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Abstract

Given a graphG = (V,E), for a vertex set S ⊆ V , letN(S) denote the set of vertices in V that
have a neighbor in S. Extending the concept of binding number of graphs by Woodall (1973), for
a vertex set X ⊆ V , we define the binding number of X , denoted by bind(X), as the maximum
number b such that for every S ⊆ X where N(S) 6= V (G) it holds that |N(S)| ≥ b|S|. Given
this definition, we prove that if a graph V (G) contains a subset X with bind(X) = 1/k where k
is an integer, then G possesses a matching of size at least |X |/(k+1). Using this statement, we
derive tight bounds for the estimators of the matching size in planar graphs. These estimators
are previously used in designing sublinear space algorithms for approximating the maching size
in the data stream model of computation. In particular, we show that the number of locally
superior vertices is a 3 factor approximation of the matching size in planar graphs. The previous
analysis by Jowhari (2023) proved a 3.5 approximation factor. As another application, we show
a simple variant of an estimator by Esfandiari et al. (2015) achieves 3 factor approximation of
the matching size in planar graphs. Namely, let s be the number of edges with both endpoints
having degree at most 2 and let h be the number of vertices with degree at least 3. We prove
that when the graph is planar, the size of matching is at least (s+ h)/3. This result generalizes
a known fact that every planar graph on n vertices with minimum degree 3 has a matching of
size at least n/3.

1 Introduction

In the case of bipartite graphs G = (A ∪ B,E), the celebrated Hall’s theorem [6] formulates the
necessary and sufficient conditions for the existence of a perfect matching on A in terms of the size
of the neighborhoods of the subsets of A. Namely, Hall’s theorem states that if for every S ⊆ A
it holds that |N(S)| ≥ |S|, then ν(G) ≥ |A| where ν(G) is size of a maximum matching in G.
For general graphs, perhaps the most relevant result is due to Woodall [10]. In his seminal work,
Woodall defines the binding number of the graph G, denoted by bind(G), as the largest number b
such that for every S ⊆ V (G), where N(S) 6= V (G), it holds that |N(S)| ≥ b|S|. Based on this
definition, Woodall showed the following result.

Theorem 1 (Woodal [10]). Let G be a graph with bind(G) = c ∈ [0, 12 ]. Then ν(G) ≥ c
c+1 |V (G)|.
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(IPM) in Tehran, Iran. This work is supported by IPM under Project Number 98050014.
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1.1 Main result

In this paper, we utilize a similar concept and prove a statement that can be thought of as another
variant of Hall’s theorem for general graphs. For this, we extend the defintion of Woodall’s binding
number to arbitrary subsets of vertices.

Definition 1. Let G = (V,E) be a simple graph. The binding number of the vertex set X ⊆ V ,
denoted by bind(X), is the largest number b such that for every subset S ⊆ X where N(S) 6= V (G),
we have |N(S)| ≥ b|S|.

The following is the main result of this paper.

Theorem 2. Let k ≥ 2 be an integer. Let X be a vertex set in graph G with binding number c = 1
k
.

Then ν(G) ≥ c
c+1 |X|.

We prove Theorem 2 using max-flow min-cut theorem as well as lower bounds for matching
size in trees and unicyclic graphs with bounded degree. Unfortunately our proof strategy only
works when bind(X) = 1

k
for an integer k. We conjecture that a similar statement should hold for

all values bind(X) ∈ [0, 12 ], and leave it as an open question. It is worth noting that Theorem 2
does not immediately follow from Theorem 1. Taking the induced subgraph on X ∪ N(X) is not
sufficient, as its binding number could be much smaller than bind(X). On the other hand, it is not
clear how to apply Woodall’s arguments, which are based on the Tutte-Berge formula [1], to derive
our result from Theorem 1.

1.2 Applications

We now explore some applications of Theorem 2.

Locally superior vertices. Given an undirected graph G = (V,E), the vertex u ∈ V is called
locally superior if u has an adjacent vertex with degree at most deg(u). The set of locally superior
vertices of G is denoted by L(G). The aboricity of the undirected graph G is the minimum number
of forests that cover all edges of G. In [7], it was shown that the number of locally superior vertices
approximates the size of the matching in graphs with bounded arboricity. In particular, it was
shown that when G is planar, we have ν(G) ≤ |L(G)| ≤ 3.5ν(G). Moreover, when the arboricity of
G is bounded by α, it was shown that ν(G) ≤ |L(G)| ≤ (α + 2)ν(G). By utilizing Theorem 2, we
tighten the previous analysis and establish the following theorem. The proof appears in Section 3.

Theorem 3. Let G be a graph and let α ≥ 2 be an integer. We have ν(G) ≤ |L(G)| ≤ 3ν(G) when
G is planar. When the arboricity of G is bounded by α, we have ν(G) ≤ |L(G)| ≤ (α+ 1)ν(G)

As an immediate consequence, this shows that the approximation factor of the algorithm pre-
sented in [7] for planar graphs is in fact 3± ǫ. In a similar fashion, this leads to improved bounds
for approximating ν(G) when G is a bounded arboricity graph in the vertex-arrival streams. In
the vertex-arrival model (also known as the adjacency list model), the input graph is given as a
sequence of vertices in arbitrary order. Each vertex is also accompanied with a list of its neighbors.
In the edge-arrival model (also known as the arbitrary order model), the input graph is given as a
sequence of edges in arbitrary order.
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Another 3 factor approximation. The work by Esfandiari et al. [5] were the first to demon-
strate that the size of the maximum matching in bounded arboricity graphs can be approximated
within a constant factor by considering only the local neighborhood of the vertices and edges of
the graph. More precisely, given a simple graph G, let Ht(G) denote the set of vertices with degree
greater than t and let St(G) denote the set of edges in G with both endpoints having degree at
most t. By applying an extension of the Hall’s theorem for bipartite graphs (see [5, Lemma 3.1]),
Esfandiari et al. showed that ν(G) ≤ |S(2α+3)(G)| + |H(2α+3)(G)| ≤ (5α + 9)ν(G) when the ar-
boricity of G is bounded by α. In particular, since the arboricity of planar graphs is bounded by 3,
setting α = 3, this estimator gives a 24 factor approximation of the matching size in planar graphs.
As another application of Theorem 2, we prove the following inequality which gives a much better
estimation of the matching size in planar graphs.

Theorem 4. For a planar graph G, we have ν(G) ≤ |S2(G)|+ |H2(G)| ≤ 3ν(G).

Matchings in planar graphs with minimum degree 3. It is known that a planar graph on n
vertices with minimum degree 3 has a matching of size at least n/3. This fact was first discovered
by Nishizeki and Baybars [8]. The proof in [8] is based on the famous Tutte–Berge formula [1]. A
different proof, again based on Tutte–Berge formula, for 3-connected planar graphs is given in [3].
Biedl [2] presented a linear-time algorithm for finding a matching of size n/3 in planar graph using
an alternative proof. A straightforward consequence of Theorem 4 leads to another proof of this
fact, which might be of independent interest. It is worth noting that in a graph G with a minimum
degree of 3, the set S2(G) is empty.

2 Proof of Theorem 2

We begin by stating two lemmas that are used in our subsequent arguments.

Lemma 1. Let G a simple graph and X ⊆ V (G) be a set of vertices with bind(X) = 1/k for some

integer k ≥ 1. Then there exists a function f : X → N(X) with the following properties:

• for all x ∈ X, f(x) is an adjacent vertex of x,

• for all y ∈ N(X), |{x : f(x) = y}| ≤ k.

Proof. The proof is a straightforward generalization of the proof of Hall’s theorem using the cele-
brated max-flow min-cut theorem. We construct a single-source, single-destination flow network F
as follows. The vertex set of F is A∪B ∪ {s, t} where s and t are the source and the sink vertices,
respectively. For each x in X, we put a corresponding vertex in A. Likewise, for each y ∈ N(X),
we put a corresponding vertex in B. For each x ∈ A and y ∈ B, we add the edge (x, y) if and only
if y is an adjacent vertex of x in G. The capacity of these edges is set to ∞ (to be precise, a value
greater than |X| suffices here). We add an edge from the source s to all the vertices in A with
capacity 1. Finally, we add an edge from every vertex in B to the sink t with capacity k.

We claim the value of the maximum s-t flow in F is |X|. This claim implies the existence of
an integral s-t flow of value |X|. As a result, the flow on the edges between A and B gives us the
assignment function f with the desired properties.

With regard to our maximum flow claim, suppose the s-t cut (S, T ), where S = {s} ∪ A′ ∪ B′

and T = A′′ ∪B′′ ∪ {t}, is a minimum s-t cut in F . Note that here A′ ∪A′′ = A and B′ ∪B′′ = B.

3
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Figure 1: Instances of graphs discussed in the proof of Lemma 2. (a) A cycle with trees attached
to it. (b) A cycle with single edges attached to it.

By the max-flow min-cut theorem, the capacity of the (S, T ) cut equals the value of the maximum
flow which is at most |X|. From this, we conclude that (S, T ) should not cut any of the infinity
edges between A and B. Hence the capacity of the cut is exactly |A′′| + k|B′|. Also by the same
observation, we have N(A′) ⊆ B′. Hence

c(S, T ) = |A′′|+ k|B′| ≥ |A′′|+ k|N(A′)|.

If N(A′) = V (G), then |B′| = |V (G)|. In this case, clearly c(S, T ) ≥ k|B′| ≥ |X|. Therefore, we
may safely assume that N(A′) 6= V (G). By the fact that X is a vertex set with binding number
1/k, we obtain

c(S, T ) ≥ |A′′|+ k|N(A′)| ≥ |A′′|+ |A′| = |A| = |X|.

Consequently, the value of the maximum s-t flow is |X|, as claimed. This finishes the proof.

Lemma 2. Let k ≥ 3. The following statements are true.

• Let T be a tree of order n with maximum degree k. Then ν(T ) ≥ n−1
k

.

• Let G be a connected graph of order n that has exactly one cycle and its maximum degree is

k. We have ν(G) ≥ n
k
. Here, G may have parallel edges, in which case, we count the only

pair of parallel edges as a cycle.

Proof. The first part follows from a more general fact (see [9, p. 121]) that in a bipartite graph G
with m edges and maximum degree k, we have ν(G) ≥ m/k . For the second part, we provide a
proof by induction on the number of vertices. Consider a connected graph G of order n that has
only one cycle and its maximum degree is k ≥ 3. The base case where n = 2 is clearly true. Note
that we may view G as a collection of trees T1, . . . , Tr that are attached to a simple cycle C. See
Figure 1 (a).

Suppose that, for some i, there is a vertex x ∈ V (Ti) \ V (C) such that deg(x) ≥ 2. We may
assume that x has only one neighbor of degree ≥ 2 and d ≤ k − 1 neighbors of degree 1. Let y
be one of the leaf neighbors. We pick the edge xy as a matching edge and remove x and its leaf
neighbors from G. What remains is a connected graph G′ of order n − (d + 1) that has only one

cycle and maximum degree ≤ k. By induction hypothesis, we have ν(G′) ≥ n−(d+1)
k

. Therefore,

ν(G) ≥ 1 + n−(d+1)
k

= k
k
+ n−d−1

k
≥ n

k
.
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Now suppose there no such vertex x with the conditions mentioned above. In this case, the
trees T1, . . . , Tr are single edges attached to the cycles C. See Figure 1 (b). We distinguish two
cases. In one case G is a simple cycle (the trees are empty). Every cycle of order n has a matching
of size at least n−1

2 ≥ n
k
. Next, suppose that there are some edges attached to the cycle C. Let z

be a vertex in the cycle C that has a neighbor y of degree 1. We pick the edge zy as a matching
edge and remove z and its leaf neighbors from G. Let d ≤ k−1 be the number of vertices removed.
What is left is a tree T ′ of order n − d and maximum degree ≤ k. By the statement in the first
part, we have ν(T ′) ≥ n−d−1

k
. Therefore ν(G) ≥ 1 + n−d−1

k
= k

k
+ n−d−1

k
≥ n

k
. This finishes the

proof.

We are now prepared to prove our main result.

Proof of Theorem 2. Since bind(X) = 1/k, by Lemma 1, there exists a function f : X → N(X)
with the properties described in the statement of the lemma. Let us denote the image of X under
f by f(X).

Consider a directed graph ~H defined in the following way: V ( ~H) = X ∪ f(X) and there is
an edge (x, y) ∈ E( ~H) if f(x) = y. We define the undirected version of ~H, denoted by H, by
simply dropping the directions of the edges in ~H. Note that H may have parallel edges. However,
if we exclude these parallel edges, H is indeed a subgraph of G. Therefore, any matching of H is
also a matching in G. Let H1, . . . ,Ht be the components of H and let ~H1, . . . , ~Ht be the directed
counterparts of these components. We set Xj := X ∩V ( ~Hj) for j = 1, . . . , t. Let us fix an arbitrary
i ∈ {1, . . . , t}. We claim that Hi has a matching of size at least |Xi|/(k+1). Since the components
are vertex-disjoint and we have |X1|+ · · ·+ |Xt| = |X|, proving this claim is sufficient to establish
the theorem. To prove our claim, consider the directed component ~Hi.

First assume that ~Hi is a DAG (directed acyclic graph). Every DAG has a vertex with out-
degree zero. Let u be such a vertex in ~Hi. The vertex u cannot be in X by the definition of ~H.
Hence |Xi| ≤ |V ( ~Hi)| − 1. Note that since ~Hi is a DAG, the undirected version Hi has no parallel
edges. Moreover, its maximum degree is k+1. By Lemma 2 and the previous observation, it follows

that ν(Hi) ≥
|V (Hi)|−1

k+1 = |V ( ~Hi)|−1
k+1 ≥ |Xi|

k+1 .

Therefore, for the rest of the proof, we assume that ~Hi has a directed cycle. In this case, we
will demonstrate that Hi has a particular structure. Specifically, we will show that Hi contains
only one cycle (where we consider parallel edges as a cycle). To achieve this, we need to make a
few observations.

Observation 1. Let e1, . . . , er be a sequence of edges that forms a cycle C in Hi. Let ~C be the

same sequence of edges with the directions restored. Then ~C must be a directed cycle.

Proof. Note that ~C has at least two edges. If ~C is not a directed cycle, then there must be a vertex
in ~C with two outgoing edges. This contradicts the definition of ~H.

Observation 2. Let C be a cycle in Hi and x ∈ V (Hi) \ V (C). Let P be a simple path that

connects x to C. Then all the edges in ~P must be directed toward the cycle.

Proof. Let z be a vertex in C that is an endpoint of P in Hi. The other endpoint is x. By
Observation 1, ~C must be a directed cycle, and since z cannot have two outgoing edges, the edge
yz in P that meets C must point towards z. Consequently, all the edges in ~P must point toward
C, otherwise we can find a vertex with two outgoing edges, which is a contradiction.

5
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Figure 2: A pictorial representation of the contradictory cases in the proof of Theorem 2.

Now we are ready to show that Hi has only one cycle. Suppose Hi has two distinct cycles C1

and C2. We distinguish four cases:

(a) C1 and C2 are vertex-disjoint. In this case, let P be a simple path that connects C1 to C2 in
Hi. Let x be the starting vertex of P that is in V (C1). See Figure 2 (a). By Observation 2,the
initial edge of ~P must leave from x. This indicates that x has two outgoing edges in ~Hi, which
is a contradiction.

(b) C1 and C2 share a vertex x but E(C1)∩E(C2) = ∅. See Figure 2 (b). Again by Observation 2,
x ends up having two out-going edges, which is a contradiction.

(c) V (C1) = V (C2) and E(C1)∩E(C2) 6= ∅. This situation can arise only when C1 and C2 differ
in only one parallel edge, as shown in Figure 2 (c). By Observation 1, we reach a contradiction
because ~C1 and ~C2 cannot both be directed cycles.

(d) V (C1) 6= V (C2) and E(C1)∩E(C2) 6= ∅. Let us assume, without loss of generality, that there
exists a vertex x ∈ V (C1)\V (C2). There must be two disjoint paths P1 and P2 that connects
x to C2, as shown in Figure 2 (d). Beginning from x, these paths have different starting edges.
By Observation 2, both ~P1 and ~P2 should be directed toward C2. This implies that x has two
outgoing edges which is a contradiction.

Therefore, we can conclude that Hi contains only one cycle.
From Lemma 2, we can deduce that Hi has a matching of size at least |V (Hi)|

k+1 ≥ |Xi|
k+1 . This

completes the proof of Theorem 2.

3 Applications of Theorem 2

In this section we demonstrate the applications of Theorem 2. The following fact is well-known
and is used in the subsequent proofs.

Fact 1. Let G = (V,E) be a graph. The following statements are true.

• If G is a bipartite planar graph, then |E| ≤ 2|V | − 4.
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• If the arboricity of G is bounded by α, then |E| ≤ α|V |.

As an application of Theorem 2, we first prove the following lemma which is a common basis
for proving both Theorems 3 and 4. For a graph G, recall that L(G) is the set of locally superior
vertices in G and Ht(G) is the set of vertices in G with degree greater than t. We also define Lt(G)
as the set of locally superior vertices in G with degree is at most t. In other words,

Lt(G) = {x ∈ L(G) : deg(x) ≤ t}.

Lemma 3. Let t ≥ 2 be an integer and Kt(G) := Lt(G) ∪ Ht(G). The following statements are

true.

• If G is a planar graph, then |K2(G)| ≤ 3ν(G).

• If G is a t-bounded arborocity graph, then |Kt(G)| ≤ (t+ 1)ν(G).

Proof. Assuming thatG is a t-bounded arboricity graph or a planar graph, we show that bind(Kt(G)) ≥
1/t. Given this, the assertion follows from Theorem 2

Fix t ≥ 2 and consider an arbitrary subset Z ⊆ Kt(G). Let Z ′ = Z \ N(Z). We show that
|N(Z ′)| ≥ 1

t
|Z ′|. Consider the bipartite graph G′ = (Z ′ ∪N(Z ′), E′). We use a charging argument.

If there is y ∈ N(Z ′) that has at most t neighbors in Z ′, we assign the neighbors to y. We remove y
and its neighbors from G′ and continue in this fashion until no vertex is left in N(Z ′) with at most
t neighbors in Z ′. Let G′′ = (Z ′′ ∪N(Z ′′), E′′) be the remaining graph. First, we note that all the
vertices in N(Z ′′) have degree at least t + 1. This implies that Z ′′ ⊆ Ht(G), otherwise if there is
x ∈ Z ′′∩Li(G) for some i ≤ t, it must have a neighbor in N(Z ′′) with degree at most i ≤ t which is a
contradiction. Since t ≥ 2 and G′′ is a subgraph of a planar graph or a t-bounded arborocity graph,
by Fact 1, we have |E′′| ≤ t(|N(Z ′′)|+ |Z ′′|). Thus, we have (t+1)|Z ′′| ≤ |E′′| ≤ t(|N(Z ′′)|+ |Z ′′|),
which implies that |N(Z ′′)| ≥ 1

t
|Z ′′|. Wrapping up we obtain that

|N(Z)| = |Z \ Z ′|+ |N(Z ′)| (by the definition of Z ′) (5)

≥ |Z \ Z ′|+
1

t
|Z ′ \ Z ′′|+ |N(Z ′′)| (by the assignment procedure) (6)

≥ |Z \ Z ′|+
1

t
|Z ′ \ Z ′′|+

1

t
|Z ′′| (7)

≥
1

t
|Z \ Z ′|+

1

t
|Z ′ \ Z ′′|+

1

t
|Z ′′| (8)

≥
1

t
|(Z \ Z ′) ∪ (Z ′ \ Z ′′) ∪ Z ′′| =

1

t
|Z|. (9)

This finishes the proof.

Proof of Theorem 3. The left-hand side of the inequalities follows from the fact that in every
edge, at least one of the endpoints is a locally superior vertex. For the right-hand side, we note that
L(G) ⊆ Kt(G) holds true for any positive integer t. Therefore, |L(G)| ≤ |Kt(G)|, and by applying
Lemma 3, we obtain the assertion.
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A randomized streaming algorithm for approximating ν(G) in the vertex-arrival model using

O(
√
n

ε2
) space is presented [7]. Relying on the facts that |L(G)| ≤ 3.5ν(G) for planar graphs and

|L(G)| ≤ (α + 2)ν(G) for α-bounded arboricity graphs (using a different analysis), the author
argues that the approximation factor of the algorithm is respectively 3.5 + ε and α + 2 + ε for
planar graphs and α-bounded arboricity graphs. As a consequence of Theorem 3, we can establish
improved bounds for the approximation factor of the algorithm proposed in [7]. Therefore, we
obtain the following algorithmic corollary.

Corollary 1. Let G be a planar graph of order n. There is a randomized data stream algorithm in

the vertex-arrival model that approximates ν(G) within 3 ± ε factor and uses Õ(
√
n

ε2
) space. For a

graph G with arboricity bounded by α, there is an algorithm for approximating ν(G) within 1+α±ε
factor using the same space bound.

We conclude this section by presenting the proof of our 3 factor approximation algorithm for
finding the matching number of planar graphs.

Proof of Theorem 4. Recall that St(G) = {(u, v) ∈ E : deg(u) ≤ t and deg(v) ≤ t}. First we
observe that ν(G) ≤ |St(G)| + |Ht(G)| is true. To see this, let M be a maximum matching in
G. Every edge e ∈ M is either in St(G) or one of its endpoints is in Ht(G). This implies the
left-hand side of the inequality. To prove the right-hand side, let G be a planar graph. We need to
show that |S2(G)| + |H2(G)| ≤ 3ν(G). We proceed by induction on the number of edges. Clearly,
the assertion is true for an empty graph. Suppose G has a shallow edge, i.e. there is an edge
uv ∈ S2(G). In this case, we remove all the edges on u and v and obtain another graph G′. Since
deg(u) ≤ 2 and deg(v) ≤ 2, by removing the edges on u and v, the set S2(G) ∪ H2(G) loses at
most 3 elements. Note that removing edges may introduce some new shallow edges. Nonetheless,
we can say |S2(G)| + |H2(G)| ≤ 3 + |S2(G

′)| + |H2(G
′)|. By the induction hypothesis, we have

|S2(G
′)|+|H2(G

′)| ≤ 3ν(G′). Therefore, we have |S2(G)|+|H2(G)| ≤ 3+3ν(G′). On the other hand,
ν(G) ≥ ν(G′) + 1. Hence, we obtain |S2(G)| + |H2(G)| ≤ 3 + 3(ν(G) − 1) ≤ 3ν(G). Now, suppose
that G has no shallow edges, i.e. S2(G) = ∅. By Lemma 3, we have |L2(G) ∪ H2(G)| ≤ 3ν(G).
Clearly |H2(G)| ≤ 3ν(G). Consequently, in this case, we get |S2(G)| + |H2(G)| ≤ 3ν(G). This
completes the proof.

4 Concluding Remarks

The reader my wonder what is the rationale for excluding subsets S where N(S) = V (S) in the
definition of the binding number. The reason for this exclusion is that it allows for a wider range
of values for the binding number. Without this exclusion, the binding number would be limited to
the range of [0, 1], whereas with the current definition, the binding number can be as high as n− 1,
which occurs in the complete graph Kn. Woodall [10], in particular, presented interesting results
for graphs with binding number above 1. For instance, he proved that every graph with binding
number at least 3

2 has a Hamiltonian circuit. Additionally, note that for X ⊆ V (G) with binding
number in the range [0, 12 ], we could drop this exclustion from the definition and without any harm.
However in order to avoid making new definitions and for the sake of consistency, we are sticking
with binding number as defined by Woodall.

Theorem 2 is tight. As a simple witness, consider the star graph Sk on k+ 1 vertices. The size
of its maximum matching is k+1

k+1 = 1 while the binding number of Sk is 1
k
. Also one can see that
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the statement does not follow in the case of k = 1. As a counter-example consider the odd cylce
Cn. The binding number of Cn is 1 while the size of matching in Cn is less than n

2 .
The same proof provided for Theorem 4 also works for graphs with arboricity 2. It is tempting

to conjecture that |St(G)|+ |Ht(G)| ≤ (t+1)ν(G) when G is a graph has arboricity bounded by t.
Unfortunately the inductive proof of Theorem 4 does not carry to the cases where t ≥ 3. However,
we know that when t = 1 (i.e., G is a forest), the statement |S1(G)| + |H1(G)| ≤ 2ν(G) is true.
To see this, note that the isolated edges are part of any maximum matching. Also it is known [4]
that in a tree, the number of non-leaves is at most twice the size of the maximum matching. This
proves the statement for the forests.
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