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RAMSEY NUMBERS OF CONNECTED 4-CLIQUE MATCHING

KRIT KANOPTHAMAKUN AND PANUPONG VICHITKUNAKORN

Abstract. We determine the exact value of the 2-color Ramsey number of a
connected 4-clique matching C (nK4) which is a set of connected graphs con-
taining n disjoint K4. That is, we show that R2(C (nK4)) = 13n − 3 for any
positive integer n ≥ 3. The result is an extension of the result by (Roberts,
2017) which gave that result when n ≥ 18. We also show that the result still
holds when n = 2 provided that R2(2K4) ≤ 23.

1. Introduction and Preliminaries

The literature on Ramsey-type problems begins in 1930 with Ramsey’s original
paper [12]. Ramsey’s famous theorem makes an analogous assertion regarding
the partitioning of r-element subsets of objects into classes. A thorough study
of Ramsey’s theorem and other partitioning theorems later appears in Graham-
Rothschild-Spencer [8].

Definition 1 ([15]). Let
(

s
r

)

denote the set of r-element subsets (r-sets) of a set

S. A set T ⊆ S is homogeneous under a coloring of
(

s
r

)

if all r-sets in T receive
the same color; it is i-homogeneous if that color is i.

Let r and p1, p2, . . . , pk be positive integers. If there is an integer N such that
every k-coloring of

(

[N ]
r

)

yields an i-homogeneous set of size pi for some i, then the
smallest integer is the Ramsey number R(p1, . . . , pk; r).

Theorem 2 ([15]). Given a positive integers r and p1, p2, . . . , pk, there exists an

integer N such that every k-coloring of
(

[N ]
r

)

yields an i-homogeneous set of size

pi for some i, where
(

[N ]
r

)

denote the set of r-subsets of a set [N ].

We consider the case r = 2, which is an edge-coloring of graphs. We abbre-
viate the notation R(p1, p2, . . . , pk; r) to R(p1, p2, . . . , pk). Until now, no exact
formula is known for general values of pi and r and few Ramsey numbers have
been computed, even for k = 2: R(3, 3) = 6, R(3, 4) = 9, R(3, 5) = 14, R(3, 6) =
18, R(3, 7) = 23, R(3, 8) = 28, R(3, 9) = 36, R(4, 4) = 18 and R(4, 5) = 25. See
[11] and references therein.

For k = 3, only two Ramsey numbers are known, which are R(3, 3, 3) = 17 [6]
and R(3, 3, 4) = 30 [5]. For k > 3, the exact values of Ramsey numbers are still
unknown, see the survey [11] for other bounds on Ramsey numbers R(k, l).

Ramsey’s Theorem for r = 2 says that k-edge-coloring of a large enough com-
plete graph G always induces a monochromatic complete subgraph of a given size.
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If we want a monochromatic copy of non-complete subgraph, it may require a
smaller graph G. So we can define the Ramsey number of any graph. In this
paper, we follow the notations in [15].

Definition 3. Given simple graphs G1, G2, . . . , Gk, the (graph) Ramsey number
R(G1, . . . , Gk) is the smallest integer n such that every k-coloring of E(Kn) con-
tains a copy of Gi in color i for some i. When Gi = G for all i, we write Rk(G)
for R(G1, . . . , Gk).

There are a lot of research about Ramsey number for non-complete graphs (see
the survey [11]) such as complete bipartite graphs, cycles, paths, stars, etc.

For disconnected graphs, there are only few results. For example, [4] found
the exact formula of R(n1P2, n2P2, . . . , nkP2), and later [9] extended it to a more
general case of R(Km, n1P2, n2P2, . . . , nkP2). Later, there are more results on
general cases of disconnected graphs, such as forest [14] and multiple copies of
complete graphs [10, 3, 4].

Other kinds of Ramsey number have been studied as well. For Ramsey numbers
R2(nKr), the exact formula for any n ≥ 2 is only known when r is either 2 [4, 9]
or 3 [3]. For r = 4, [2] gave the formula when n is large.

Let G be a disconnected graph and C (G) be the set of all connected graphs
containing G. Then Rk(C (G)) is the least integer n such that any k-edge-coloring
on Kn contains a monochromatic copy of a graph in C (G), see [7, 13].

For r = 3, we call a graph in C (nKr) a connected triangle matching. R2(C (nK3)) =
7n−2 is proved by [7]. For r ≥ 4, the only result for R2(C (nKr)) is the following.

Theorem 4. [13] For r ≥ 4 and n ≥ R2(Kr) we have

R2(C (nKr)) = (r2 − r + 1)n− r + 1.

In this paper, we are only interested in the case when r = 4. Theorem 4 showed
that R2(C (nK4)) = 13n− 3 when n ≥ R2(K4) = 18. The main goal of this paper
is to extend Theorem 4 from n ≥ 18 to n ≥ 3.

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we prove Lemma 5, which is
the main lemma of the paper. We then construct the proof of the main result,
Theorem 7, and divide it into four parts in Sections 3–6. We end the section with
another three lemmas which will be used in later sections. In Section 8, we discuss
the results and further research.

2. Main results

The following lemma is the main key to proving our main theorem.

Lemma 5. For any positive integers x and y where y ≥ 4. If a two-edge-coloring
of K4x+y with red and blue contains at most x blue copies of K4, then there is a
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red matching of size r, where

r =

{

y − 3 for x ≥ y − 4,
⌊

x+y−3
2

⌋

for x ≤ y − 5.

Proof. Let V be the set of vertices of K4x+y. For x ≥ y − 4, suppose there is no
red matching of size y − 3. Let M = {u1v1, u2v2, . . . , umvm} be a maximum red
matching of sizem ≤ y−4. Let P = {u1, u2, . . . , um, v1, v2, . . . , vm} and P ′ = V \P .
We see that all edges between vertices in P ′ are blue, otherwise, there will be a
red matching of size larger than m.

Now, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ m, in order to prevent a larger red matching there are no
two vertices w1, w2 ∈ P ′ such that both uiw1 and viw2 are both red. From this
observation, there are only two cases:

(1) If both ui and vi are adjacent to some vertices in P ′ via red edges, then
all red edges incident to ui or vi must have a common endpoint w ∈ P ′.
Hence, uiw

′ and viw
′ are blue for all w′ ∈ P ′ \ {w}.

(2) Either ui or vi is adjacent to every vertex in P ′ via a blue edge. We assume
without loss of generality that it is vi.

We also assume that {ui, vi} is in the first case when 1 ≤ i ≤ k and is in the second
case when k + 1 ≤ i ≤ m. Let W = {w1, w2, . . . , wk}. We note that wi’s are not
necessarily distinct.

Next we construct a blue copy of mK4. For 1 ≤ i ≤ k, a blue copy of K4 is
obtained from vi, one vertex in W which differs from wi and two other vertices
in P ′ \W . If we cannot choose any vertex from W , we choose any three vertices
from W ′ instead. For k + 1 ≤ i ≤ m, a blue copy of K4 is obtained from vi and
three vertices in P ′. The construction is feasible, because |P ′| = 4x + y − 2m ≥
4x− y + 8 ≥ 3x+ 4 > 3x+ 1 ≥ 3m+ 1.

The number of vertices in P ′ which are not in those m disjoint blue copies of K4

is 4x+y−2m−3m = 4x+y−5m ≥ 4x+y−5(y−4) ≥ 4x−4y+20 = 4(x−y+5).
These vertices can form other x − y + 5 ≥ x −m + 1 disjoint blue copies of K4.
Thus, there are at least x+ 1 disjoint blue copies of K4, which contradicts to the
assumption.

In the case x ≤ y − 5, we follow exactly the same construction. We have
m ≤

⌊

x+y−3
2

⌋

− 1 ≤ x+y−5
2

. If x < m, we can construct a blue copy of (x + 1)K4

where each K4 contains one vertex from {v1, v2, . . . , vm} and three vertices from
P ′. Since |P ′| ≥ 3x+ 5 > 3(x + 1) + 1, we have a blue copy of (x+ 1)K4, which
is a contradiction. Hence, we may assume x ≥ m. The construction of the first
blue copy of mK4 is feasible because |P ′| = 4x+ y − 2m ≥ 4x + y − x − y + 5 =
3x+ 5 > 3x+ 1 ≥ 3m+ 1. The construction of the other x −m + 1 is feasible if
4x+y−2m−3m ≥ 4(x−m+1), which is equivalent to y ≥ m+4. Fromm ≤ x+y−5

2
and x ≤ y − 5, we have y ≥ m+ 5. Hence, the construction is feasible. �
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The lower bound of R2(C (nK4)) in Theorem 7 is a consequence of Theorem 1
of [1]. In fact, the result can be directly proved as shown in the following lemma.

Lemma 6. For any integer n ≥ 2 and r ≥ 3, R2(C (nKr)) ≥ (r2− r+1)n− r+1.

Proof. Let N = (r2−r+1)n−r. It can be rewritten as N = (r−1)(rn−1)+(n−1).
We can construct a 2-edge-coloring of G = KN using red and blue without a
monochromatic copy of a graph in C (nKr) as follows. We form a copy of KN

with a 2-edge-coloring by joining a blue copy of (r − 1)Krn−1 and a blue copy of
Kn−1 using only red edges. The size of each blue component is at most rn − 1,
hence there are at most n− 1 disjoint blue copies of Kr. Thus, this coloring on G

contains no blue copy of a graph in C (nKr).
Any red copy Kr in G must be formed using exactly one vertex from each of

the blue components. But, the smallest component, Kn−1 has only n− 1 vertices.
Hence, there are at most n − 1 disjoint red copies of Kr in G. Thus, there is no
red copy of a graph in C (nKr). �

We prove the upper bound of R2(C (nKr)) and obtain the exact Ramsey number
in the following theorem.

Theorem 7. For any positive integer n ≥ 3, R2(C (nK4)) = 13n− 3.

Proof. We known that R2(C (nK4)) ≥ 13n− 3. For the upper bound, we consider
a 2-edge-coloring of G = K13n−3 with red and blue. We will show that there is
a monochromatic subgraph in C (nK4), which we will simply call it a connected
monochromatic copy of nK4 or n connected disjoint monochromatic copies of K4.
Since a graph and its complement cannot be both disconnected, at least one color
is connected, we suppose that red is connected. If G contains a red copy nK4 or
blue connected copy of nK4, then we are done. So, we may assume that there are
at most n− 1 disjoint red copies of K4 and no blue connected copy of nK4. Since
13n− 3 = 18 + 4(3n− 5) + n− 1 and R(4, 4) = 18, G has at least 3n− 4 +

⌊

n−1
4

⌋

disjoint monochromatic copies of K4. Since there are at most n − 1 disjoint red
copies of K4, there are at least 3n− 4 +

⌊

n−1
4

⌋

− n+ 1 = 2n− 3 +
⌊

n−1
4

⌋

disjoint
blue copies of K4.

Let k be the maximum number of disjoint blue copies of K4, and K be the set of
such k disjoint blue copies of K4. We partition the set of vertices V (G) of G into
V1, V2, . . . , Vt and V ′ in the way that G[Vi] is a blue component of G containing at
least one blue copy of K4 in K and V ′ is the set of vertices outside V1 ∪ · · · ∪ Vt,
see Figure 1 for an example. In other words, V ′ = V (G) \ (V1∪ · · ·∪Vt). Let ai be
the number of disjoint blue copies of K4 from K containing in G[Vi]. Since there
is no connected disjoint blue copies of K4, we have ai ≤ n − 1. Hence, t ≥ 2 as
a1 + · · ·+ at = k ≥ 2n− 3 +

⌊

n−1
4

⌋

> n− 1.
The aim of this proof is to construct a red copy of nK4 by partitioning G

into multiple components where each component consists of one or more blue
components G[Vi]’s. All edges between any two components will be red. A red
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G[V1] G[V2] G[V ′]

Figure 1. An example of a graph G together with V1, V2 and V ′

where all red edges are omitted.

copy of K4 will be constructed by choosing a single vertex, a red edge, or a red
triangle from different components and combining them into a red copy of K4.
The key is to show that there are enough vertices in each component to do the
construction.

The proof is divided into four cases, Sections 3–6, according to the value of k.
In each case, we get a red copy of nK4 in G, which contradicts to our assump-
tion. Hence, for any 2-edge-coloring of G = K13n−3, there exists a monochromatic
subgraph in C (nK4). Thus, R2(C (nK4)) ≤ 13n− 3 for n ≥ 3. �

The following three lemmas will be used in Sections 3–6.

Lemma 8. Let a1 + · · ·+ at ≥ n− 1+m where 1 ≤ ai ≤ n− 1 and m ≤ n
2
. Then

we can partition a1, . . . , at into two parts where the sum of each part is at least m.

Proof. We can assume without loss of generality that n − 1 ≥ a1 ≥ a2 ≥ · · · ≥
at ≥ 1. Since each ai is at most n− 1, we have t ≥ 2.

If a1 ≥ a2 ≥ m, then a1 ≥ m and a2 + · · ·+ at ≥ m.
If a1 ≥ m > a2, then a2 + a3 + · · ·+ at ≥ n− 1 +m− a1 ≥ m.
If m > a1 ≥ a2, we can partition a1, . . . , at into two parts whose difference is at

most the largest number a1 < m. (We can keep moving the largest number in the
larger part to the smaller part until the desired difference is archived.) Let the
sum of the smaller part be x. Then the sum of the larger part is at most x+m−1.
Since the total sum is at least n − 1 + m, we have x + x + m − 1 ≥ n − 1 + m,
which simplifies to x ≥ n

2
≥ m.

Hence, we always have two parts whose sum is at least m. �

Lemma 9. Let a1 + · · ·+ at ≥ 2n− 1 +
⌊

n
4

⌋

where 1 ≤ ai ≤ n− 1. Then we can

partition a1, . . . , at into three parts where the sum of each part is at least
⌈

n
4

⌉

.

Proof. We can assume without loss of generality that n − 1 ≥ a1 ≥ a2 ≥ · · · ≥
at ≥ 1. Since each ai is at most n − 1, we have t ≥ 3. So, the claim is trivial for
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n = 2, 3, 4 because
⌈

n
4

⌉

= 1. Now, we suppose that n ≥ 5. If a3 ≥
⌈

n
4

⌉

, then we
are done.

If a2 ≥
⌈

n
4

⌉

and a3 <
⌈

n
4

⌉

, then a3 + a4 + · · ·+ at ≥
⌊

n
4

⌋

+ 1 ≥
⌈

n
4

⌉

. Thus, we
can combine a3, a4, . . . , at into one part, and we are done.

If a1 ≥
⌈

n
4

⌉

and a2 <
⌈

n
4

⌉

, then a2 + a3 + · · ·+ at ≥ n +
⌊

n
4

⌋

. From Lemma 8,
we can partition a2, . . . , at into two parts where the sum of each part is at least
⌈

n
4

⌉

. Thus, the sum of the smallest part is at least
⌈

n
4

⌉

. Therefore, we have three

parts whose sum are all at least
⌈

n
4

⌉

.

The last case is when a1 <
⌈

n
4

⌉

. Similar to the previous case, we can combine
a1, . . . , at into three parts, where the pairwise difference between the sum of each
part is at most the largest number a1 ≤

⌈

n
4

⌉

. Let x be the sum of the smallest part.

Then the other parts have their sum at most x+
⌈

n
4

⌉

−1. Then x+2(x+
⌈

n
4

⌉

−1) ≥

2n − 1 +
⌊

n
4

⌋

, which simplifies to x ≥ 2n−⌈n/4⌉
3

≥
⌈

n
4

⌉

. The last inequality comes
from the fact that 2n > 4⌈n

4
⌉ when n ≥ 5. Hence, the sum of each part is at least

⌈

n
4

⌉

. �

Lemma 10. Let a1 + · · ·+ at ≥ 3n− 3+
⌈

n
4

⌉

where 1 ≤ ai ≤ n− 1. Then we can

partition a1, . . . , at into four parts where the sum of each part is at least
⌈

n
4

⌉

.

Proof. Let k = a1 + a2 + · · · + at, where n − 1 ≥ a1 ≥ a2 ≥ · · · ≥ at ≥ 1. Since
each part is at most n − 1 and k > 3n − 3, we get t ≥ 4. The claim is obvious
when 2 ≤ n ≤ 4.

Let n ≥ 5. We use the same method as in the proof Lemma 9. Consider the
following cases.

• a1 ≥ a2 ≥ a3 ≥ a4 ≥
⌈

n
4

⌉

. Then a4 + · · ·+ at ≥
⌈

n
4

⌉

.

• a1 ≥ a2 ≥ a3 ≥
⌈

n
4

⌉

> a4. Then a4+· · ·+at ≥ 3n−3+
⌈

n
4

⌉

−(3n−3) ≥
⌈

n
4

⌉

.

• a1 ≥ a2 ≥
⌈

n
4

⌉

> a3 ≥ a4. Then a3+· · ·+at ≥ n−1+
⌈

n
4

⌉

. From Lemma 8,

we can combine a3, . . . , at into two parts where each part is at least
⌈

n
4

⌉

.

• a1 ≥
⌈

n
4

⌉

> a2 ≥ a3 ≥ a4. Then a2 + · · · + at ≥ 2n − 2 +
⌈

n
4

⌉

. From
Lemma 9, we can combine a2, . . . , at into three parts where each part is at
least

⌈

n
4

⌉

.

•
⌈

n
4

⌉

> a1 ≥ a2 ≥ a3 ≥ a4. We can combine a1, . . . , at into four parts
where each part differs from another by at most the size of the largest part
a1 <

⌈

n
4

⌉

. Let x be the sum of the smallest part. Then the sum of largest

part is at most x+
⌈

n
4

⌉

− 1. Consider the sum of the four parts, we have

x+ 3
(

x+
⌈n

4

⌉

− 1
)

≥ 3n− 3 +
⌈n

4

⌉

.

This implies that

x ≥
3n− 2

⌈

n
4

⌉

4
≥

⌈n

4

⌉

.

From all cases, we get four parts where each part is at least
⌈

n
4

⌉

. �
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3. Proof of the first case

Let 2n − 3 +
⌊

n−1
4

⌋

≤ k ≤ 2n − 2 +
⌊

n
4

⌋

. We combine V1, V2, . . . , Vt and V ′

into two disjoint sets, say U1 and U2. So, each Ui is a disjoint union of some sets
from V1, V2, . . . , Vt and V ′. Let x1 and x2 be the number of disjoint blue copies of
K4 containing in G[U1] and G[U2], respectively. Since the number of disjoint blue
copies of K4 in G[Vi] is at most n− 1, we can combine these V1, V2, . . . , Vt and V ′

into U1 and U2 so that the difference between x1 and x2 is at most n− 1. We note
that all edges between U1 and U2 are red.

Let Y1 and Y2 be the set of vertices in U1 and U2 that are not used in any K4

from K, respectively. We also let y1 = |Y1| and y2 = |Y2|. Since x1 + x2 = k and
4x1 + 4x2 + y1 + y2 = 13n− 3. Hence,

y1 + y2 = 13n− 3− 4k ≥ 5n + 5− 4
⌊n

4

⌋

. (1)

Since the difference between x1 and x2 is at most n− 1, we get

2xi ≥ k − (n− 1) ≥ 2n− 3 +

⌊

n− 1

4

⌋

− (n− 1) = n− 2 +

⌊

n− 1

4

⌋

.

We can conclude that

xi ≥
n

2
− 1 +

1

2

⌊

n− 1

4

⌋

. (2)

This also gives

4xi ≥ n. (3)

From Eq. (1), y1 and y2 cannot be both less than four.

Case 1: Exactly one of y1 and y2 is less than four.
We suppose that y1 < 4. Then y2 ≥ 5n+2−4

⌊

n
4

⌋

≥ 3n+6 = 9+3(n−1).
Since R(3, 4) = 9 and G[Y2] contains no blue copy of K4, there is a red
copy of nK3 in G[Y2]. Since |U1| ≥ 4x1 ≥ n from Eq. (3), we can then
construct a red copy of nK4 using n vertices in U1 and a red copy of nK3

in G[Y2].
Case 2: y1, y2 ≥ 4.

We assume y1 ≥ y2. Eq. (1) gives y1+y2 ≥ 5n+5−4
⌊

n
4

⌋

≥ 4n+5. Hence

y1 ≥ 2n+3. By Eq. (2), we have x1 = k−x2 ≤ 2n−2+
⌊

n
4

⌋

−n−1
2
− 1

2

⌊

n−1
4

⌋

≤
2n − 2 ≤ y1 − 5. By Lemma 5, G[U1] contains a red matching of size
r1 =

⌊

x1+y1−3
2

⌋

≥
⌊

x1+2n
2

⌋

≥ n. If G[U2] contains a red matching of size at
least n, we can create a red copy of nK4 using n red edges in G[U1] and n

red edges in G[U2]. So we assume that G[U2] has no red matching of size
n.
Case 2.1: x2 ≥ y2 − 4.

By Lemma 5, G[U2] contains a red matching of size y2−3, which must
be less than n. We then have 4 ≤ y2 < n+ 3. First, we can construct
y2−3 disjoint red copies ofK4 from one red matching of size y2−3 from
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G[U1] and another from G[U2]. Next, we need to construct n− y2 + 3
additional disjoint red copies of K4. In Y1, apart from vertices in y2−3
red copies of K4, there are y1 − 2(y2 − 3) remaining vertices. From
Eq. (1), we have

y1 + y2 ≥ 5n+ 5− 4
⌊n

4

⌋

≥ 3n+ 9.

Hence,

y1 − 2y2 + 6 ≥ 3n− 3y2 + 15 ≥ 9 + 3(n− y2 + 2).

Therefore, there are n − y2 + 3 disjoint red copies of K3 available
in G[U1]. Lastly, we need to show that there are at least n − y2 + 3
remaining vertices in U2 apart from vertices in y2−3 disjoint red copies
of K4. From Eq. (3), we have

4x2 + y2 − 2(y2 − 3) ≥ n− y2 + 3.

Hence, there is a red copy of nK4 in G.
Case 2.2: x2 ≤ y2 − 5.

Again, by Lemma 5 we get a red matching of size r2 =
⌊

x2+y2−3
2

⌋

, which
must be less than n. Again, we can construct a red copy of r2K4 by
connecting two red matchings of size r2 from G[U1] and G[U2]. So, we
need additional n− r2 disjoint red copies of K4 in G.
From r2 =

⌊

x2+y2−3
2

⌋

< n, we get x2 + y2 ≤ 2n + 2. Since 2x2 ≤
x2 + y2 − 5 ≤ 2n− 3, we can conclude that x2 ≤ n− 2. So,

x1 = k − x2 ≥ 2n− 3 +

⌊

n− 1

4

⌋

− (n− 2) ≥ n− 1 +

⌊

n− 1

4

⌋

.

• x1 = n− 1 +
⌊

n−1
4

⌋

Then x2 = n− 2. Hence,

n+ 3 = x2 + 5 ≤ y2 ≤ 2n+ 2− x2 ≤ n + 4.

So y2 can be either n + 3 or n + 4. Since 4x1 + 4x2 + y1 + y2 =
13n− 3, we then have

y1 ≥ (13n− 3)− 4(n− 1)− 4

⌊

n− 1

4

⌋

− 4(n− 2)− (n+ 4) ≥ 3n+ 6.

Hence,

y1 − 2r2 ≥ 3n + 6− 3r2 = 9 + 3(n− r2 − 1).

Thus, there are n − r2 disjoint red copies of K3 using vertices
from U1 apart from vertices in the r2 disjoint red copies of K4.

• x1 ≥ n +
⌊

n−1
4

⌋

.
Recall that we have constructed a red copy of r2K4 using r2 < n

red matching in G[U1]. We would like to show further that when
x1 ≥ n+

⌊

n−1
4

⌋

those r2 red matching can be constructed without
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using any vertices in Y1. Since each blue component of G[U1]
contains at most n−1 disjoint blue copies ofK4, we can partition
the blue components in G[U1] into two parts where the smaller
part has at least

⌊

n−1
4

⌋

+ 1 disjoint blue copies of K4. We know
that edges between these two parts are red and the number of
vertices in each part is at least 4(

⌊

n−1
4

⌋

+ 1) ≥ n. Hence, we
can construct a red matching of size r2 < n in G[U1] using no
vertices from Y1.
We now construct n−r2 disjoint red copies of K3 in G[Y1]. Since
there is no blue copy of K4 in G[Y1] and R(3, 4) = 9, we need to
show that y1 ≥ 9 + 3(n− r2 − 1). Consider

2y1 + 3x2 + 3y2 − 12 = 3x2 + 2(y1 + y2) + y2 − 12.

From Eq. (1) and x2 ≤ y2 − 5, we have

2y1 + 3x2 + 3y2 − 12 ≥ 3x2 + 2(4n+ 5) + (x2 + 5)− 12 = 4x2 + 8n+ 3.

Since n ≥ 3 and x2 ≥ 1, we then get

2y1 + 3x2 + 3y2 − 12 ≥ 4x2 + 8n+ 3 ≥ 6n+ 13 > 6n + 12.

We can conclude that

y1 + 3r2 ≥ y1 + 3

(

x2 + y2 − 4

2

)

> 3n+ 6.

Thus, y1 > 9 + 3(n − r2 − 1). So there are n − r2 disjoint red
copies of K3 using vertices from U1.

From both cases, there are additional n− r2 disjoint red copies of K3

in G[U1]. The last step is to show that there are also additional n− r2
vertices in U2, which is 4x2 + y2 − 2r2 ≥ n− r2. From y2 − 5 ≥ x2 and
Eq. (3), we have

4x2 + y2 −
x2 + y2 − 3

2
=

7x2 + y2 + 3

2
≥ 4x2 + 4 ≥ n.

Since r2 =
⌊

x2+y2−3
2

⌋

≤ x2+y2−3
2

, we conclude that

4x2 + y2 − 2r2 ≥ 4x2 + y2 −
x2 + y2 − 3

2
− r2 ≥ n− r2.

This concludes that there is a red copy of nK4 in G.

This finished the proof of the first case.

4. Proof of the second case

Let 2n− 1 +
⌊

n
4

⌋

≤ k ≤ 3n− 3. From Lemma 9, we can combine V1, V2, . . . , Vt

and V ′ into three partitions, say U1, U2 and U3, where each G[Ui] contains at least
⌈

n
4

⌉

disjoint blue copies of K4. In addition, we can partition them so that only
one part contains more than n − 1 disjoint blue copies of K4. (If the first and



RAMSEY NUMBERS OF CONNECTED 4-CLIQUE MATCHING 10

the second parts contain more than n− 1 disjoint blue copies of K4, we can keep
repartitioning the second part into two subparts and add the smaller part into the
first part until the second part is at most n−1. Note that the larger part is always
at least n

2
≥

⌈

n
4

⌉

.)
For i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, we let xi be the number of disjoint blue copies of K4 in G[Ui]

from K, yi be the number of vertices in G[Ui] not belong to those disjoint blue
copies of K4 from K. The number of vertices not in any K4 in K is |V (G−K)| =
13n− 3− 4k. Since 2n− 1 +

⌊

n
4

⌋

≤ k ≤ 3n− 3, we have

n + 9 ≤ y1 + y2 + y3 ≤ 5n+ 10− 4
⌊n

4

⌋

. (4)

The main goal is to construct a red copy of nK4. Since we can divide the graph
G into three subgraphs, G[U1], G[U2] and G[U3] where edges between these parts
are red, we can construct a red copy of K4 by choose two vertices whose adjacent
by a red edge from one subgraph and choose one vertex each from the other two
subgraphs.

Let ri be the size of a maximum matching in G[Ui]. The next two lemmas show
that we have a red matching of size s1 + s2 + s3 = n in G, which will be used to
construct a red copy of nK4. The proofs are postponed to the end of the section.

Lemma 11. r1 + r2 + r3 ≥ n.

Lemma 12. There exists si ≤ ri for i ∈ {1, 2, 3} such that s1 + s2 + s3 = n and
|Ui| ≥ si + n for all i.

Let M be a red matching obtained by choosing si edges from a matching of size
ri in G[Ui]. We write

M = {u11v11, . . . , u1s1v1s1 , u21v21, . . . , u2s2v2s2 , u31v31, . . . , u3s3v3s3}

where uij, vij ∈ Ui for any j. From Lemma 12, we can choose distinct vertices wij

in Ui \ {ui1, vi1, . . . , uisi, visi} for 1 ≤ j ≤ n − si. Next, for 1 ≤ j ≤ s1, the four
vertices u1j, v1j , w2j and w3j induces s1 disjoint red copies of K4. Similarly, for
1 ≤ j ≤ s2, the four vertices u2j, v2j , w1j and w3(s1+j) also induces s2 disjoint red
copies of K4. Lastly, for 1 ≤ j ≤ s3, the four vertices u3j, v3j , w1(s2+j) and w2(s1+j)

induces another s3 disjoint red copies of K4. By Lemma 12, the construction is
feasible. Since s1 + s2 + s3 = n, there is a red copy of nK4 in G.

Proof of Lemma 11. If there is i where xi ≥ n − 1 +
⌈

n
4

⌉

, then xi > n − 1. The
graph G[Ui] can then be separated into two parts where all edges between the two
parts are red and the number of disjoint blue copies of K4 from K in each part
is at least

⌈

n
4

⌉

. So the number of vertices in each part is at least 4
⌈

n
4

⌉

, hence

ri ≥ 4
⌈

n
4

⌉

≥ n. In the rest of the proof, we can then assume that xi < n−1+
⌈

n
4

⌉

.
Consider the lower bound of x1 + x2 + x3 + y1 + y2 + y3. The lowest possible

value occurs when the number of vertices in K is the largest as possible, i.e.,
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x1 + x2 + x3 = 3n− 3. So, y1 + y2 + y3 = n + 9. We have

x1 + x2 + x3 + y1 + y2 + y3 ≥ 4n + 6. (5)

Since x1 + x2 + x3 = k ≤ 3n− 3, all x1, x2, x3 cannot be greater than n− 1. We
then separate the proof into 3 cases, according to the number of xi that is greater
than n − 1. We also have y1 + y2 + y3 = 13n − 3 − 4k ≥ n + 9 > 9. Therefore,
y1, y2 and y3 cannot simultaneously be less than four.

Case 1: x1, x2, x3 ≤ n− 1.
Without loss of generality, we assume that y3 ≤ y2 ≤ y1. We consider 3

sub-cases.
Case 1.1: y3 ≤ y2 < 4 ≤ y1.

From Eq. (5), we have

x1 + y1 ≥ 2n+ 2.

• If x1 + y1 ≥ 2n+ 3, because x1 ≤ n− 1, so y1 ≥ n+ 4 ≥ x1 + 5.
By Lemma 5, r1 ≥

⌊

x1+y1−3
2

⌋

≥
⌊

2n
2

⌋

= n.
• If x1 + y1 = 2n+ 2, then this equality happens only when x1 =
n − 1. Thus, y1 = n + 3 ≤ n − 1 + 4 = x1 + 4. Hence, by
Lemma 5, we have r1 ≥ y1 − 3 = n.

Case 1.2: y3 < 4 ≤ y2 ≤ y1.
From Eq. (5), we get

x1 + x2 + y1 + y2 ≥ (4n+ 6)− (n− 1)− 3 = 3n+ 4 (6)

To apply Lemma 5 to r1 and r2, there are 4 possibilities. In each case,
we use Eq. (6) and the inequalities x1, x2 ≤ n− 1 when needed.

• Let x1 ≥ y1 − 4 and x2 ≥ y2 − 4. Then

r1 + r2 ≥ y1 + y2 − 6 ≥ n.

• Let x1 ≤ y1 − 5 and x2 ≤ y2 − 5. Then

r1 + r2 ≥

⌊

x1 + y1 − 3

2

⌋

+

⌊

x2 + y2 − 3

2

⌋

≥
x1 + y1 − 4

2
+

x2 + y2 − 4

2

≥
3n− 4

2
.

We know that 3n−4
2

≥ n when n ≥ 4. For n = 3, we have

r1 + r2 ≥
5
2
. So r1 + r2 ≥ 3 = n.
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• Let x1 ≥ y1 − 4 and x2 ≤ y2 − 5. (The case when x1 ≤ y1 − 5
and x2 ≥ y2 − 4 can be treated similarly.) Then

r1 + r2 = y1 − 3 +

⌊

x2 + y2 − 3

2

⌋

≥ y1 − 3 +
x2 + y2 − 4

2

=
x1 + y1 + x2 + y2 − (x1 − y1)− 10

2

≥ n−
1

2
.

The last inequality follows from x1 ≤ n − 1 and y1 ≥ 4. Since
r1 + r2 is an integer, we have r1 + r2 ≥ n.

Case 1.3: 4 ≤ y3 ≤ y2 ≤ y1.
We will apply Lemma 5 to r1, r2 and r3, which have 8 possibilities.
They can be separated into 4 groups, by the number of i where xi ≥
yi − 4, as follows.

• There is no i where xi ≥ yi − 4. Let x1 ≤ y1 − 5, x2 ≤ y2 − 5
and x3 ≤ y3 − 5. Then

r1 + r2 + r3 =

⌊

x1 + y1 − 3

2

⌋

+

⌊

x2 + y2 − 3

2

⌋

+

⌊

x3 + y3 − 3

2

⌋

≥
x1 + y1 − 4

2
+

x2 + y2 − 4

2
+

x3 + y3 − 4

2

=
x1 + y1 + x2 + y2 + x3 + y3 − 12

2
≥ 2n− 3 ≥ n.

• There is exactly one i where xi ≥ yi − 4. Let x1 ≤ y1 − 5 and
x2 ≤ y2 − 5, but x3 ≥ y3 − 4. Then

r1 + r2 + r3 =

⌊

x1 + y1 − 3

2

⌋

+

⌊

x2 + y2 − 3

2

⌋

+ y3 − 3

≥
x1 + y1 − 4

2
+

x2 + y2 − 4

2
+ y3 − 3

≥
x1 + y1 + x2 + y2 + x3 + 2y3 − 14

2

≥
x1 + x2 + x3 + y1 + y2 + y3 − (x3 − y3)− 14

2

≥
4n− 8− (x3 − y3)

2

The last inequality follows from Eq. (5). Since y3 ≥ 4 and x3 ≤
n− 1, we have x3 − y3 ≤ n− 5. Hence, r1 + r2 + r3 ≥

3n−3
2

≥ n.
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• There are exactly two i where xi ≥ yi − 4. Let x1 ≤ y1 − 5, but
x2 ≥ y2−4 and x3 ≥ y3−4. The other two cases can be treated
in the same manner. Then

r1 + r2 + r3 ≥

⌊

x1 + y1 − 3

2

⌋

+ y2 − 3 + y3 − 3

≥
x1 + y1 − 4

2
+ y2 + y3 − 6

≥
x1 + y1 + 2y2 + 2y3 − 16

2

≥
x1 + x2 + x3 + y1 + y2 + y3 − (x2 − y2)− (x3 − y3)− 16

2

≥
4n− 10− (x2 − y2)− (x3 − y3)

2
.

Since x2 − y2 ≤ n− 5 and x3 − y3 ≤ n− 5, we get

r1 + r2 + r3 ≥
4n− 10− 2(n− 5)

2
= n.

• Let x1 ≥ y1 − 4, x2 ≥ y2 − 4 and x3 ≥ y3 − 4. From Eq. (5) and
x1 + x2 + x3 ≤ 3n− 3, we then get

r1 + r2 + r3 ≥ y1 + y2 + y3 − 9 ≥ n.

Case 2: Exactly one of x1, x2, x3 is more than n− 1.
Suppose without loss of generality that x1 > n − 1 and x2, x3 ≤ n − 1.

Let x1 = n− 1+m for some 1 ≤ m <
⌈

n
4

⌉

. Thus, we can partition U1 into
two parts where each part has at most n− 1 disjoint blue copies of K4 and
all edges between these two parts are red. Then the smaller part contains
at least m disjoint blue copies of K4, and so does the larger part. Hence,
there is a red matching M of size 4m (between the two sets of m disjoint
blue copies of K4) in G[U1].
Case 2.1: y1 < 4.

With x1 = n− 1 +m and y1 ≤ 3, Eq. (5) gives

x2 + y2 + x3 + y3 ≥ 3n+ 4−m. (7)

If either y2 or y3 is less than four, then we can suppose that y2 < 4.
By Eq. (4), y3 ≥ n + 3. Since x3 ≤ n − 1, the condition x3 ≥ y3 − 4
occurs only when x3 = n − 1 and y3 = n + 3. Then by Lemma 5,
r3 ≥ y3 − 3 = n.
When x3 ≤ y3 − 5, Lemma 5 gives

r3 ≥

⌊

x3 + y3 − 3

2

⌋

≥
x3 + y3 − 4

2
.
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Since x2 ≤ n− 1 and y2 ≤ 3, Eq. (7) gives

x3 + y3 ≥ 2n+ 2−m.

Since r1 ≥ 4m with m ≥ 1, we have

r1 + r3 ≥ 4m+
2n+ 2−m− 4

2
=

2n− 2 + 7m

2
> n.

Hence, we assume y2 ≥ 4 and y3 ≥ 4.
To apply Lemma 5 to r2 and r3, we consider 4 possibilities. In each
case, we use Eq. (7) and the inequalities x2 ≤ n − 1 and x3 ≤ n − 1
when necessary.

• If x2 ≥ y2 − 4 and x3 ≥ y3 − 4, we get

r2 + r3 ≥ y2 + y3 − 6

≥ 3n+ 4−m− 2(n− 1)− 6

= n−m.

So r1 + r2 + r3 ≥ 4m+ n−m ≥ n.
• If x2 ≤ y2 − 5 and x3 ≤ y3 − 5, we get

r2 + r3 ≥

⌊

x2 + y2 − 3

2

⌋

+

⌊

x3 + y3 − 3

2

⌋

≥
x2 + y2 − 4

2
+

x3 + y3 − 4

2

≥
x2 + y2 + x3 + y3 − 8

2

≥
3n− 4−m

2
.

Since r1 ≥ 4m and m ≥ 1, we have

r1 + r2 + r3 ≥ 4m+
3n− 4−m

2
≥

3n− 4 + 7m

2
≥

3n+ 3

2
≥ n.

• If x2 ≥ y2 − 4 and x3 ≤ y3 − 5, we get

r2 + r3 ≥ y2 − 3 +

⌊

x3 + y3 − 3

2

⌋

≥ y2 − 3 +
x3 + y3 − 4

2

=
x2 + y2 + x3 + y3 − (x2 − y2)− 10

2
.
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With x2 ≤ n− 1, y2 ≥ 4 and m ≥ 1, we have

r2 + r3 ≥
x2 + y2 + x3 + y3 − (x2 − y2)− 10

2

≥
3n+ 4−m− (n− 5)− 10

2

≥ n−
m+ 1

2
.

Since r1 ≥ 4m and m ≥ 1, we obtain

r1 + r2 + r3 ≥ 4m+ n−
m+ 1

2
≥ n+

7m− 1

4
≥ n.

• If x2 ≤ y3 − 5 and x3 ≥ y2 − 4, we can treat this in the same
manner as in the previous case.

Case 2.2: y1 ≥ 4.
Apart from 2m disjoint blue copies of K4 which gives a red matching
of size 4m in G[U1], there are x′

1 = x1 − 2m = n−m− 1 disjoint blue
copies of K4 ramained in G[U1]. Let r′1 = r1 − 4m. We will apply
Lemma 5 using x′

1 instead of x1, and get a lower bound on r′1.
Consider the following situations based on the values of y2 and y3.
(1) Exactly one of y2 and y3 is less than 4. We assume without loss

of generality that y2 ≥ 4 but y3 < 4. Eq. (4) gives

y1 + y2 ≥ n+ 6.

Since x3 ≤ n− 1, Eq. (5) also gives

x1 + x2 + y1 + y2 ≥ 3n+ 4.

(a) Suppose that x′
1 ≥ y1 − 4. By Lemma 5, r′1 ≥ y1 − 3. So,

r1 = r′1 + 4m ≥ y1 − 3 + 4m.

If x2 ≥ y2 − 4, then r2 ≥ y2 − 3. Hence,

r1 + r2 ≥ y1 + y2 + 4m− 6 ≥ n+ 4m ≥ n.

If x2 ≤ y2 − 5, then r2 ≥
⌊

x2+y2−3
2

⌋

≥ x2+y2−4
2

. Hence,

r1 + r2 ≥ y1 − 3 + 4m+
x2 + y2 − 4

2

≥
x2 + 2y1 + y2 + 8m− 10

2

(8)

From x1+x2+y1+y2 ≥ 3n+4, x1 = n−1+m and y1 ≥ 4,
we obtain

r1 + r2 ≥
2n+ 7m− 1

2
> n.
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(b) Let x′
1 ≤ y1 − 5. By Lemma 5, r′1 ≥

⌊

x′

1
+y1−3

2

⌋

. So r1 =

r′1 + 4m ≥
x′

1
+y1−4

2
+ 4m.

If x2 ≥ y2 − 4, then r2 ≥ y2 − 3. Hence,

r1 + r2 ≥
x′
1 + y1 − 4

2
+ 4m+ y2 − 3

≥
x′
1 + y1 + 2y2 + 8m− 10

2

=
n−m− 1 + y1 + 2y2 + 8m− 10

2

=
y1 + 2y2 + n + 7m− 11

2
.

(9)

Since y1 + y2 ≥ n+6 and y2 ≥ 4, we get y1 +2y2 ≥ n+10.
Thus,

r1 + r2 ≥
2n+ 7m− 1

2
≥ n.

If x2 ≤ y2 − 5, then r2 ≥
⌊

x2+y2−3
2

⌋

≥ x2+y2−4
2

. Hence,

r1 + r2 ≥ 4m+
x′
1 + y1 − 4

2
+

x2 + y2 − 4

2

≥
8m+ x′

1 + y1 + x2 + y2 − 8

2

≥
7m+ n− 9 + y1 + x2 + y2

2
.

Since x1 + x2 + y1 + y2 ≥ 3n + 4 and x1 = n + m − 1, we
get y1 + x2 + y2 ≥ 2n+ 5−m. Thus,

r1 + r2 ≥
3n+ 6m− 4

2
> n.

(2) Both y2 and y3 are less than four. From y1+ y2+ y3 ≥ n+9, we
get y1 ≥ n+ 3.
If x′

1 ≥ y1 − 4, then r′1 ≥ y1 − 3 ≥ n.
If x′

1 ≤ y1 − 5, then

r′1 ≥

⌊

x′
1 + y1 − 3

2

⌋

≥

⌊

2x′
1 + 2

2

⌋

= x′
1 + 1 = n−m.

Hence,

r1 = 4m+ r′1 ≥ 3m+ n > n.

(3) Let both y2 and y3 is at least four. ecall that x′
1 = n − m − 1

and r1 = r′1 + 4m. Similar to Eq. (5), we have

x′
1 + x2 + x3 + y1 + y2 + y3 ≥ 4n− 2m+ 6.
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From x1 + x2 + x3 ≤ 3n− 3, we also get

y1 + y2 + y3 ≥ n + 9.

We apply Lemma 5 to r′1, r2 and r3 in the same manner as in
Case 1.4. Note that the inequality x′

1 − y1 ≤ n−m− 5 is used
when x′

1 ≥ y1− 4, while xi − yi ≤ n− 5 is used when xi ≥ yi− 4
when i 6= 1.
For simplicity of the following inequality, we let A be the set of
all i such that xi ≥ yi − 4 (or x′

i ≥ yi − 4 when i = 1). We then
have

r′1 + r2 + r3 ≥







































2n−m− 3, A = ∅,
3n−m−3

2
, A = {1},

3n−2m−3
2

, A = {2} or {3},

n−m, A = {2, 3},

n− m
2
, A = {1, 2} or {1, 3},

n, A = {1, 2, 3}.

Hence,

r1 + r2 + r3 ≥ r′1 + r2 + r3 + 4m ≥ n.

From the two cases, we can conclude that r1 + r2 + r3 ≥ n. �

Proof of Lemma 12. From the proof of Lemma 11, there are many situations from
which the lower bounds on ri are obtained. In each situation, we choose si = 0
when the obviouse bound ri ≥ 0 is obtained, and choose si ≤ Ln when the lower
bound ri ≥ Ln is obtained (either from Lemma 5 or a red matching construction
using a blue copy of K4) in such a way that s1+ s2+ s3 holds. We now prove that
|Ui| − si ≥ n.

(1) xi ≤ n− 1. The lower bound on ri is obtained from Lemma 5.
• If yi ≤ 3, then ri ≥ 0. Then, |Ui| − si = 4xi + yi.
• If xi ≥ yi − 4 and yi ≥ 4, then ri ≥ yi − 3. Then,

|Ui| − si ≥ 4xi + yi − (yi − 3) = 4xi + 3.
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• If xi ≤ yi − 5 and yi ≥ 4, then ri ≥
⌊

xi+yi−3
2

⌋

. With yi ≥ xi + 5, we
get

|Ui| − si ≥ 4xi + yi −

⌊

xi + yi − 3

2

⌋

≥ 4xi + yi −
xi + yi − 2

2

=
7xi + yi + 2

2

≥
8xi + 7

2
.

From the three cases, we can conclude that |Ui| − si ≥ 4xi ≥ n.
(2) n − 1 < xi < n − 1 + ⌈n

4
⌉ and yi ≥ 4. We write xi = n + m − 1 where

m < ⌈n
4
⌉. Also, x′

i = xi − 2m = n − m − 1 and ri ≥ r′i + 4m where the
lower bound on r′i is obtained from Lemma 5.

• If xi ≥ yi − 4, then

|Ui| − si ≥ 4xi + yi − 4m− (yi − 3) = 4n− 1 ≥ n.

• If xi ≤ yi − 5, then

|Ui| − si ≥ 4xi + yi − 4m−

⌊

x′
i + yi − 3

2

⌋

≥ 4xi + yi − 4m−
x′
i + yi − 2

2

=
8xi − x′

i + yi − 8m+ 2

2

≥
7n +m− 1

2
≥ n.

(3) n− 1 < xi < n − 1 + ⌈n
4
⌉ and yi ≤ 3. Similarly, we write xi = n +m − 1

where m < ⌈n
4
⌉. The lower bound ri ≥ 4m is obtained. Then,

|Ui| − si ≥ 4xi + yi − 4m ≥ 4n+ yi − 4 ≥ n.

(4) xi ≥ n− 1 + ⌈n
4
⌉. We get ri ≥ n. Hence,

|Ui| − si ≥ 4xi + yi − n ≥ 4n+ yi − 4 ≥ n.

From all four cases, we can conclude that |Ui| ≥ si + n. �

5. Proof of the third case

Let 3n − 2 ≤ k ≤ 3n − 4 +
⌈

n
4

⌉

. We have that n ≥ 5. With the same setup
as in Section 4, we let U1, U2 and U3 be the partition of the vertices of G where
each G[Ui] contains at least

⌈

n
4

⌉

disjoint blue copies of K4 from K. In addition,
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at most one G[Ui], assumed to be G[U1], contains more than n − 1 disjoint blue
copies of K4.

Let xi be the number of disjoint blue copies of K4 in G[Ui] from K, yi be the
number of vertices in G[Ui] not belong to those disjoint blue copies of K4 from K.
Let ri be the size of the maximum red matching in G[Ui].

Since k ≥ 3n − 2, at least one of x1, x2 and x3 is larger than n − 1. Hence,
x1 > n− 1 while x2 ≤ n− 1 and x3 ≤ n− 1.

Since 3n− 2 ≤ k ≤ 3n− 4 +
⌈

n
4

⌉

, we can write

x1 + x2 + x3 = k = 3n+ p− 3 (10)

for some 1 ≤ p <
⌈

n
4

⌉

. Thus,

y1 + y2 + y3 = |V (G)| − 4k = 13n− 3− 4k = n− 4p+ 9. (11)

We also have
x1 + x2 + x3 + y1 + y2 + y3 = 4n− 3p+ 6. (12)

Lastly, Eq. (10) gives x1 ≥ n + p− 1. So, we let

x1 = n +m− 1 (13)

for some m ≥ p.
Similar to Section 4, we can show that r1 + r2 + r3 ≥ n.

Lemma 13. r1 + r2 + r3 ≥ n.

Using the same method as in Lemma 12, we can show that there is si ≤ ri such
that s1 + s2 + s3 = n and |Ui| ≥ si + n for all i. In exactly the same way as in
Section 4, we can then construct a red copy of nK4 from a red matching of size n.

Proof of Lemma 13. If x1 ≥ n − 1 +
⌈

n
4

⌉

, we can use Lemma 8 to partition the
blue connected components in G[U1] into two parts, where each part has at least
⌈

n
4

⌉

disjoint blue copies of K4. We then construct a red matching of size 4
⌈

n
4

⌉

≥ n

in G[U1]. Thus, r1 ≥ n.
We now assume that n − 1 < x1 < n − 1 +

⌈

n
4

⌉

. This implies that m <
⌈

n
4

⌉

.
Hence,

1 ≤ p ≤ m <
⌈n

4

⌉

. (14)

Similarly, we can apply Lemma 8 to Eq. (13) and get a red matching of size 4m
in G[U1]. We let

x′
1 = x1 − 2m = n−m− 1.

Then G[U1]−M contains a blue copy of x′
1K4 from K.

In order to apply Lemma 5, we need to consider different cases depending on
whether yi ≥ 4 and whether xi ≥ yi − 4. We note that for i = 1, we consider
G[U1] − M instead of G[U1]. Hence, we use x′

1 instead of x1 together with the
same y1, and let r′1 be the size of the maximum red matching in G[U1]−M . So

r1 ≥ r′1 + 4m.
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Case 1: Both y2 and y3 are less than four.
From Eq. (11), we have

y1 ≥ n− 4p+ 3.

This also implies that y1 ≥ 4.
Case 1.1: x′

1 ≥ y1 − 4. We have

r1 ≥ r′1 + 4m ≥ y1 − 3 + 4m ≥ n.

Case 1.2: x′
1 ≤ y1 − 5. We have

r′1 ≥

⌊

x′
1 + y1 − 3

2

⌋

≥
x′
1 + y1 − 4

2

≥
(n−m− 1) + (n− 4p+ 3)− 4

2

=
2n− 4p−m− 2

2
.

Hence,

r1 ≥ r′1 + 4m ≥
2n+ 7m− 4p− 2

2
≥ n.

Case 2: Exactly of one y2 and y3 is less than four.
We may assume that y2 ≥ 4 and y3 < 4.

Case 2.1: y1 < 4.
From Eq. (11), we have

y2 ≥ n− 4p+ 3.

Consider the following situations.
• x2 ≥ y2−4. We have r2 ≥ y2−3 ≥ n−4p. Since r1 ≥ r′1+4m ≥
4m, we then get

r1 + r2 ≥ n− 4p+ 4m ≥ n.

• x2 ≤ y2 − 5. We get r2 ≥
⌊

x2+y2−3
2

⌋

≥ x2+y2−4
2

. Since x1 =
n +m− 1 and x3 ≤ n− 1, Eq. (12) gives

x2 + y2 = 4n− 3p+ 6− (x1 + x3 + y1 + y3)

≥ 2n− 3p−m+ 2.
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Hence,

r1 + r2 ≥ 4m+
2n− 3p−m− 2

2

≥
2n− 3p+ 7m− 2

2
≥ n

Case 2.2: y1 ≥ 4.
• x′

1 ≤ y1 − 5. Then,

r′1 ≥

⌊

x′
1 + y1 − 3

2

⌋

≥

⌊

2x′
1 + 2

2

⌋

= x′
1 + 1 = n−m.

Hence,

r1 ≥ r′1 + 4m ≥ n.

• x′
1 ≥ y1 − 4 and x2 ≥ y2 − 4. From y3 ≤ 3, Eq. (11) gives

y1 + y2 ≥ n− 4p+ 6. From Lemma 5, we can conclude that

r1 + r2 ≥ r′1 + r2 + 4m ≥ y1 + y2 − 6 + 4m ≥ n.

• x′
1 ≥ y1 − 4 and x2 ≤ y2 − 5. Lemma 5 gives

r1 + r2 ≥ y1 − 3 + 4m+

⌊

x2 + y2 − 3

2

⌋

≥ y1 − 3 + 4m+
x2 + y2 − 4

2

=
x2 + 2y1 + y2 + 8m− 10

2

=
x1 + x2 + y1 + y2 + (y1 − x1) + 8m− 10

2
.

(15)

Since x3 ≤ n− 1 and y3 ≤ 3, Eq. (12) give

x1 + x2 + y1 + y2 ≥ 3n− 3p+ 4.

Using x1 = n+m−1 and y1 ≥ 4, we then get y1−x1 ≥ 5−n−m.
Hence,

r1 + r2 ≥
(3n− 3p+ 4) + (5− n−m) + 8m− 10

2

=
2n− 3p+ 7m− 1

2
≥ n.

Case 3: Both y2 and y3 are at least four.
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Case 3.1: y1 ≤ 3. From Eq. (11), we have

y2 + y3 ≥ n− 4p+ 6.

From Eq. (12), we also have

x2 + x3 + y2 + y3 ≥ 4n− 3p+ 6− (n+m− 1)− 3 = 3n− 3p−m+ 4.

We use the two inequalities above together with Lemma 5 in the fol-
lowing situations.

• x2 ≥ y2 − 4 and x3 ≥ y3 − 4. Then

r1 + r2 + r3 ≥ 4m+ y2 + y3 − 6 ≥ n.

• x2 ≤ y2 − 5 and x3 ≤ y3 − 5. We have

r1 + r2 + r3 ≥ 4m+

⌊

x2 + y2 − 3

2

⌋

+

⌊

x3 + y3 − 3

2

⌋

≥ 4p+
x2 + y2 − 4

2
+

x3 + y3 − 4

2

≥
3n− 3p+ 7m− 4

2
≥ n.

• x2 ≥ y2 − 4 and x3 ≤ y3 − 5. (Similarly, x2 ≤ y2 − 5 and
x3 ≥ y3 − 4.) We get

r1 + r2 + r3 ≥ 4m+ y2 − 3 +

⌊

x3 + y3 − 3

2

⌋

≥ 4m+ y2 − 3 +
x3 + y3 − 4

2

=
8m+ 2y2 + x3 + y3 − 10

2

=
x2 + y2 + x3 + y3 + (y2 − x2) + 8m− 10

2
.

Since y2 ≥ 4 and x2 ≤ n− 1, we have y2 − x2 ≥ 5− n. Hence,

r1 + r2 + r3 ≥
4n− 3p+ 6 + 5− n + 8m− 10

2

=
3n− 3p+ 8m+ 1

2
≥ n.
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Case 3.2: y1 ≥ 4.
If x′

1 ≤ y1 − 5, we have

r′1 ≥

⌊

x′
1 + y1 − 3

2

⌋

≥

⌊

2x′
1 + 2

2

⌋

= x′
1 + 1 = n−m.

Hence, r1 ≥ r′1 + 4m ≥ n.
So. we will assume that x′

1 ≥ y1 − 4. Lemma 5 then gives

r1 ≥ r′1 + 4m ≥ y1 + 4m− 3.

To apply Lemma 5 to r2 and r3, we consider the following situations.
• x2 ≥ y2 − 4 and x3 ≥ y3 − 4. We have

r1 + r2 + r3 ≥ y1 + y2 + y3 − 9 + 4m = n− 4p+ 4m ≥ n.

• x2 ≤ y2 − 5 and x3 ≤ y3 − 5. Then

r1 + r2 + r3 ≥ y1 − 3 + 4m+

⌊

x2 + y2 − 3

2

⌋

+

⌊

x3 + y3 − 3

2

⌋

≥ y1 − 3 + 4m+
x2 + y2 − 4

2
+

x3 + y3 − 4

2

=
2y1 + x2 + x3 + y2 + y3 + 8m− 14

2

=
x1 + x2 + x3 + y1 + y2 + y3 + (y1 − x1) + 8m− 14

2
.

Since x1 = n +m− 1 and y1 ≥ 4, Eq. (12) gives

r1 + r2 + r3 ≥
3n− 3p+ 7m− 3

2
≥ n.

• x2 ≥ y2 − 4 and x3 ≤ y3 − 5. Consider

r1 + r2 + r3 ≥ y1 − 3 + 4m+ y2 − 3 +

⌊

x3 + y3 − 3

2

⌋

≥ y1 + y2 + 4m− 6 +
x3 + y3 − 4

2

=
x3 + 2y1 + 2y2 + y3 + 8m− 16

2
.

From Eq. (12), we have

r1 + r2 + r3 ≥
2n− 3p+ 7m

2
≥ n.

From all three cases, we conclude that r1 + r2 + r3 ≥ n. �
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6. Proof of the fourth case

Let k ≥ 3n − 3 +
⌈

n
4

⌉

. From Lemma 10, we can combine V1, V2, . . . , Vt and

V ′ into four parts, say U1, U2, U3 and U4 where each G[Ui] contains at least
⌈

n
4

⌉

disjoint blue copies of K4 from K. Thus, |Ui| ≥ 4
⌈

n
4

⌉

≥ n for all i.
Since all edges between two parts are red, we can construct a red copy of K4

by choosing one vertex from each part. Each part contains at least n vertices.
Therefore, there is a n disjoint red copy nK4 in G.

7. The case when n = 2

Although most of the techniques in the proof of Theorem 7 can be applied to
the case when n = 2, there are still some cases in which such techniques cannot
be directly applied. When n ≥ 3, at the beginning of the proof of Theorem 7,
we use R(4, 4) = 18 to show that the number of disjoint blue copies of K4 in K23

is at least 2n − 3 + ⌊n−1
4
⌋ disjoint blue copies of K4 which is larger than n − 1.

This implies that there are at least two blue components. When n = 2, there
may be some coloring that has only one blue copy of K4, hence there is only one
blue component. In this case, we will use R2(nK4), instead of R2(4, 4). From [2],
R2(nK4) = 7n+4 when n is sufficiently large. To the authors’ knowledge, there is
no result on the exact value or the upper bound of R2(2K4) for small n. So, if an
upper bound of R2(2K4) is small enough, we get the exact value of R2(C (2K4))
as in the following theorem.

Theorem 14. If R2(2K4) ≤ 23, then R2(C (2K4)) = 23.

Proof. From Lemma 6, we have R2(C (2K4)) ≥ 23. Applying the same setup as in
Theorem 7, we consider a 2-edge-coloring of G = K23. Since 23 = 18+4+1, there
are at least two monochromatic copies of K4 in G. Suppose that red is connected
and G contains at most one red copy of K4. Let k be the number of disjoint blue
copies of K4 in G. Then 1 ≤ k ≤ 5. Assume that there is no blue copy of a graph
in C (2K4). We partition the set of vertices V (G) of G into V1, V2, . . . , Vk and V ′ in
the way that G[Vi] is a blue component of G containing exactly one blue copy of
K4 in K and V ′ is the set of vertices outside V1 ∪ · · · ∪ Vk. Consider the following
four cases.

Case 1: k = 1.
Let V ′

1 be the set of vertices in V1 other than those in the blue copy of
K4. We note that by assumption of V1, G[V ′

1 ] contains no blue copy of K4.
• |V1| = 23. This means blue is connected. Since R2(2K4) ≤ 23, G[V1]
contains a red copy of 2K4.

• |V1| = 22. Then |V ′
1 | = 18. Since R(4, 4) = 18, R(3, 4) = 9 but G[V ′

1 ]
cannot have another blue copy of K4, there must be a red copy of
K4 +K3. Joining the red copy of K3 with another vertex from V ′, we
obtain a red copy of 2K4.
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• 16 ≤ |V1| ≤ 22. Since R(3, 4) = 9 and 16 > 12 = 9 + 3, there is a red
copy of 2K3 in G[V1]. Again, we combine a red copy of K3 in G[V1]
and one vertex in V ′, then we get a red copy of 2K4.

• 10 ≤ |V1| ≤ 15. Then |V ′| ≥ 8. Since R(2, 4) = 4 and |V1|, |V
′| > 6,

there are two disjoint red copies ofK2 in bothG[V1] and G[V ′]. Joining
each pair of the copies of K2 each from G[V1] and G[V ′], we get a red
copy of 2K4.

• 4 ≤ |V1| ≤ 9. Then |V ′| ≥ 14. Since R(3, 4) = 9, G[V ′] contains a red
copy of 2K3. Again, joining each red copy of K3 in G[V ′] with another
vertex in V1, we get a red copy of 2K4.

From all cases, we constructed a red copy of 2K4, which is a contradiction.

When k ≥ 2, let U1 = V1 ∪ V ′ and Ui = Vi for all 2 ≤ i ≤ k. Let yi = |Ui| − 4,
which is the number of vertices in Ui not in the blue copy of K4.

Case 2: k = 2.
There are 8 vertices containing in these two disjoint blue copies of K4.

Thus, y1 + y2 = 15 and we may assume that y1 ≥ y2
• y1 ≥ 12. Since R(3, 4) = 9, there is a red copy of 2K3 in G[U1].
Combine this red copy of K3 in G[U1] and one vertex in G[U2], then
we obtain a red copy of 2K4.

• 10 ≤ y1 ≤ 11. Since R(3, 4) = 9, G[U1] contains a red copy of K3.
Note that y2 = 15 − y1 ≥ 4. Applying Lemma 5 to G[U1] − K3 and
G[U2], each of G[U1] and G[U2] contains at least one red copy of K2.
Joining the two disjoint red copies of K2, we get a red copy of K4.
Then joining the red copy of K3 in G[U1] with any remaining vertex
in U2, we get another red copy of K4.

• 8 ≤ y1 ≤ 9. Then y2 = 15 − y1 ≥ 6. By Lemma 5, each of G[U1] and
G[U2] contains two disjoint red copies of K2. Joining each pair of red
copies of K2, we get a red copy of 2K4.

Case 3: k = 3.
There are 12 vertices containing in three disjoint blue copies of K4.

Therefore, y1 + y2 + y3 = 11 and we can suppose that y1 ≥ y2 ≥ y3.
• y1 ≥ 4 > y2 ≥ y3. This implies y1 ≥ 5. By Lemma 5, G[U1] contains a
red copy of 2K2. Construct two disjoint red copies of K4 where each
copy is formed by a red copy of K2 in G[U1], a vertex in U2 and a
vertex in U3.

• y1 ≥ y2 ≥ 4 > y3. By Lemma 5, each of G[U1] and G[U2] contains
a red copy of K2. The first red copy of K4 is constructed from one
red copy of K2 in G[U1], one vertex in U2 and one vertex in U3. The
second red copy of K4 is constructed from one red copy of K2 in G[U2],
one vertex in U1 and one vertex in U3.

Case 4: k ≥ 4.
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We form two disjoint red copies of K4. Each copy is formed by joining
one vertex from each G[Ui] for 1 ≤ i ≤ 4.

From four cases, we get two disjoint red copies of K4. This contradicts the as-
sumption. �

8. Conclusion and discussion

We have shown that R2(C (nK4)) = 13n − 3 for n ≥ 3 and the formula still
holds for n = 2 if R2(2K4) ≤ 23.

The exact Ramsey number R2(C (nKr)) = (r2 − r + 1)n − r + 1 when r ≥ 5
are known when n ≥ R2(Kr) [13]. But, the result may not be true when n is very
small. For example, when n = 2 and r = 5, we use the result from [13] and get
R2(C (2K5)) = 21(2)−4 = 38 < 43 ≤ R(5, 5), which is impossible. It is interesting
to know the upper bound of R2(C (nKr)), or in particular R2(C (nK5)), for small
n.

To the authors’ knowledge, there is no result on the Ramsey number R2(C (nG))
for a non-complete graph G. So the results for other basic graphs G such as cycles,
paths, trees, or stars will be very interesting.
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