy,ug, ..., Uy}
Note that m > k(G) > k. Let
My ={0,1,...,m} and M; = {1,2,...,m}.

Let u, be the vertex in Ng(Hp) such that C(u;,u;) N Ne(Hp) = 0. By Lemma
2, there exists a non-insertible vertex in C'(u;,u}). Let z; € C(u;,u}) be the first

i

non-insertible vertex along the orientation of C' for each ¢ € M, and let
X ={x,29,...,Tm}.
Note that de(xg) < |U| = |X|. Let

D; = C(us, x;) for each i € My, and D = | J D.

i€ My
We check the degree of x; in C' and H. Since z; is non-insertible, we can see that

By the definition of x;, we clearly have Ny, (z;) = 0 for i € M;. Moreover, by Lemma
(i), Ng(x;) N Ng(x;) =0 for 4,5 € M; with i # j. Thus we obtain

S da(e) < [H| - 1, 2)

i€ Mo

10



and

Z du(x;) < [H| — |Ho|. (3)

i€ My
We check the degree sum in C' of two vertices in X. Let ¢ and j be distinct
two integers in M;. In this paragraph, we let C; = Clz;,u;] and C; = Clzj, w.
By Lemma B (ii), we have Ng,(z;)~ N Ng,(z;) = 0 and Ng, (z;)~ N N, (z:) = 0.
By Lemma B (i), N¢,(z;)~ U Ng,(z;) € C; \ D, N¢,(2;)~ U Ng,(2;) € C; \ D and
Np,(x;) = Np,(x;) = (). Thus, we obtain

de(x;) +do(x;) <|Cl = > |Dyl forid,j € My with i # j. (4)

heMi\{i,j}

By Lemma [3] (i) and since Ny, (x;) = () for i € M;, we obtain the following.
Claim 1. X U{z¢} is an independent set, and hence | X| < o(G) — 1.
Claim 2. |X| > x(G) + 1.
Proof. Let s and t be distinct two integers in M;. By the inequality (@), we have
de(x,) +do(m) <|Cl = > |Dil.
1€ M1\ {s,t}
Let I be a subset of My such that |I| = k4 1 and {0,s,t} C [. By Claim [I]
{z; : 1 € I} is an independent set. By the inequality (II), we deduce
Yo de(z) <Y D+ (- 2)(a(G) - 1),
1€I\{0,s,t} 1€I\{0,s,t}

By the inequality (2]) and the definition of I, we obtain

> dy(a;) < [H[-1.

el

Thus, it follows from these three inequalities that

> da(z) <n+ (k—2)(a(G) — 1) — 1+ de(zo).

i€l
Since 0;11(G) > n+k(G)+ (k—2)(a(G) —1), we have | X| > dc(z) > w(G)+1. O
Let S be a cut set with |S| = k(G), and let V3, V3, ..., V, be the components of
G — S. By Claim 2l we may assume that
there exists an integer [ such that Clu, uj) C V.

By Lemma [3] (i), we obtain

de(z) <[Cn(hus) = |J Diux)n(ius). (5)
i€ M1\ {l}
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By replacing the labels x5 and x3 if necessary, we may assume that x;, o and x3
appear in this order along the orientation of C'. In this paragraph, the indices are
taken modulo 3. From now we let

Ci = C[ZL‘Z, ui+1]

and

W;:={w e V(Cy) : w" € Ng,(x;) and w™ € Ng,(xi11)}

for each ¢ € {1,2,3}, and let W = W; U Wy U W3 (see Figure 2)). Note that
W N (UU{xy,22,23}) =0, by the definition of C; and W; and by Lemma 3] (i).

Wsw

I u1
“ :

x2

(%) Uus

Figure 2: The definition of W.

Claim 3. DUXUWUH CV,US. In particular, xo € V1 U S.

Proof. We first show that D U X UW C V3 US. Suppose not. Without loss of
generality, we may assume that there exists an integer h in M; \ {l} such that
(DrU{zn} U(WNC(p,up))) NVa # 0, say v € (D U{zp} U(WNC(zp,u)))) NVa.
Since v € Vs, it follows from Lemma [ (i) and (ii) that

de(v) <|CN(RUS) = | DiuXx)n(1aus).
ieMi\{h}

Let I be a subset of My \ {h} such that |I| = k and {0,{} C I. By Claim [ and
Lemma 3] (i) and (ii), {x; : ¢ € [} U{v} is an independent set of order k£ + 1. By the

12



above inequality and the inequality (Bl), we obtain

dc(ZL‘l) + dc(’l})
< [CnuRus)+lcns = | DiuX)n(iutpus)|

€M\ {l,h}
= [Ccl+lcnsi—lcn wI-Ic U Diux)n(iulaus)
3<j<p e M1\{l,h}
< lol+lensi-IC I piux)ync vl
€M \{l,h} 3<j<p
-1 U Diux)n(viuvaus)
€M\ {l,h}
< [Cl+s@) = D I v;us)-1xn(J vus)
i€ M1\ {l,h} 1<j<p 1<j<p
< [Cl+K(G) = > |Di| - IX]
ie[\{OJ}
< Cl+K(G) = > D] = do(xo).
1€I\{0,l}

On the other hand, the inequality (1) yields that

> de(z) < ) D]+ (k= 2)(a(G) - 1).

i€I\{0,l} 1€I\{0,l}

By the above two inequalities, we deduce

S de(w) + dolv) < |C] + 5(G) + (k — 2)(a(G) — 1).

icl
Recall that {z; : i € I}U{v} is an independent set, in particular, zo & (J;c; Nu(z;)U
Ng(v). Since Ng(z;) N Ny(z;) = 0 for 4,5 € I with ¢ # j and (U,c; Nu(2i)) N

Ng(v) = 0 by Lemma ] (i) and (ii), it follows that . , dg(2;) + du(v) < |H| - 1.
Combining this inequality with the above inequality, we get >, da(x;) + dg(v) <
n+ k(G) + (k—2)(a(G) — 1) — 1, a contradiction.

We next show that H — Hy C V; U S. Suppose not. Without loss of generality, we
may assume that there exists a vertex y € (H — Hy) N Va. Let Hy, be a component
of H with y € V(H,). Note that H, # Hy. Suppose that N¢(H,) N (Dy U {zy}) # 0
for some h € M; \ {l}. Then Lemma [3 (i) yields that

doly) < 10N (U —1( | DUX)N(15US).
1€ Mi\{h}

Hence, by the same argument as above, we can obtain a contradiction. Thus we may
assume that No(Hy,) N (D; U{z;}) = 0 for all i € M, \ {I}. Then, since y € V, and

13



Dy UA{z;} C Vq, we have

de(y) <|CN (US| - [(|J DiuXx)n(aus)l.
ieM
Let I be a subset of M such that |I| = k and {0,l} C I. Since z; € Vi, y € V5,
H, # Hy and No(Hy) N (D; U {x;}) =0 for all i € My \ {l}, it follows from Claim [
that {z; : 7 € I} U{y} is an independent set of order k + 1. By the above inequality
and the inequality (B), we obtain

de (1) +de(y)
< [Cniuus)+lcns | | DiuXx)n(Viulaus)
e M \{l}
< [Cl+[CnS|= Y |Di| = delxo).

1€I\{0,l}

Therefore, by the above inequality and the inequality (1), we obtain

Y do(x;) +dely) <|C1+]C N S|+ (k= 2)(a(G) - 1).

iel
Since Hy # H, and N¢(Hy,) N (D; U {x;}) = 0 for all ¢ € M, \ {l}, it follows that
(Uier gy Nu(z:)) NV (Hy) = (). Since z; € V1 and y € Vi, we have Ny(x;) NNy (y) C
H N S. Therefore, we obtain

S () + dia(y) < |H| + [HO S|~ 2.

i€l
Combining the above two inequalities, ) .., da(z;) + da(y) < n + K(G) + (kb —
2)(a(G) — 1) — 2, a contradiction.

We finally show that Hy C V; U S. Suppose not. Without loss of generality, we
may assume that there exists a vertex yo € Hy N V5. Then

da(yo) < |UN (VaUS)| + [Hol —1.

Since u; € Vi, we have Hy N S # (). Note that by the above argument, X C V; U S.
Therefore, by Claim 2, [ X NVi| = |X| = |X NS| > k(G)+1—(|S]| = |HoNS|) >
K(G)+1—(k(G)—1) = 2. Let 2, € XNV; with x5 # z;. Let I be a subset of M; such
that |I| = k and {l,s} C I. Then {z; : i € I} U {yo} is an independent set of order
k+1. By Lemmal3 (i), we have No(z;) " N(U\{w}) = 0 and Ne(zs) " N(U\{us}) =0
Since z;,xs € Vi, it follows that (Ne(x;) U No(xs)) N (U N Va) = 0. Therefore, we
can improve the inequality () as follows:

do(x) +de(x,) <[Cl = Y [Di| = [UNVAL.
1€I\{l,s}

14



By the inequality (1) and the inequality (3),

S delw) < Y IDI+(k=2)(@(G) = 1) and Y du(e) < |H| — [Hy.

ie€I\{l,s} 1eI\{l,s} el

Hence, by the above four inequalities, we deduce dg(yo) +>_,c; da(xi) < n+k(G) +
(k —2)(a(G) — 1) — 1, a contradiction. O

By Claim [3]
there exists an integer r such that C(z,,u.] N U, V; # 0,
say
P
vg € C(xp,ul] N UVi'
=2
Choose r and vy so that vy # u if possible. Without loss of generality, we may
assume that vy € V5. Note that

dg(vg) < |VoU S| — 1. (6)
Claim 4. d¢(w) < dc(zo) < |X| < a(G) — 1 for each w € W.
Proof. Let w € W. Without loss of generality, we may assume that w € W;. Then

by applying Lemma [ as Q1 = Di, Q2 = D, and

D = 2,Cw™, us) Plus, ul]%[ul,@]%[u}’,xl],

where Plus, uq] is a C-path passing through some vertex of Hy, we can obtain a cycle
C" such that V(C) \ {w} C V(C") and V(C") NV (Hy) # O (note that (I) and (II)
of Lemma [ hold, by Lemma [3] (i) and (ii) and the definition of insertible and D;).
Note that by the maximality of |C|, |C’| = |C|. Note also that de/(w) > do(w). By
the choice of C' and x(, we have de(w) < de (), and hence by Claim [[l and the fact
that de(xg) < |X|, we obtain do(w) < do(zg) < | X| < a(G) — 1. O

By Lemma [ and Claim [3] we have
Y dulz) + ) du(w) < [H| = [{zo}| = |[HN (VU S)| - 1. (7)
i€ My weW
Moreover, by Lemma [3] and Claim [I], the following claim holds.
Claim 5. X UW U {x} is an independent set.

We now check the degree sum of the vertices x1, x5 and z3 in C. In this para-
graph, the indices are taken modulo 3. By Lemma [ (ii), (N¢,(z;)~ U Ng, (z41)7) N
Ne,(zi40) = 0 for i € {1,2,3}. Clearly, N¢,(x;)” N Ng,(x;11)t = W; and Ng, ()" U
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X1 Uy

LBIBJ‘

€3
u9 Uz
T2

Figure 3: The definition of L.

Ne, (2i11) "UNg, (#i12) € C;U{wy, }. By LemmaBl (i), (Ne, (2:)"UNg, (2i42))ND; =
() for i € {1,2,3} and j € M;. For i € {1,2,3}, let

L, = {:L’j € X\ {wip1}: NCi('ri+1>+ ND; # @}

and let L = J;c(y 55 Li (see Figure ).
Note that L N {z1, 22,23} = @ and W N L = () by Lemma [ (i). Therefore the
following inequality holds:

de,(w1) + dey(w2) + de, (w5) < |Cif + [Wil + 1= ) |Cin Dyl + | Li|
JjEM;

for i € {1,2,3}. By Lemma[3 (i), we have N¢(z;) N D; = 0 for 4,5 € M, with i # j,
and hence

dp,(x1) + dp,(x2) + dp,(x5) < | D]
for i € {1,2,3}. Let I be a subset of My such that I N {1,2,3} = 0. Let L; =
Ln{xz; :i e I}. Note that |[LN{x;}| —|D;| <0 for each i € M; \{1,2,3}. Thus, we
deduce

3
do(a1) + do(wz) +de(rs) < Y (G + Wil +[Lil +1= Y |CinDy| + |Dy])

=1 JEMy
= [Cl+|W|+IL|-= > |Dif+3
1€M1\{1,2,3}
< |Cl+ W+ L= D> |Di|+3 (8)
1€I\{0}
< |C|+ W] +3. (9)

Claim 6. [W|+ |L| > k(G) —2 > 1.

Proof. Let I be a subset of My such that |I| =k — 2 and I N {1,2,3} = 0. Suppose
that [W|+|L;| < k(G)—3. By Claim [ {x; : ¢ € [} U{x1, 22,23} is an independent
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set of order k + 1. By the inequality (8], we obtain
de (1) + do(s) + do(ws) < [Cl+r(G)= > |Dil.
ie1\{0}
Therefore, this inequality, the inequalities (Il) and (2) and Claim @ yield that

Z de(z) + ) de(z) < n+r(G)+ (k—2)(a(G)—1) -1,

iel
a contradiction. Therefore |W|+ |L| > |W|+ |L;| > &(G) — 2. O
Claim 7. d¢(xo) = |U| = |X| = «(G) — 1. In particular, No(xg) = U.

Proof. Suppose that deo(xg) < a(G) — 2. In this proof, we assume z; = 27 (recall
that [ is an integer such that Cfu;,u;) C Vj, see the paragraph below the proof of
Claim [2]). We divide the proof into two cases.

Case 1. |W| >k — 3.
Subclaim 7.1. |[W| < k(G) + k — 5.

Proof. Suppose that |W| > k(G) + k — 4. By Claim [3, we obtain

(WU {xg, x1, 22, 23}) N V1| = |W U {xo, 1,22, 23} — |(W U{z0, 21, 22, 23}) N S|
> (k(G)+k—4+4)—k(G) =k

Let W’ be a subset of (W U {xg, x1, 2, x3}) NV} such that |W'| =k and 2, € W'.
Since W/ C V} and vy € V4, it follows from Claim [l that W’ U{wv,} is an independent
set of order k£ 4 1. By the inequality (Bl) and Claims [l and [, we obtain

do(m) < [CNAUS) = D [(Din(Kus)—|XN(1ius)

ieMi\{1}

< [Cnaus) - Y D - IX]
1€{2,3}

< [CnauS) = Y IDi| - de(wo),
1€{2,3}

where wy € W'\ {z1, 29, 23} (note that |W'| = k& > 4). By the inequality (1) and
Claim [4],

> delx)+ > do(w) < Y |IDi| + (k= 2)(a(G) - 1).

zeW’'N{z2,23} weW\{wo,z1,r2,23} 1€{2,3}

By the above two inequalities, we obtain

> do(w) <[CN QUS|+ (k—2)(a(G) - 1).

weW’
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Therefore, since )y dg(w) < |H N (V1 US)| =1 by the inequality (@), it follows
that
> da(w) < [ViUS|+ (k—2)(a(G) = 1) - 1.

weW’
Summing this inequality and the inequality (@) yields that ) . da(w) +dg(ve) <
n+ k(G) + (k — 2)(a(G) — 1) — 2, a contradiction. O

By the assumption of Case 1, we can take a subset W* of W U {xy} such that
|W*| =k — 2. By Claim 5, W* U {xy, x5, x3} is independent. Moreover, by Claim 4]
and the assumption that de(zg) < a(G) — 2, we have

> de(w) < (k= 2)(a(G) - 2).
weW*

By Subclaim [T, summing this inequality and the inequality (@) yields that

Z de(z:) + Y do(w)

weW*

ICl+|W|+34+ (k—=2)(a(G) —2)

ICl+ (k(G)+k=5)+3—(k—2)+ (k—2)(a(G) — 1)

IC| + k(G) + (k —2)(a(G) = 1).

Therefore, since 7 dy(z;) + Y wews da(w) < [H| — 1 by the inequality (1), we
obtain Z?Zl da (i) + pews da(w) < n+k(G)+(k—2)(a(G)—1)—1, a contradiction.

<
<

Case 2. |W| <k —4.

By Claim [0 we can take a subset L* of L such that |L*| = k — 3 — |W|. Let
I ={i:x € L*}. By Claim B, W U L* U {x, 21, 29, x3} is an independent set of
order k + 1. By the inequality (), we have

do(x1) + do(@s) + de(ws) < |Cl+ W+ L[ =D |Di| +3

iel
= [Cl+k=3=)_|D;|+3
el
< O+ K(G) = > |Di|.
iel

On the other hand, it follows from Claim (] the assumption de(xy) < o — 2 and
the inequality (1) that

Y de(w)+ ) do() < (W]+1)((G) =2)+ Y [Dil +|L7](a(G) = 1)

weWU{zo} x€L* iel
= (k=2)(a(G) = 1) = W[ =1+ Z | Dl
< (k=2)(a(G) = 1)+ Z |D;| — 1.
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Thus, we deduce

3

Y do(z)+ Y de(w)+ > do(z) < |Cl+k(G) + (k—2)(a(G) — 1) — 1.

=1 weWU{zo} zeL*

By the inequality (), we obtain

3

S dulz)+ Y du(w)+ Y dy(x) < |H| - 1.

i=1 weWU{zo} rel*

Summing the above two inequalities yields that 30, de(z;) + > weWuino} da(w) +
Y owers da(r) < n+k(G) + (k — 2)(a(G) — 1) — 2, a contradiction.

By Cases 1 and 2, we have do(x9) > a(G) — 1. Since |U| = | X|, it follows from
Claim @ that de(zo) = |U| = | X| = a(G) — 1. In particular, Ne(xg) = U because
Ne(xg) € Neo(Hp) = U. This completes the proof of Claim [7 O

Claim 8. W C X.

Proof. It W\ X # 0, then by Claim [l we have do(zo) < |X| < a(G) — 2, which
contradicts Claim [7l O

Claim 9. If there exist distinct two integers s and t in My such that us € No(xy),
then Ne(xs) N Clug, us) CU.

Proof. Suppose that there exists a vertex z € No(z5) NCluy, us) such that z € U. We
show that X U {x¢, 2"} is an independent set of order | X |+ 2. By Claim [5, we only
show that 2™ ¢ X and 2t ¢ N¢(x;) for each x; € X U {zo}. Since z ¢ U, it follows
from Lemma [3 (i) that 2™ ¢ X. Suppose that z* € Ng () for some x, € X U {xo}.
Since x4 is a non-insertible vertex, it follows that =, # x,. Let z, be the vertex in
C(us, xs] such that z € Ng(zs) and z € Ng(v) for all v € C(us, z5). By Lemma [3]
(ii), we obtain xj, & C[ul, z]. Therefore, x, € C(z,us] U {xo}. If 2, € C(2, uy), then
we let z;, be the vertex in C'(uy,xp] such that 2™ € Ng(z,) and 2t € Ng(v) for all
v € C(up, z). We define the cycle C* as follows (see Figure M)):

<

o = zsg[z,xt]%[us,zh]C[z+,uh]x0<5[ut, zg| if xp € C(z,us),
B zsC[z,xt]g[us, z+]:ch<5[ut, 2] if z, = xo.

Then, by similar argument in the proof of Lemma [B] we can obtain a longer cycle
than C' by inserting all vertices of V(C'\ C*) into C*. This contradicts that C is
longest. Hence 2™ & N¢(xy,) for each x, € X U{xg}. Thus, by Claim [ X U{zg, 2z}
is an independent set of order | X| + 2 = a(G) + 1, a contradiction. O
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Figure 4: Claim

We divide the rest of the proof into two cases.

Case 1. v, ¢ U.

Let Y = Ng(v)N X, and let v = | X| —x(G) — 1. Note that | X| = x(G) +~v+1 >
kE4+~v+4+1and z; € Y since x; € V;.

Claim 10. |Y| > v+ 3.
Proof. Suppose that |Y| < v+42. By the assumption of Case 1, we have xgvy € E(G).
Since |[My| = |X|+1 > k+~v+ 2 and |Y]| < v+ 2, there exists a subset I of

Mo\ {i: z; € Y} such that |I| = k and {0,l} C I. Then {z; : i € I} U{vs} is an
independent set of order k 4 1. By the inequality (Bl) and Claims B and [7, we obtain

de(z) < |CN(VAUS) = > [Di—|X]
1€I\{0,l}

= [CNAUS)|— > |Di| = de(x).

1€I\{0,l}

Therefore it follows from the inequality () that

> do(z) <1CN VA US) + (k= 2)(a(G) - 1).
iel
By the inequality (@), >, du(z;) < |[HN(V4US)|—1. Summing these two inequal-
ities and the inequality (@) yields that
ng(:ci) +da(v2) <n+k(G)+ (k—2)(a(G) — 1) — 2,
el

a contradiction. O
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Recall that r is an integer such that vy € C(x,,ul] NV, (see the paragraph below
the proof of Claim [3)). In the rest of Case 1, we assume that | = 1. If w] # uy, then
let 7 = 2 and uz = u}; otherwise, let r = 3 and let uy be the vertex with uf, = us.

By Claim 8 we have W C X. Hence we obtain Y UW UL C X \ {z1}. Recall
that W N L = (). Therefore, by Claims [6] and [I0, we obtain

YN(WUL) = [Y|[+|W|+|Ll - |YUWUL)|
> 7+3+k(G) =2 — X\ {z1}]
= YH34R(G) —2- ((K(G) +7+1) - 1) = 1.

Hence there exists a vertex z;, € Y N (W U L), that is, vo € Ne(xp) \ U. Since
C(xe,23) N X = 0 and C(x3,21) N X = O if r = 3, either u, € Ng(x1) and uy, €
C(z3,u1) or up, € Ne(xg) and up, € C(xy, uz) holds (especially, if r = 3 then uy, €
Ne(z2) and uy, € C(xq, uz) holds) (see Figure []).

.ﬁL‘l Ul T U1 1 Uy

LA B \ \‘
LI V@va

(i) (ii) (iii)

Figure 5: The case r = 2 and the case r = 3.

If r =2 and u, € No(z1), then vy € Cluy,up) (see Figure [ (i)). If r = 2 and
up € Ne(xg), then ve € Clug, up] (see Figure [ (ii)). If r = 3, then u), € No(z9) and
vy € Clug, up] (see Figure [l (iii)). In each case, we obtain a contradiction to Claim
9

Case 2. vy € U.

We rename z; € X for i > 1 as follows (see Figure [6): Rename an arbitrary
vertex of X as x7. For i > 1, we rename x;;; € X so that u; 11 € Ne(z;) N (U \ {u;})
and |Clu;y1, ;)| is as small as possible. (For z; € X, let z and 7 be the successors
of z; and 2} in X along the orientation of C, respectively. Then by applying Claim
as x1 = x;, o = x, and w3 = =, it follows that W U L # (). By the definition of
o,z and Claim 8, we have Wy = W, = () (note that W N {xy, x9, 23} = (). By the
definitions of zf, z7, L and L, we also have L; = Ly = (). Thus W3 U L3 ;é (. By
Lemma [ (i) and since W U L C X, this implies that N¢(x;) N (U \ {w;}) # (.) Let
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h be the minimum integer such that x4, € C(xp, z1]. Note that this choice implies
h > 2. We rename h vertices in X as {x1,%s,...,2,} as above, and m — h vertices
in X\ {z1,29,..., 2} as {&py1, Tpio, ..., Ty} arbitrarily. Let

Ay = Ap = Clag, ) and A; = Clag, xq) for 2 < i < h.

Let
Ulz{uiEUil’iEXﬂ‘/l}.

If possible, choose x; so that A, N U; = 0.

X1

Figure 6: The choice of {z1,...,z,}.

We divide the proof of Case 2 according to whether h < k or h > k + 1.

Case 2.1. h <k.

By the choice of {xy,...,x,}, we have
Ny () MU C {u;} for 1 <0 < h. (10)
By Claim [@ and (I0)), we obtain
Newa, () € (U \ (AU Aigq)) U D; U {;} for 2 <i < h. (11)

By Lemma[3 (i) and (ii), Na,(x;)” N Ny, (z1) = 0 for 2 < i < h. By Lemmal3 (i),
we have Ny, (z;)” U Ny, (z1) € A; \ D for 3 <i < h. Thus, it follows from (1) that
for3<i<h

de(@;) < (U] = [(Ai U Ai) N Ul + |Di| + 1) + (JAi] = [Ai 0 D] = da,(21)).
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By Lemmaf3l (i) and ([I0), we have N, (x2)” UNa,(x1) C (A2 \ (UUD))U Dy U{u,}.
Thus, by (II), we have

de(ze) < (JU| = [(A2U A3) NU| + |Ds| +1)
+ (|A2] = [AoN (U UD)| + |Dy| + 1 — da,(z1)).

Since |A; N X| = |A; NU], it follows from Lemma B (i) that

day(z1) < [All = AN D] —|A N X]|
= |A|—-|AiNnD|-|ANU|.

By Claim [7, do(z9) = |U| = a(G) — 1. Thus, since h < k, we obtain

Y de(r) < > Al FRUI=2 > JANU+h+ Y [Dil = > [A;nD]

0<i<h 1<i<h 1<i<h 1<i<h 1<i<h
= [Cl+ (h=2)|U|+h+ > |Di| —|D|
1<i<h
< [Cl+k+(h—2)(a(G) = 1)+ Y |[Di| - D).
1<i<h

Let I be a subset of My such that [I| =k + 1 and {0,1,...,h} C I. By Claim [
{z; : i € I} is an independent set of order k + 1. By the above inequality and the
inequality (), we have

D do(z) < |01+ k+ (k—2)(a(G) - 1)

i€l
By the inequality @), > ,c; du(x;) < |[H| — 1. Hence Y, ; da(x;) < |G|+ k(G) +
(k —2)(a(G) — 1) — 1, a contradiction.

Case 2.2. h > k+ 1.

By Claims [Bl and [7], the assumption of Case 2 and the choice of r and v,, we have
", Vi CU = Ne(zp). Since zg € V3 U S by Claim [B] this implies that z¢ € S.

Claim 11. [ X NVj| <k —1.

Proof. Suppose that | X NVij| > k. Let I be a subset of M; such that |I| = k and
I'C{i:z; € XNVi}. Then {x; :i € I} U{ve} is an independent set of order k + 1.
Let s and t be integers in I. Since x4, 2, € Vi, D C V3 U S and UfZQVi C U, the
similar argument as that of the inequality () implies that

de(z,) +de(z) < |CN(VEUS) = Y |Di.
1€l\{s,t}
By the inequalities () and (@), we have >, o do(i) < 3 icpon 1Dil + (b —
2)(a(G)—=1)and ), ., dp(z;) < [HN(VIUS)| =1, respectively. On the other hand,
we obtain dg(ve) < |Vo U S| — 1. By these four inequalities, >, ., dg(z;) + dg(vs) <
n+ k(G) + (k—2)(a(G) — 1) — 2, a contradiction. Therefore [ X NVi| <k —1. O
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Recall Uy = {u; € U : x; € X NVi}. By Claim [}, we have |U;| < k — 1. By the
assumption of Case 2.2 and the choice of 1, we obtain A, N U; = (), and hence we
can take a subset I of {2,3,...,h} such that |I| =k and {i : A; .1 NU; # 0} C 1.
Let

X =A{x;:iel}.

By Claim Bl X; U {x} is an independent set of order k + 1. Let
By = Bpy1 = C(uy,up) and B; = C(u,u;—q) for 2 <i < h.

Then, since |Clu;, u})| > 2 for ¢ € M, \ I, the following inequality holds:

w\zEJ&umm+4m—zN&ummmm)

i€l el
— S IBi|+ 2(|U| -3 BN U|> k.
i€l el

If z; € X; NS, then it follows from Lemma 3] (i) and Claim [@ that
de(z) < (U= 1B:U| = B n ) + (1Bl = {zi}] - (B0 U)*])
— U] +|Bi| - 2/B:NU| - [Bia N U] — 1.
If z; € X; NVy, then, by Lemma B (i) and Claim [
de(z) < (U] =B\ UI= |Bia U = [(UNVa)\ Bl + | Bis N U1 N Va))
+ (1B = {al = |(B:0UYF| = U N Va1 By
- |U|+|Bi|—2|BmU|—|BH1OU1|—1—<|UﬂV2|—|Bi+1ﬂU1ﬂV2|).

Since U NV # 0, we obtain |[U N V,| — |Bixi NUL NV, > 1 for all i € I except for
at most one, and hence

3 (lUﬂVg|—|B,~+1ﬂU1ﬁV2|) > | X; NV - 1.

i€l x; €eXNV]

By the choice of I, we have

Ui = Z|Az’+1 NUL| = Z |Biy1 N UL+ [{u; s 2 € Xpn VY.

iel icl
On the other hand, since xy € S, it follows from Claim [ that
Ui = X0 W] = X\ S = [X] = ((G) = 1).
Moreover, by Claim [7,

de(wo) = |U| = | X[ = a(G) — 1.
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Thus, we deduce

> de(z) < (k+ DU+ B[ -2 |B.NU|

ieIUu{0} iel el
el
= (S iBl+2(U1 - S IBOUY) k) + (k- DI
iel el
_ <Z|Bi+1mU1| + ‘{u, T GXIHWH) +1
iel

O]+ (k = DU + £(G) — |X]
O] + K(G) + (k — 2)(a(G) — 1).

By the inequality @), > ;c;q0y du(zi) < |H|[ — 1. Hence > ;e da(2) < |G| +

k(G) + (k—2)(a(G) — 1) — 1, a contradiction. O
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