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Abstract

We prove that an n-vertex digraph D with minimum semi-degree at least
(

1

2
+ ε

)

n and n = Ωε(m)

contains a subdivision of all m-arc digraphs. This is the best possible and settles a conjecture raised

by Pavez-Singé [11] in a stronger form.

1. Introduction

Embedding a spanning sparse (di)graph into a dense (di)graph has been extensively studied over decades.

Finding a sufficient condition that ensures the existence of a spanning structure is one of the central topics

in this theme. Arguably, the most natural condition is the minimum degree condition. For example, a

classical result of Dirac asserts that every n-vertex graph G with minimum degree at least n

2
contains a

Hamiltonian cycle.

Inspired by Dirac’s theorem, there were various problems and results regarding the minimum degree

threshold for the existence of certain spanning structures. One direction is a perfect tiling problem. For

graphs G and H , we say G has a perfect H-tiling if G contains a collection of vertex disjoint copies of H

that covers every vertex of G. For a complete graph Kr on r vertices, Hajnal and Szemerédi [4] proved

that every n-vertex graph G with minimum degree at least r−1

r
n, where n divisible by r, contains a

perfect Kr-tiling. For a general graph H , Kühn and Osthus [8] determines the exact minimum degree

threshold for the existence of perfect H-tiling up to an additive constant.

Since then, many variants of the Kühn-Osthus theorem on graph tiling has been considered (for

instance, see [1, 5, 6, 10]). Recently, the author [9] considered a new variant of the tiling problem,

subdivision tilings. For graphs G and H we say that G has a perfect H-subdivision tiling if G contains

a collection of vertex disjoint copies of subdivisions of H that covers all vertices of G. Here, we say that

H ′ is a subdivision of H if H ′ is obtained by replacing each edge of H with vertex-disjoint path. The

asymptotic behavior of the tight minimum degree threshold for the existence of perfect H-subdivision

tiling was determined for all graph H in [9].

We note that indeed, Dirac’s theorem determined the minimum degree threshold for the existence

of spanning K3-subdivision. On the other hand, for a graph H , [9] determined the minimum degree

threshold for the existence of spanning structure that each can be partitioned into vertex disjoint copies

of subdivisions of H. Comparing these two results, it is very natural to ask the minimum degree threshold

for the existence of a spanning subdivision of general graphs H. Very recently, Pavez-Singé [11] proved

that for every ε > 0, there is a constant C such that every graph G on n ≥ Ck2 vertices with minimum

degree at least
(

1

2
+ ε

)

n contains a spanning subdivision of Kk for any positive integer k. More generally,
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they showed that if H is an k-vertex d-regular graph with log k ≤ d ≤ k, then the same result holds for

a spanning subdivision of H as long as n ≥ Cdk. For general graphs, they propose the following natural

conjecture.

Conjecture 1.1 ([11]). For every ε > 0, there is a constant C such that the following holds. For every

graph G on n ≥ Cm vertices, if the minimum degree of G is at least
(

1

2
+ ε

)

n, then G contains a spanning

subdivision of any m-edge graph H with no isolated vertices.

In this article, we prove Conjecture 1.1 in a stronger form considering digraphs. Let H be a digraph.

We say a digraph H ′ is a subdivision of H if H ′ is obtained by replacing each arc of H ′ with a vertex-

disjoint directed path with the same consistent orientation. For a digraph D and v ∈ D, the semi-degree

of v in D is the minimum of the out-degree of v and in-degree of v in D.

Theorem 1.2. Let ε > 0 be a positive real number. Then there is a constant C > 0 such that the

following holds. Let D be a digraph on n ≥ Cm vertices with minimum degree at least
(

1

2
+ ε

)

n. Then D

contains a spanning subdivision of any m-arc digraph H with no isolated vertices.

By replacing edges of G with two arcs in both directions, it is straightforward to check that Theo-

rem 1.2 implies Conjecture 1.1.

The minimum semi-degree condition in Theorem 1.2 is asymptotically best possible. Let H be an

m-arc digraph on k vertices without isolated vertices. We note that k ≤ 2m. Let A and B be disjoint

sets with |A| = ⌊n

2
⌋ − (m+ k) and |B| = n− |A|. Let D be a digraph on the vertex set A ∪B such that

A(D) = {−→uv,−→vu : (u, v) ∈ A × B}. Then the minimum semi-degree of D is at least the size of A, that

is ⌊n

2
⌋ − (m + k). We now claim that D does not contains a spanning subdivision of H. Assume D has

a spanning subdivision of H. Then at least n − k vertices of D covered by at most m pairwise vertex

disjoint directed paths. Since the underlying graph of D is a bipartite graph on the bipartition (A,B),

the inequality ||A| − |B|| ≤ m + k must hold, a contradiction. Thus, D does not contain a spanning

subdivision of H.

Since a directed Hamiltonian cycle is a spanning subdivision of a directed 2-cycle, we can consider

Theorem 1.3 as the asymptotic generalization of the following classical digraph analog to Dirac’s theorem.

Theorem 1.3 (Ghouila-Houri [3]). Let D be an n-vertex digraph with minimum semi-degree at least n

2
.

Then D contains a directed Hamiltonian cycle.

The proof of the main theorem uses the absorption method introduced by Rödl, Ruciński, and Sze-

merédi [12] and implicitly used in [2, 7]. The absorption method is an extremely useful tool for finding

spanning structures. In order to get more information about the absorption method, we recommend

seeing the survey [13].

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Notations

We write [n] = {1, 2, . . . , n}. For a statement regarding some parameters β, α1, . . . , αt, we say that it

holds when 0 < β ≪ α1, . . . , αt < 1 if there exists a function f such that for every 0 < β ≤ f(α1, . . . , αt)

the statement holds. In this article, we will not compute these functions explicitly.

We use standard notations in digraph theory. For a digraph D, we let V (D) be the vertex set of D

and A(D) be the arc set of D. For a vertex v in a directed graph D, we denote by N+

D
(v) and N−

D
(v) the

out-neighborhood and in-neighborhood of v, respectively. We write d+
D
(v) and d−

D
(v) as the size of the
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out-neighborhood and in-neighborhood of v and we call them out-degree and in-degree of v, respectively.

We denote by δ0(D) the minimum semi-degree, that is min{δ+(D), δ−(D)}.

For a vertex subset X and Y , we let AD[X,Y ] be the set of arcs starting from X and ending at Y.

We note that X and Y do not need to be disjoint. For a pair of vertices (u, v) ∈ V (D)×V (D), we define

ND(u, v) := {w ∈ V (D) : −→uw,−→wv ∈ A(D)}. We denote by dD(u, v) the number |ND(u, v)|.

For a digraph D and vertex subsets X,Y ⊆ V (D), let D −X + Y be a digraph that is an induced

digraph of D on the vertex subset (V (D) \X) ∪ Y.

Let X be a set and t be a positive integer. We write Xt be the t-fold cartesian product of X , that

is X × · · · × X. We say two element (y1, . . . , yt), (z1, . . . , zt) of Xt are tuple-disjoint if {y1, . . . , yt} ∩

{z1, . . . , zt} = ∅.

3. (n, t, d)-tuple systems

Definition 3.1. Let n and t be a two positive integers and let d be a real number lies on (0, 1). For two sets

X and Y where |X | ≤ n2 and |Y | = n, we say a collection of pairs P ⊆ X×Y t is an (n, t, d)-tuple system

on (X,Y ) if P satisfies the following: For all element x in X , the size of the set {Z ⊂ Y : (x, Z) ∈ P} is

at least dnt.

The following lemma is the key lemma for constructing a connector and absorber via the (n, t, d)-tuple

systems.

Lemma 3.2. We fix the parameters below.

0 <
1

n
, β ≪ d, α,

1

t
≤ 1

where n and t are integers.

Let P be an (n, t, d)-tuple system on the pair of sets (X,Y ). Then there is a collection of subsets

Y ⊆ Y t satisfies the followings:

• Elements in Y are pairwise tuple-disjoint,

• The size of Y are at most α

t
n,

• For every x ∈ X, the number of elements Z in Y where (x, Z) ∈ P is at least βn.

Indeed, the similar notion with (n, t, d)-tuple systems and Lemma 3.2 were already considered in [9]

in the notion of (n, t, d)-systems. The proof of Lemma 3.2 is almost the same as the proof of Lemma 4.9

in [9]. As the proof of Lemma 3.2 is almost identical to the proof of Lemma 4.9 in [9] up to straightforward

modification, we omit the proof here.

We want to remark that the notion of (n, t, d)-systems, (n, t, d)-tuple systems, and Lemma 3.2 provide

systematic frameworks for the absorption method that appeared in [12].

4. Proof of Theorem 1.2

In this section, we will prove Theorem 1.2.

Lemma 4.1. We fix the parameters as follows.

0 <
1

n
≪ β ≪ α ≪ ε < 1.

Let D an n-vertex digraph with δ0(D) ≥
(

1

2
+ ε

)

n. Then there is a set R ⊆ V (D) with size |R| ≤ αn

such that the following holds. For any distinct vertices u, v ∈ V (D), we have |ND(u, v) ∩R| ≥ βn.

3



Proof. Let X = V (D) × V (D) \ {(v, v) : v ∈ V (D)} and let Y = V (D). Let P = {((u, v), w) ∈ X × Y :

w ∈ ND(u, v)}. By the pigeonhole principle, every distinct pair of vertices (u, v) of V (G), we have

dD(u, v) ≥ 2εn. This implies that P is a (n, 1, 2ε)-system on (X,Y ). By Lemma 3.2, there is Y ⊆ Y with

|Y| ≤ αn and for every (u, v) ∈ X , we have |{w} ∈ Y : ((u, v), w) ∈ P| ≥ βn. This implies that R = Y is

the desired set.

Lemma 4.2. We fix the positive parameters as follows.

0 <
1

n
≪ β ≪ α ≪ ε < 1.

Then the following holds. Let D be an n-vertex graph with δ0(D) ≥
(

1

2
+ ε

)

n. Then there is a directed

path A in D satisfying |V (A)| ≤ αn such that for every U ⊆ V (G) \A with |U | ≤ βn, there is a directed

path P in D on the vertex set V (A) ∪ U that has the same endpoints with the path A.

Proof. For a vertex u ∈ V (D), we say a tuple (v, w) ∈ V (D) × V (D) is a good tuple for u if v 6= w and
−→vu,−→uw,−→vw ∈ A(D). We claim that every vertex of D has many good tuples.

Claim 1. For every u ∈ V (D), there are at least 4ε2n2 good tuples for u.

Proof . Let U be a subsets of V (D) with size at least
(

1

2
+ ε

)

n and U ′ be a subset of U with size at

least 2εn. Then for every u′ ∈ U ′, we have |N+

D
(u′) ∩ U | ≥ 2εn. Thus, the inequality |AD[U ′, U ]| =

∑

u′∈U ′ |N
+

D
(u′) ∩ U | ≥ 4ε2n2 holds. Take U = N+(u) and U ′ = U ∩ N−(u). Then we have |U | ≥

(

1

2
+ ε

)

n and |U ′| ≥ 2εn. Then for every −→vw ∈ AD[U ′, U ], the tuple (v, w) is good tuple for u. Since

AD[U ′, U ] ≥ 4ε2n2, the claim holds. �

Let X = V (D) and Y = V (D). Let P = {(u, (v, w)) ∈ X × Y 2 : (v, w) is a good tuple for u}. Then

by Claim 1, P is a
(

n, 2, 4ε2
)

-system on (X,Y ). Thus, by Lemma 3.2, there is a set Y ⊆ V (D)2 with size

at most α

3
such that elements in Y are pairwise tuple-disjoint and for every u ∈ V (D), we have |{(v, w) ∈

Y : (u, (v, w)) ∈ P}| ≥ βn. Let Y = {(v1, w1), . . . , (vℓ, wℓ)}. Since we have dD(x, y) ≥ 2εn ≥ αn ≥ 3|Y|

for every pair of distinct vertices (x, y), we can greedily choose distinct vertices x1, . . . , xℓ−1 which are

disjoint from {v1, . . . , vℓ, w1, . . . , wℓ} such that −−→wixi,
−−−−→xivi+1 ∈ A(D) for each i ∈ [ℓ− 1]. This implies that

there is a directed path A = v1w1x1v2w2x2 · · ·xℓ−1vℓwℓ in D.

We now show that A is a desired directed path. Note that |V (A)| ≤ 3|Y| ≤ αn. Let U ⊆ V (D)\V (A)

be a vertex set with size at most βn. By our choice of Y, for each u ∈ U , there are at least βn pairs of

(vi, wi) such that −→viu,
−−→uwi ∈ A(D). Thus, we can greedily absorb all the vertices of U by replacing the

arc −−→viwi with
−→
viu,

−−→uwi and still maintain the same endpoints v1 and wℓ. This proves the lemma.

We now prove Theorem 1.2. We fix the parameters as follows.

0 <
1

C
≪ γ ≪ β ≪ α ≪ ε < 1.

Let D be an n-vertex digraph with δ0(D) ≥
(

1

2
+ ε

)

n where n ≥ Cm. Let H be an m-arc digraph without

isolated vertices. By Lemma 4.2, there is a path A in D that satisfy the Lemma 4.2 with parameters α

and β. Let w1, w2 be the endpoints of the path A. Then we have |V (A)| ≤ αn and the following holds.

For every U ⊆ V (D) \ V (A) of size at most βn, there is a directed path P in D which starts at w1 and

ends at w2 where V (P ) = V (A) ∪ U.

Let D1 := D − V (A) + {w1, w2}. Then we have δ0(D1) ≥
(

1

2
+ ε

2

)

n By Lemma 4.1, there is a set

R ⊆ V (D1) that satisfies the conclusions of Lemma 4.1 with parameters ve

2
, β, 2γ. If R ∩ {w1, w2} 6= ∅,

then we simply remove w1 and w2 from R. Then R is disjoint from {w1, w2} and we have |R| ≤ βn and
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for any two distinct vertices x, y in V (D1), we have |ND(x, y) ∩ R| ≥ γn. Let D2 := D − (V (A) ∪ R).

Then we have δ0(D2) ≥
(

1

2
+ ε

4

)

n.

Let V (H) = {x1, . . . , xk}. We arbitrary choose vertices v1, . . . vk in D2. Let D3 := D2 − {v1, . . . vk}.

Note that k ≤ 2m ≤ ε

4
Cm ≤ ε

4
n. Thus, we have δ0(D3) ≥ n

2
. By Theorem 1.3, the digraph D3

has a directed Hamiltonian path starts from u1 and ends at u2. Without loss of generality, we may

assume that −−→x1x2 ∈ A(H). By our choice of R, there are three distinct vertices z1, z2, z3 ∈ R such that
−−→v1z1,

−−→z1u1,
−−→u2z2,

−−→z2w1,
−−→w2z3,

−−→z3v2 ∈ A(D). This implies that there is a directed path Q starts from v1 and

ends at v2 such that Q contains the directed path A, all vertices of D3, and exactly three elements of R.

Let A(H)\{−−→x1x2} = {e1, . . . , em−1}. Since γn ≥ γCm ≥ m+2, for each i ∈ [m−1] where ei =
−−→xaxb, we

can greedily choose distinct vertices zei ∈ R which is disjoint from {z1, z2, z3} such that −−→vazi,
−−→zivb ∈ E(G).

Thus, we can obtain a subdivision of H that contains the directed path A, and the remaining vertices

are contained in R. Since |R| ≤ βn, by our choice of A, we can absorb the remaining vertices, hence we

obtain a spanning subdivision of H in D. This completes the proof.
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