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Abstract

Bermond and Thomassen conjectured in 1981 that every digraph with minimum outde-

gree at least 2k−1 contains k vertex-disjoint cycles, here k is a positive integer. Lichiardopol

conjectured in 2014 that for every positive integer k there exists an integer g(k) such that

every digraph with minimum outdegree at least g(k) contains k vertex-disjoint cycles of

different lengths. Recently, Chen and Chang proved in [J. Graph Theory 105 (2) (2024)

297-314] that for k > 3 every tournament with minimum outdegree at least 2k − 1 contains

k vertex-disjoint cycles in which two of them have different lengths. Motivated by the above

two conjectures and related results, we investigate vertex-disjoint cycles of different lengths

in tournaments, and show that when k > 5 every tournament with minimum outdegree at

least 2k−1 contains k vertex-disjoint cycles in which three of them have different lengths. In

addition, we show that every tournament with minimum outdegree at least 6 contains three

vertex-disjoint cycles of different lengths and the minimum outdegree condition is sharp.

This answers a question proposed by Chen and Chang.

Keywords: tournaments; vertex-disjoint cycles; cycles of different lengths

1 Introduction

Throughout this paper, a cycle (path) in a digraph always means a directed cycle (path). We

use Bang-Jensen and Gutin [6] for terminology and notation not defined here. Only finite and

simple digraphs are considered.

For a positive integer k, let f(k) be the minimum integer such that every digraph with

minimum outdegree at least f(k) contains k vertex-disjoint cycles, and let g(k) be the minimum

integer such that every digraph with minimum outdegree at least g(k) contains k vertex-disjoint

cycles of different lengths. Clearly, f(k) 6 g(k).

The finiteness of the above two functions are not obvious. Thomassen [20] was the first who

obtained the finiteness result of f(k), to be precise, it had been proved that f(k) 6 (k + 1)!. In
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view of the complete symmetric digraphs, one can see that f(k) > 2k − 1. In 1981, Bermond

and Thomassen [8] conjectured that the equality holds, which is selected as one of the hundred

open problems listed in the monograph by Bondy and Murty [9].

Conjecture 1 (Bermond and Thomassen [8]). f(k) = 2k − 1.

In 1996, via probabilistic arguments, Alon [1] showed that f(k) 6 64k and obtained the

first linear upper bound of f(k). Bucić [10] reduced the bound to 18k in 2018. In addition,

Conjecture 1 clearly holds for k = 1. Thomassen [20] in 1983 and Lichiardopol et al. [13] in

2009 proved the conjecture for k = 2 and k = 3, respectively. The first author of this paper and

Manoussakis [4] gave a much shorter proof for the case of k = 3 in 2019. It is widely open for

k > 4.

For the function g(k), one can see from the definition that g(1) = f(1) = 1. Lichiardopol [14]

showed that g(2) = 4. For k > 3, Lichiardopol [14] conjectured in 2014 that g(k) is finite but

no (finite) upper bound has been obtained for any k > 3 till now.

Conjecture 2 (Lichiardopol [14]). g(k) is finite for k > 3.

We refer the reader to [3, 7, 12,14,16–18,21] for more results on Conjectures 1 and 2.

In this paper, we concentrate on vertex-disjoint cycles of different lengths and investigate

the following more general function in digraphs. For two positive integers k, ℓ with k > ℓ, define

h(k, ℓ) to be the minimum integer such that every digraph with minimum outdegree at least

h(k, ℓ) contains k vertex-disjoint cycles in which ℓ of them have different lengths. It is not

difficult to check that the following holds.

Fact 1. f(k) = h(k, 1) and g(k) = h(k, k).

In other words, Conjectures 1 and 2 can be reconsidered as establishment problems of two

special values of h(k, ℓ). Here we need to mention that this function is motivated by the problem

investigated by Chen and Chang in [11].

A tournament is a digraph satisfying that there exists exactly one arc between every two

distinct vertices, or equivalently, a tournament is an orientation of a complete graph. The class

of tournaments plays a very important role in digraph theory. For convenience, we denote the

corresponding h(k, ℓ) in tournaments by h∗(k, ℓ) in the rest of this paper.

Bang-Jensen et al. [5] proved that h∗(k, 1) 6 2k − 1 in 2014. Bensmail et al. [7] proved

that k2+5k−2
4 6 h∗(k, k) 6 k2+4k−3

2 in 2017. Tan [19] showed in 2021 that a strongly connected

tournament with minimum outdegree at least 3 contains no two disjoint cycles of different lengths

if and only if it is isomorphic to a specific tournament with minimum outdegree 3. It therefore

implies that h∗(2, 2) = 4. Recently, Chen and Chang [11] showed that h∗(k, 2) 6 2k − 1 for

k > 3. In this paper, we show that h∗(k, 3) 6 2k − 1 for k > 5 and, by answering a question of

Chen and Chang, h∗(3, 3) = 6.

Theorem 1. Every tournament with minimum outdegree at least 2k − 1 contains k disjoint

cycles in which three of them have different lengths, here k > 5 is an integer.
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Theorem 2. Every tournament with minimum outdegree at least 6 contains three disjoint cycles

with different lengths and the minimum outdegree condition is sharp.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce some necessary

terminology and notations. Sections 3 and 4 are devoted to the proofs of Theorems 1 and 2,

respectively. The final section concludes with some remarks and open problems.

2 Additional terminology and notation

If a = (u, v) is an arc of a digraph D, then we say that u dominates v and denote it by u → v.

For two vertex subsets X,Y of D, we denote the set of arcs from X to Y by A(X,Y ), and

write X → Y if every vertex of X dominates all vertices of Y . The vertices which dominate

a vertex v are its in-neighbors, those which are dominated by v are its out-neighbors, which

are denoted by N−
D (v) and N+

D (v). The indegree (outdegree) is the cardinality of the N−
D (v)

(N+
D (v)), denoted by d−D(v) (d+D(v)), respectively. The minimum indegree and outdegree of D

are denoted by δ−(D) and δ+(D), respectively; the maximum indegree and outdegree of D are

denoted by ∆−(D) and ∆+(D), respectively.

A digraphD is r-diregular if d−D(v) = d+D(v) = r for every vertex v ∈ V (D). For a set W ⊆ V ,

N+
D (W ) (N−

D (W )) consists of those vertices from V −W which are out-neighbors (in-neighbors)

of at least one vertex from W . A digraph H is a subdigraph of a digraph D if V (H) ⊆ V (D),

A(H) ⊆ A(D) and every arc in A(H) has both end-vertices in V (H). If every arc of A(D) with

both end-vertices in V (H) is in A(H), then we say that H is induced by X = V (H) (H = D[X])

and call H an induced subdigraph of D. A digraph D is acyclic if it has no cycle. If H is an

induced subdigraph of tournament T , we say that H is a subtournament of T . In a tournament

T , if u → v and v → w can imply that u → w, then T is a transitive tournament. Note that the

acyclic tournament is the unique transitive tournament.

In a digraph D, a vertex x is reachable to a vertex y if there exists an (x, y)-path in D. In

particular, a vertex is reachable to itself. A digraph D is strongly connected if there exists an

(x, y)-path for every two vertices x, y in D.

A strong component of a digraph D is a strongly connected induced subdigraph of D with

maximal number of vertices. The strong component digraph SC(D) of D is obtained by con-

tracting all the strong components of D and deleting every parallel arcs obtained in this process.

In other words, if D1,. . . ,Dt are all the strong components of D, then

V (SC(D)) = {v1, . . . , vt}, A(SC(D)) = {vivj : A(V (Di), V (Dj)) 6= ∅}.

Note that the subdigraph induced by the vertices of a cycle in D is strongly connected. Thus

SC(D) is acyclic. It is not difficult to check that the strong component digraph of a tournament

is a transitive tournament.

A digraph D is vertex-pancyclic if, for every vertex v of D and for every positive integer

3 6 ℓ 6 n, there is a cycle of length ℓ passing through v. In 1966, Moon [15] showed the

following classical result on tournaments, which will play an important role in our proofs.
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Lemma 1 (Moon [15]). Every strongly connected tournament is vertex-pancyclic.

To simplify the proof process, we define a new useful concept. Let r be a positive integer.

Call a digraph r-outdegree-critical if it has minimum oudegree r and has minimal number of

vertices, i.e., the deletion of any vertex decreases the minimum outdegree. The following lemma

will be used several times in our proofs.

Lemma 2. Every r-outdegree-critical tournament is strongly connected.

Proof. Let T be an r-outdegree-critical tournament and let v1, v2 be two arbitrary distinct

vertices of T . Assume without loss of generality that v1 → v2, it suffices to show that v2 is

reachable to v1. If there is a vertex w ∈ N+
T (v2) with w → v1, then v2 is reachable to v1 through

the path P1 = (v2, w, v1). Otherwise, v1 → {v2} ∪ N+
T (v2). By the definition of outdegree-

critical, every vertex is dominated by some vertex having minimum outdegree. Thus there

exists a vertex u /∈ N+
T (v2) with u → v1 and d+T (u) = r. It follows that u has at most r − 1

outneighbors in N+
T (v2). Since |N+

T (v2)| > r, there exists a vertex w′ ∈ N+
T (v2) with w′ → u.

Now v2 is reachable to v1 through the path P2 = (v2, w
′, u, v1).

3 Proof of Theorem 1

We shall present the proof by contradiction. For convenience, call a collection of k vertex-disjoint

cycles good if three of them have different lengths. Suppose that Tn is a (2k − 1)-outdegree-

critical tournament on n vertices but contains no good collection of vertex-disjoint cycles. Chen

and Chang [11] showed that h∗(k, 2) 6 2k − 1. Thus Tn contains a collection of k vertex-

disjoint cycles, say C = {C1, . . . , Ck}, in which two of them have different lengths. Without

loss of generality, assume that |V (C1)| = · · · = |V (Ck−1)| = 3 and |V (Ck)| = 4. Denote by

Ck = (z1, z2, z3, z4, z1) and Ci = (yi0, y
i
1, y

i
2, y

i
0) for 1 6 i 6 k − 1, . Up to isomorphism, assume

that z1 → z3 and z2 → z4. Let V (C) = V (C1)∪ . . .∪V (Ck), X = V (Tn)\V (C), Y = V (C)\V (Ck)

and Z = V (Ck). It is not difficult to see that |V (C)| = 3k + 1 and |X| = n− 3k− 1, denote |X|

by t.

Let P = x1, x2, . . . , xt be a Hamiltonian path in T [X], where xt ∈ V (Xs) is a vertex with

the minimum outdegree in Xs. The desired contradiction will appear after eight claims.

Claim 1. For every two distinct vertices xp, xq ∈ X with p < q and for every 1 6 i 6 k − 1, if

|A(V (Ci), xp)| > 1, then V (Ci) → xq; if |A(xq, V (Ci))| > 1, then xp → V (Ci).

Proof. Suppose that |A(V (Ci), xp)| > 1 but |A(xq, V (Ci))| > 1 for some 1 6 i 6 k − 1. This

implies that T [V (Ci) ∪ {xp, . . . , xq}] is a strong subtournament of Tn with at least 5 vertices,

which contains a 5-cycle C∗
i by Lemma 1. It follows that C∗ = {C1, . . . , Ci−1, C

∗
i , Ci+1, . . . , Ck}

is a good collection, a contradiction. Similarly, we can show that for every 1 6 i 6 k − 1 if

|A(xq, V (Ci))| > 1 then xp → V (Ci).

Now we consider the strong component digraph SC(T [X]), which is obtained by contracting

all the strong components X1,X2, . . . ,Xr of X.
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Claim 2. T [X] is acyclic.

Proof. Suppose that T [X] is not acyclic. It follows that |V (Xr)| = 1, 3 or 4, here 1 6 r 6 t− 2.

We shall finish the proof of this claim through the following three statements.

• For every two distinct cycles Ci, Cj with 1 6 i, j 6 k − 1, either V (Ci) → V (Cj) or

V (Cj) → V (Ci).

Suppose that A(V (Ci), V (Cj1)) 6= ∅ and A(V (Cj1), V (Ci)) 6= ∅. Then T [V (Ci)∪V (Cj1)] is a

strong subtournament of Tn with 6 vertices, which contains a 5-cycle C∗
i . By assumption, T [X]

contains a 3-cycle C∗. Now

C∗ = {C1, . . . , Ci−1, C
∗
i , Ci+1, . . . , Cj1−1, Cj1+1, . . . , Ck, C

∗}

is a good collection, a contradiction.

• We can reorder the cycles in Y such that V (Ci) → V (Cj) for any 1 6 i < j 6 k − 1.

Suppose that V (Ci) → V (Cj1) but V (Cj2) → V (Ci) for some 1 6 i < j1 < j2 6 k − 1. Let

C∗
i = (yi0, y

j1
0 , yj20 , yi0) and C∗

j1
= (yi1, y

i
2, y

j1
1 , yj12 , yj22 , yi1). Note that T [X] contains a 3-cycle C∗.

Now

C∗ = {C1, . . . , Ci−1, C
∗
i , Ci+1, . . . , Cj1−1, C

∗
j1
, Cj1+1, . . . , Cj2−1, Cj2+1, . . . , Ck, C

∗}

is a good collection, a contradiction.

Without loss of generality, we may assume that for every three distinct cycles Ci, Cj1 and

Cj2 , it always have V (Ci) → V (Cj1) and V (Ci) → V (Cj2) for 1 6 i < j1 < j2 6 k − 1. Clearly,

d+
T [X](xt) = d+Xs

(xt) =















0, |V (Xs)| = 1;

1, |V (Xs)| = 3;

1, |V (Xs)| = 4.

• V (Ck−1) → V (Xs).

We can show that V (Ck−1) → xt. If not, then we suppose that there exists 0 6 i 6 2

such that xt → yk−1
i . Recall that V (Cj) → V (Ck−1) for every 1 6 j 6 k − 1. So we have

d+
T [V (C)](y

k−1
i ) 6 5. Since d+Tn

(yk−1
i ) > 2k − 1 > 9, we have yk−1

i → xp for some 1 6 p 6 t − 1,

a contradiction to Claim 1. If |V (Xs)| = 1, then the statement is proved. If |V (Xs)| = 3 or

4, then suppose that A(xq, V (Ck−1)) 6= ∅ for some xq ∈ V (Xs). Thus T [V (Ck−1)] ∪ V (Xs) is

a strong subtournament of Tn with at least 6 vertices, which contains a 5-cycle C∗
k−1. Now

C∗ = {C1, . . . , C
∗
k−1, Ck} is a good collection, a contradiction.

Recall that |V (Xs)| = 1, 3 or 4. Suppose that |V (Xs)| = 1. Since d+
T [X](xt) = 0 and

d+Tn
(xt) > 2k − 1, then there exists a cycle Ci such that d+

T [V (Ci)]
(xt) > 1, where 1 6 i 6 k − 2.

This implies that T [V (Ci) ∪ V (Ck−1) ∪ {xt}] is a strong subtournament of Tn with at least 7

5



vertices, which contains a 5-cycle C∗
i by Lemma 1. Note that T [X] contains a 3-cycle C∗. Now

C∗ = {C1, . . . , Ci−1, C
∗
i , Ci+1, . . . , Ck−2, Ck, C

∗}

is a good collection, a contradiction.

Then |V (Xs)| = 3 or 4. Since d+
T [X](xt) = 1 and d+Tn

(xt) > 2k − 1, then d+
T [V (Ci)]

(xt) > 1,

where 1 6 i 6 k − 2. It follows that xj → V (Ci) by Claim 1, here 1 6 j 6 t − 1. Let

C∗
i = (xt−2, y

i
0, y

i
1, y

k−1
0 , yk−1

1 , xt−2), C∗
k−1 = (xt−1, y

i
2, y

k−1
2 , xt−1). Then we can get a good

collection C∗ by replacing Ci, Ck−1 with C∗
i , C

∗
k−1, a contradiction.

It follows that |V (Xi)| = 1 and s = t. Let V (Xi) = {xi}. Suppose that |A(xt, V (Cj1))| >

|A(xt, V (Cj2))| and |A(xt, V (C1))| is as large as possible, where 1 6 j1 < j2 6 k − 1. Because

of the choice of C1 and Claim 1, we can conclude that |A(xt, V (C1))| > 2. If not, then assume

that xt → y10 and {y11 , y
1
2} → xt. Let C

′

1 = (y10 , y
1
1 , xt, y

1
0) and v

′

t = y12 . Then |A(x
′

t, V (C
′

1))| = 2,

a contradiction to the choice of C1.

Let Y1 = V (C1) ∪ · · · ∪ V (Ch) satisfying that A(xt, V (Cj)) 6= ∅ for every 1 6 j 6 h. Denote

Y2 = V (Ch+1) ∪ · · · ∪ V (Ck−1). One can check that Y2 → vt.

Claim 3. If there exists a cycle Ci such that 1 6 |A(xt, V (Ci))| 6 2, then N+
T [X\{xt}]

(zj1) =

N+
T [X\{xt}]

(zj2), where 1 6 i 6 h, j1 6= j2 and j1, j2 ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}; moreover, for every two

distinct vertices xp, xq, if xp ∈ N+
Tn
(V (Ck)), then xq ∈ N+

Tn
(V (Ck)), where 1 6 p < q 6 t− 1.

Proof. If not, then there exists 1 6 p 6 t− 1 such that zj1 → xp and xp → zj2 . It follows that

T [V (Ck) ∪ {xp}] is a strong subtournament of Tn with 5 vertices, which contains a 5-cycle C∗
k

by Lemma 1. Note that T [V (Ci)∪ {xt}] is a strong subtournament of Tn with 4 vertices, which

contains a 4-cycle C∗
h. Now C∗ = {C1, . . . , Ci−1, C

∗
i , Ci+1, . . . , Ck−1, C

∗
k} is a good collection, a

contradiction.

If p < q, then suppose that xp ∈ N+
Tn
(V (Ck)) and xq /∈ N+

Tn
(V (Ck)). It follows that

T [V (Ck) ∪ {xp, xq}] is a strong subtournament of Tn with at least 6 vertices, which contains

a 5-cycle C∗
k . Note that T [V (Ch) ∪ {xt}] is a strong subtournament of Tn with at least 4

vertices, which contains a 4-cycle C∗
h. Now C∗ = {C1, . . . , Ch−1, C

∗
h, Ch+1, . . . , Ck−1, C

∗
k} is a

good collection, a contradiction.

Claim 4. For every 1 6 i 6 h and every h+ 1 6 j 6 k − 1, we have |A(V (Ci), V (Cj))| 6 3 for

the following two cases: (1) |A(xt, V (Ci))| = 3 and |A(V (Cj),X)| > 4, (2) |A(xt, V (Ci))| < 3

and |A(V (Cj),X)| > 6.

Proof. It suffices to show the conclusion for |A(xt, V (Ci))| = 3 and |A(V (Cj),X)| > 4. If

|A(xt, V (Ci))| < 3 and |A(V (Cj),X)| > 6, then we can reverse direction of each edge and get

the same conclusion.

Suppose that |A(V (Ci), V (Cj))| > 4, without loss of generality, it can be assumed that there

exists 0 6 ℓ1 6 2 such that d+
T [X]

(yjℓ1) > 1. Then there exists p 6= t such that yjℓ1 → xp. We can

conclude that V (Cj) → {xp+1, . . . , xt}. We will get a contradiction by replacing Ci, Ck−1 with

C∗
i , C

∗
k−1 in the following.
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We state that there exists 0 6 q 6 2 such that yiq → yjℓ1 . If not, then yjℓ1 → V (Ci).

Since |A(V (Ci), V (Cj))| > 4, then there exists 0 6 ℓ2 6 2 such that yiℓ2 → {yjℓ1+1, y
j
ℓ1+2}. If

yiℓ2+1 → yjℓ1+1, then let C∗
i = (yiℓ2+1, y

j
ℓ1+1, xt, y

i
ℓ2+1) and C∗

j = (yiℓ2+2, y
i
ℓ2
, yjℓ1+2, y

j
ℓ1
, xp, y

i
ℓ2+2).

So yjℓ1+1 → yiℓ2+1. If yiℓ2+2 → yjℓ1+1, then we let C∗
i = (yiℓ2+1, y

i
ℓ2+2, y

j
ℓ1+1, y

i
ℓ2+1) and C∗

j =

(yiℓ2 , y
j
ℓ1+2, y

j
ℓ1
, xp, xt, y

i
ℓ2
). It follows that yjℓ1+1 → {yiℓ2+1, y

i
ℓ2+2}. We can conclude that V (Ci) →

yjℓ1+2 by |A(V (Ci), V (Cj))| > 4. Now let C∗
i = (yiℓ2+1, y

i
ℓ2+2, y

j
ℓ1+2, y

j
ℓ1
, xp, y

i
ℓ2+1) and C∗

j =

(yiℓ2 , y
j
ℓ1+1, xt, y

i
ℓ2
).

If yiq+1 → yjℓ1+1, then yiq+1 → yjℓ1+2; otherwise, let C∗
i = (yiq+1, y

j
ℓ1+1, y

j
ℓ1+2, y

i
q+1) and C∗

j =

(yiq+2, y
i
q, y

j
ℓ1
, xp, xt, y

i
q+2). We can also conclude that yjℓ1+1 → yiq+2, y

j
ℓ1

→ yiq+2, y
j
ℓ1+2 → yiq,

yjℓ1+1 → yiq, y
j
ℓ1+1 → xp, xp → yjℓ1+2 and yiq+2 → yjℓ1+2; otherwise, let























































C∗
i = (yiq+2, y

j
ℓ1+1, xt, y

i
q+2), C

∗
j = (yiq, y

i
q+1, y

j
ℓ1+2, y

j
ℓ1
, xp, y

i
q), yiq+2 → yjℓ1+1;

C∗
i = (yiq+2, y

j
ℓ1
, xp, y

i
q+2), C

∗
j = (yiq, y

i
q+1, y

j
ℓ1+1, y

j
ℓ1+2, xt, y

i
q), yiq+2 → yjℓ1 ;

C∗
i = (yiq+1, y

j
ℓ1+1, xt, y

i
q+1), C

∗
j = (yiq+2, y

i
q, y

j
ℓ1+2, y

j
ℓ1
, xp, y

i
q+2), yiq → yjℓ1+2;

C∗
i = (yiq+2, y

i
q, y

j
ℓ1+1, y

i
q+2), C

∗
j−1 = (yiq+1, y

j
ℓ1+2, y

j
ℓ1
, xp, xt, y

i
q+1), yiq → yjℓ1+1;

C∗
i = (yiq+1, y

j
ℓ1+2, xt, y

i
q+1), C

∗
j = (yiq+2, y

i
q, y

j
ℓ1
, xp, y

j
ℓ1+1, y

i
q+2), xp → yjℓ1+1;

C∗
i = (yiq+2, y

i
q, y

j
ℓ1
, yiq+2), C

∗
j = (yiq+1, y

j
ℓ1+1, y

j
ℓ1+2, xp, xt, y

i
q+1), yjℓ1+2 → xp;

C∗
i = (yiq+1, y

j
ℓ1+1, xt, y

i
q+1), C

∗
j = (yiq+2, y

i
q, y

j
ℓ1
, xp, y

j
ℓ1+2, y

i
q+2), yjℓ1+2 → yiq+2.

If yiq+1 → yjℓ1 , then let C∗
i = (yiq, y

i
q+1, y

j
ℓ1
, yjℓ1+1, xp, y

i
q), C∗

j = (yiq+2, y
j
ℓ1+2, xt, y

i
q+2). If

yjℓ1 → yiq+1, then let C∗
i = (yiq, y

j
ℓ1
, yiq+1, y

j
ℓ1+1, xp, y

i
q), C

∗
j = (yiq+2, y

j
ℓ1+2, xt, y

i
q+2). It follows that

yjℓ1+1 → yiq+1.

If yiq+1 → yjℓ1+2, then we can get yiq+2 → yjℓ1 , xp → yjℓ1+1, yjℓ1+1 → yiq+2, xp → yjℓ1+2,

yjℓ1+1 → yiq, y
j
ℓ1+2 → yiq. Let C∗

i = (yiq, y
i
q+1, y

j
ℓ1+2, y

i
q), C

∗
j = (yiq+2, y

j
ℓ1
, xp, y

j
ℓ1+1, xt, y

i
q+2). It

follows that yjℓ1+2 → yiq+1.

If yiq+1 → yjℓ1 , then we can get yjℓ1+1 → yiq+2, y
j
ℓ1+1 → yiq, y

j
ℓ1+2 → yiq+2, y

j
ℓ1+2 → yiq. This

implies that |A(V (Ci), V (Cj))| 6 3, a contradiction. It follows that yjℓ1 → yiq+1.

That is V (Cj) → yiq+1. Now we know that yjℓ1+1 → yiq+2. If y
i
q+2 → yjℓ1+2, then we let C∗

i =

(yiq+1, y
i
q+2, y

j
ℓ1+2, y

i
q+1), C∗

j = (yiq, y
j
ℓ1
, xp, y

j
ℓ1+1, xt, y

i
q+2) or (yiq, y

j
ℓ1
, yjℓ1+1, xp, xt, y

i
q+2). Since

|A(V (Ci), V (Cj))| > 4, then yjℓ1+2 → yiq+2 and yiq+2 → yjℓ1 . Let C
∗
i = (yiq+1, y

i
q+2, y

j
ℓ1
, yjℓ1+1, xp, y

i
q+1)

or C∗
i = (yiq+1, y

i
q+2, y

j
ℓ1
, xp, y

j
ℓ1+1, y

i
q+1), C

∗
j = (yiq, y

j
ℓ1+2, xt, y

i
q), a good collection appears.

Claim 5. Y2 6= ∅.

Proof. If Y2 = ∅, then A(xt, V (Ci)) 6= ∅ for every 1 6 i 6 k−1. Now Y1 = V (C1)∪. . .∪V (Ck−1).

By Claim 1, we have {x1, . . . , xt−1} → Y1. Then

|A(Y1, V (Ck))| > (2k − 5)× (2k − 1) + (k + 2)× (2k − 2)−

(

3k − 3

2

)

=
(3k − 5)(k + 2)

2
.

Since there are 12(k − 1) arcs between Y1 and V (Ck), we have

4
∑

j=1

d+
T [Y1]

(zj) 6 12(k − 1)−
(3k − 5)(k + 2)

2
=

(3k − 2)(7 − k)

2
.
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By
∑4

j=1 d
+
T [Y1]

(zi) > 0 and k > 5, we have 5 6 k 6 7.

Case 1. There exists 1 6 j 6 4 such that 1 6 |A(xt, V (Cj))| 6 2.

Without loss of generality, suppose that 1 6 |A(xt, V (Ck−1))| 6 2. By Claim 1, we can

conclude that {x1, x2, . . . , xt−1} → V (Ci) for every 1 6 i 6 k − 1. By Claim 3, we can conclude

that N+
T [X\{xt}]

(zj1) = N+
T [X\{xt}]

(zj2) for every j1, j2 ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}, j1 6= j2. It follows that

V (Ck) → {x1, x2, . . . , xt−1} by the definition of r-outdegree-critical tournaments. There exists

2 6 q 6 3 and 1 6 p 6 k− 2, such that V (Cp) ∩N−
Tn
(zq) 6= ∅. Then T [V (Cp)∪ {zq} ∪ {x1}] is a

strong subtournament of Tn with 5 vertices, which contains a 5-cycle C∗
p . Note that T [V (Ck−1)∪

{xt}] is a strong subtournament of Tn with 4 vertices, which contains a 4-cycle C∗
k−1. It is not

difficult to see that C∗
k = (z1, z3−q, z4, z1) is a 3-cycle, then

C∗ = {C1, C2, . . . , Cp−1, C
∗
p , Cp+1, . . . , C

∗
k−1, C

∗
k}

is a good collection, a contradiction.

Case 2. |A(xt, V (Cj))| = 3 for every 1 6 j 6 k − 1.

This implies that xt → Y1 and

4
∑

i=1

d+
T [Y1]

(zi) 6 4× (3k − 3)−

(

(3k − 3)× (2k − 1)−

(

3k − 3

2

))

6 6.

It is not difficult to find a good collection, a contradiction.

Claim 6. The tournament Tn is not (2k − 1)-regular.

Proof. If Tn is (2k − 1)-regular, then n = 4k − 1, t = k − 2 and d+Tn
(v) = d−Tn

(v) = 2k − 1 for

every vertex v ∈ V (Tn). It follows that d
+
Tn
(x1) = d+

T [X]
(x1)+ d+

T [V (C)]
(x1) > k− 3+3h and thus

3h 6 k + 2. Since d+Tn
(xt) = 2k − 1, we have h >

2k−5
3 . Thus 5 6 k 6 7. Now we distinguish

three cases to prove this claim.

Case 1. k = 5.

Then n = 19, t = 3 and d+T19
(v) = d−T19

(v) = 9 for every vertex v ∈ V (T19). This implies that

x1 → V (C1)∪V (C2)∪{x2, x3} and x2 → V (C1)∪V (C2)∪{x3}. Then d+
T [V (C3)∪V (C4)∪V (C5)]

(x1) =

1 and d+
T [V (C3)∪V (C4)∪V (C5)]

(x2) = 2. It follows that {V (C3), V (C4)} → x3.

If |A(x3, V (C1))| = 2, then it follows that A(x3, V (C3) ∪ V (C4)) 6= ∅, a contradiction. Then

|A(x3, V (C1))| = 3. It follows that T [V (C5) ∪ {x3}] is a strong subtournament of T19 with 5

vertices, which contains a 5-cycle C∗
5 .

We show that N+
T [X]

(y3i ) = N+
T [X]

(y3j ), for every i, j ∈ {0, 1, 2} and i 6= j. If not, then

T [V (C3) ∪ {x1, x2}] contains a 4-cycle C∗
3 . It follows that C∗ = {C1, C2, C

∗
3 , C4, C

∗
5} is a good

collection, a contradiction. Since d+
T [V (C3)∪V (C4)∪V (C5)]

(x1) = 1 and d+
T [V (C3)∪V (C4)∪V (C5)]

(x2) =

2, then V (C3) → {x1, x2}. For every 0 6 q 6 2, there exists 0 6 p 6 2 such that N+
T [V (C3)]

(y1q ) =

{y3p}. If not, suppose that y10 → y3p and y11 → y3p1 , for some p, p1 ∈ {0, 1, 2} and p1 6= p. Let

C∗
1 = (y12, y

1
0 , y

3
p, x1, y

1
2) and C∗

2 = (y11, y
3
p1
, x2, y

1
1). Now C∗ = {C∗

1 , C
∗
2 , C3, C4, C

∗
5} is a good

8



collection, a contradiction. So only y3p has in-neighbors in V (C1), this implies that every vertex

in V (C3)\{y
3
p} has at least 10 out-neighbors in T19, a contradiction to the fact that T13 is a

9-regular tournament.

Case 2. k = 6.

Then n = 23, t = 4 and d+T23
(v) = d−T23

(v) = 11 for every vertex v ∈ V (T23). It follows that

xi → V (C1)∪V (C2)∪V (C3)∪{xi+1, . . . , x4}, where 1 6 i 6 3. This implies that d+T23
(x1) > 12,

a contradiction to the fact that T23 is a 11-regular tournament.

Case 3. k = 7.

Then n = 27, t = 5 and d+T27
(v) = d−T27

(v) = 13 for every vertex v ∈ V (T27). This implies

that xt → V (C1) ∪ V (C2) ∪ V (C3) ∪ V (C7), otherwise we can get the same contradiction as in

Case 2. Then xi → V (C1) ∪ V (C2) ∪ V (C3) ∪ {xi+1, . . . , x5} by Claim 1, for every 1 6 i 6 4.

It follows that V (C4) ∪ V (C5) ∪ V (C6) → {x1, . . . , x5}. For every q ∈ {0, 1, 2}, there exists

0 6 p 6 2, such that N+
T [V (C4)]

(y1q) = {y4p}. If not, suppose that y10 → y4p, then y11 → y4p1 for

some p, p1 ∈ {0, 1, 2} and p1 6= p. Let C∗
1 = (y12, y

1
0 , y

4
p, x1, x2, y

1
2) and C∗

4 = (y11 , y
4
p1
, x3, y

1
1).

Then C∗ = {C∗
1 , C2, C3, C

∗
4 , C5, C6, C7} is a good collection, a contradiction. So only y4p has in-

neighbors in V (C1), it follows that every vertex in V (C4)\{y
4
p} has 3 out-neighbors in T [V (C1)].

Similarly, we can conclude that |A(V (Ci), V (Cj))| 6 3 for every 1 6 i 6 3, 4 6 j 6 6. Then

4
∑

i=1

d+
T [V (C1)∪V (C2)∪V (C3)]

(zi) 6 4× 9−

(

9× 13−

(

9

2

)

− 3× 3

)

< 0,

a contradiction.

Claim 7. xt → Y1.

Proof. If not, then there exists 1 6 i 6 h such that |A(V (Ci), xt)| 6= ∅. We can conclude that

V (Ck) → {x1, x2, . . . , xt−1} by Claim 3.

We state that |A(V (Cj), V (Ck))| 6 4 for every 1 6 j 6 h; otherwise, there exists 1 6 p 6 h

such that |A(V (Cp), V (Ck))| > 5. It follows that T [V (Cp) ∪ V (Ck) ∪ {x1, x2, x3}] contains a

4-cycle and a 5-cycle, a contradiction.

If there exists h + 1 6 q 6 k − 1 such that |A(V (Cq),X)| > 6, then |A(V (Ci), V (Cq))| 6 3

for every 1 6 i 6 h. Therefore,

|A(T [V (C)])| =

(

3k + 1

2

)

= |A(T [Y1])|+ |A(T [Y2 ∪ Z])|+ |A(Y1, Y2 ∪ Z)|+ |A(Y2 ∪ Z, Y1)|

> 3h× (2k − 1)− (3h− 2k + 5) +

(

3k + 1− 3h

2

)

+ 6h+ 8h.

A simple calculation yields that 9h2−6kh−13h+4k2−10 6 0, this requires 36k2−372k+649 > 0.

So k 6 2, a contradiction to k > 5.

Claim 8. At most two cycles of length 3 have out-neighbors in {x1, x2, . . . , xt−1}. At least one

cycle of length 3 has out-neighbors in {x1, x2, . . . , xt−1}.

9



Proof. Suppose that there are three cycles Cr1 , Cr2 and Cr3 , which all have out-neighbors in

{x1, x2, . . . , xt−1}, here r1, r2 ∈ {h + 1, . . . , k − 1} and r1, r2, r3 are three distinct numbers. By

Claim 4, we have |A(V (Ci), V (Crj ))| 6 3 for every 1 6 i 6 h and j = 1, 2, 3. Then

|A(T [V (C)])| =

(

3k + 1

2

)

= |T [Y1]|+ |A(T [Y2 ∪ Z])|+ |A(Y2 ∪ Z, Y1)|+ |A(Y1, Y2 ∪ Z)|

> 3h× (2k − 1) +

(

3k + 1− 3h

2

)

+ 3× 6h.

A simple calculation yields that h 6
2k−9
3 , a contradiction to h >

2k−5
3 .

Next we suppose that no cycle of length 3 has out-neighbors in {x1, x2, . . . , xt−1}. Then we

can conclude that
∑

y∈Y )

d+
T [Y ](y) =

(

3k − 3

2

)

,

∑

y∈Y

d+
T [V (C)](y) > 3h× (2k − 1) + 3(k − 1− h)× (2k − 2),

0 6

4
∑

i=1

d+
T [Y ](zi) 6 4× (3k − 3)− (6k2 − 12k + 3h+ 6) +

9k2 − 21k + 12

2
.

A simple calculation yields that 1 6 k 6
14
3 , which contradicts k > 5.

Then we divide the discussion into the following two cases:

Case 1. There are two 3-cycles that have out-neighbors in {x1, x2, . . . , xt−1}.

By renaming the vertices, these cycles can be set to Ck−2 and Ck−1. We can conclude that

0 6

4
∑

i=1

d+
T [Y ](zi) 6 4× (3k − 3)− (6k2 − 7k − 4) +

9k2 − 21k + 12

2
.

0 6

4
∑

i=1

d+
T [Y \V (Ck−1)]

(zi) 6 4× (3k − 9)− (6k2 − 7k − 4) +
9k2 − 21k + 12

2
.

Then by simple calculation we get 5 6 k 6 7. We divide the discussion into the following three

subcases.

Subcase 1.1. Both Ck−2 and Ck−1 have out-neighbors in {x1, x2, . . . , xt−2}.

It follows that

∑

y∈V (C1)∪···∪V (Ck−3)

d+
T [C](y) > 3h× (2k − 1) + 3(k − 3− h)× (2k − 2) > 6k2 − 22k + 13,

and

|A(T [V (C1) ∪ · · · ∪ V (Ck−3)])| =

(

3k − 9

2

)

=
9

2
k2 −

57

2
k + 45.

By Claim 4, we can conclude that

|A(V (C1) ∪ · · · ∪ V (Ck−3), V (Ck−2) ∪ V (Ck−1))| 6 2× 3× (k − 3) = 6k − 18.
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Then

4
∑

i=1

d+
T [V (C1)∪···∪V (Ck−3)]

(zi) 6 4× (3k − 9)−

(

6k2 − 22k + 13−
9

2
k2 +

57

2
k − 45− 6k + 18

)

= −
3

2
k2 +

23

2
k − 22.

A simple calculation yields that k 6 4, a contradiction to k > 5.

Subcase 1.2. Ck−2 has no out-neighbors in {x1, x2, . . . , xt−2}, but Ck−1 has out-neighbors in

{x1, x2, . . . , xt−2}.

Then

|A(T [V (C)])| = |A(T [V (C1) ∪ · · · ∪ V (Ck−3)])|+ |A(T [V (Ck−2) ∪ V (Ck−1) ∪ Z])|

+ |A(V (C1) ∪ · · · ∪ V (Ck−3), V (Ck−2) ∪ V (Ck−1) ∪ Z)|

+ |A(V (Ck−2) ∪ V (Ck−1) ∪ Z, V (C1) ∪ · · · ∪ V (Ck−3))|

> 3h× (2k − 1) + 3(k − 3− h)× (2k − 2) +

(

10

2

)

+ 6× (k − 3) + 6× h.

A contradiction.

Subcase 1.3. Neither Ck−2 nor Ck−1 has out-neighbors in {x1, x2, . . . , xt−2}.

It follows that

∑

y∈Y

d+
T [C](y) > 3h× (2k − 1) + 3(k − 3− h)× (2k − 2) + 6× (2k − 3) > 6k2 − 10k − 5,

and

|A(T [Y ])| =

(

3k − 3

2

)

=
9

2
k2 −

21

2
k + 6.

Then

4
∑

i=1

d+
T [Y ](zi) 6 4× (3k − 3)−

(

6k2 − 10k − 5−
9

2
k2 +

21

2
k − 6

)

= −
3

2
k2 +

23

2
k − 1.

A simple calculation yields that 5 6 k 6 7, then we divide the discussion into the following

three subcases:

(i) k = 5.

It follows that h = 2, then

4
∑

i=1

d+
T [Y1]

(zi) 6 4× 6−

(

6× 9−

(

6

2

)

− 3× 2× 2

)

< 0,

a contradiction.

(ii) k = 6.
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It follows that h = 3, then

4
∑

i=1

d+
T [Y1]

(zi) 6 4× 9−

(

9× 11−

(

9

2

)

− 3× 2× 3

)

< 0,

a contradiction.

(iii) k = 7.

Then
4
∑

i=1

d+
T [Y ](zi) 6 4× 18−

(

9× 13 + 3× 12 + 6× 11−

(

18

2

))

6 6.

It follows that |A(V (Ci), Z)| > 6, for every 1 6 i 6 6. This implies that zi has at least 5 out-

neighbors in X, for every 1 6 i 6 4. It is not difficult to find a good collection, a contradiction.

Case 2. There is a 3-cycle that has out-neighbors in {x1, x2, . . . , xt−1}.

By renaming the vertices, this cycle can be set to Ck−1. Then we divide the discussion into

the following two subcases.

Subcase 2.1. Ck−1 has out-neighbors in {x1, x2, . . . , xt−2}.

Then |A(V (Ci), V (Ck−1))| 6 3 by Claim 4. We can conclude that

0 6

4
∑

i=1

d+
T [V (C1)∪···∪V (Ck−2)]

(zi) 6 15×(k−2)−3h×(2k−1)−3(k−2−h)×(2k−2)+

(

3k − 6

2

)

.

A simple calculation yields that 3k2 − 11k + 32 6 0, a contradiction.

Subcase 2.2. Ck−1 has no out-neighbor in {x1, x2, . . . , xt−2}.

We can conclude that

|A(T [V (C)])| =

(

3k + 1

2

)

= |T [Y ]|+ |T [Z]|+ |A(Y,Z)|+ |A(Z, Y )|

≥ 3h × (2k − 1) + 3(k − 2− h)× (2k − 2) + 3× (2k − 3) +

(

4

2

)

.

This implies that 5 6 k 6 7. By the definition of r-outdegree-critical tournaments, we can

conclude that there exists a vertex w ∈ V (Ck) with w → x1. Then we divide the discussion into

the following three cases.

(i) k = 5.

If h = 3, then

4
∑

i=1

d+
T [Y1]

(zi) 6 4× 9−

(

9× 9− 3× 3−

(

9

2

))

= 0.

It follows that Y1 → Z. This implies that zi has at least 4 out-neighbors in X, for every
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1 6 i 6 4. Then we assume that















xp1 ∈ N+
T [X](z1), p1 6= t;

xp2 ∈ N+
T [X](z2), p2 6= p1, t;

xp3 ∈ N+
T [X](z3), p3 6= p1, p2, t.

Then C∗
2 = (y20, z1, xp1 , y

2
0) is a 3-cycle, and C∗

5 = (y21 , y
2
2 , z2, xp2 , y

2
1) is a 4-cycle. Note that

T [V (C3) ∪ {z3} ∪ {xp3}] is a strong subtournament of Tn with 5 vertices, which contains a

5-cycle C∗
3 . Now C∗ = {C1, C

∗
2 , C

∗
3 , C4, C

∗
5} is a good collection, a contradiction.

If h = 2, then

4
∑

i=1

d+
T [Y1∪V (C3)]

(zi) 6 4× 9−

(

6× 9 + 3× 8− 3× 3− 2× 3−

(

9

2

))

= 9.

It follows that |A(V (Ci), Z)| > 3 for every 1 6 i 6 3. We can get a contradiction similarly.

(ii) k = 6.

It follows that

4
∑

i=1

d+
T [Y ]

(zi) 6 4× 15−

(

9× 11 + 3× 10 + 3× 9−

(

15

2

))

= 9

and |A(V (Ci), Z)| > 3 for every 1 6 i 6 5. Similar to the case (i), we can get a contradiction.

(iii) k = 7.

It follows that

4
∑

i=1

d+
T [Y ](zi) 6 4× 18−

(

9× 13 + 6× 12 + 3× 11−

(

18

2

))

= 3.

Then |A(V (Ci), Z)| > 9 for every 1 6 i 6 6. Similar to the case (i), we can get a contradiction.

The proof of Theorem 1 is complete.

4 Proof of Theorem 2

We will also present the proof by contradiction. Suppose that Tn is a 6-outdegree-critical tour-

nament on n vertices but contains no good collection of vertex-disjoint cycles. Recall that

h∗(k, 2) 6 2k− 1. We can get that Tn contains 3 vertex-disjoint cycles C1, C2, C3, in which two

of them have different lengths. Without loss of generality, assume that |V (C1)| = |V (C2)| = 3

and |V (C3)| = 4. Let Ci = (yi0, y
i
1, y

i
2, y

i
0), where 1 6 i 6 2, C3 = (z1, z2, z3, z4, z1). Up to isomor-

phism, assume that z1 → z3 and z2 → z4. Let V (C) = V (C1)∪V (C2)∪V (C3), X = V (Tn)\V (C),

Y = V (C)\V (C3) and Z = V (C3). It is not difficult to see that |V (C)| = 10 and |X| = n − 10,

denote |X| by t.

We can verify that Claims 1-5 and Claim 7 are also true. The desired contradiction will

appear after the following two claims.

Claim 9. The tournament Tn is not 6-regular.
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Proof. If Tn is 6-regular, then n = 13, t = 3 and d+T13
(v) = d−T13

(v) = 6 for every vertex

v ∈ V (T13). This implies that x1 → V (C1) ∪ {x2, x3} and x2 → V (C1) ∪ {x3}. It follows that

d+
T [V (C2)∪V (C3)]

(x1) = 1 and d+
T [V (C2)∪V (C3)]

(x2) = 2.

Case 1. |A(x3, V (C1))| = 2.

It follows that x3 → V (C3) and N+
T [X](zi) = N+

T [X](zj), where i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} and i 6= j, that

is V (C3) → {x1, x2}. Then T [V (C2)∪{x1, x2}] is a strong subtournament of T13 with 5 vertices,

which contains a 5-cycle C∗
2 . Now C∗ = {C1, C

∗
2 , C3} is a good collection, a contradiction.

Case 2. |A(x3, V (C1))| = 3.

It follows that T [V (C3) ∪ {x3}] is a strong subtournament of T13 with 5 vertices, which

contains a 5-cycle C∗
3 . We show that N+

T [X](y
2
i ) = N+

T [X](y
2
j ), here i, j ∈ {0, 1, 2} and i 6= j. If

not, then T [V (C2)∪{x1, x2}] contains a 4-cycle C∗
2 . Now C∗ = {C1, C

∗
2 , C

∗
3} is a good collection,

a contradiction. Since d+
T [V (C2)∪V (C3)]

(x1) = 1 and d+
T [V (C2)∪V (C3)]

(x2) = 2, then V (C2) →

{x1, x2}. For every 0 6 q 6 2, there exists 0 6 p 6 2 such that N+
T [V (C2)]

(y1q) = {y2p}. If not,

suppose that y10 → y2p and y11 → y2q , where p, q ∈ {0, 1, 2} and q 6= p. Let C∗
1 = (y12 , y

1
0 , y

2
p, x1, y

1
2)

and C∗
2 = (y11, y

2
q , x2, y

1
1). Then C∗ = {C∗

1 , C
∗
2 , C

∗
3} is a good collection, a contradiction. So

only y2p has in-neighbors in V (C1), this implies that every vertex in V (C2)\{y
2
p} has at least 7

out-neighbors in T13, a contradiction to the fact that T13 is a 6-regular tournament.

Claim 10. No cycle of length 3 has out-neighbors in {x1, x2, . . . , xt−2}.

Proof. If C2 has out-neighbors in {x1, x2, . . . , xt−2}, then by Claim 4, we have |A(V (C1), V (C2))| 6

3. It follows that
4
∑

i=1

d+
T [V (C1)]

(zi) 6 4× 3− (3× 6− 3− 3) = 0.

It is not difficult to find a good collection, a contradiction.

By the definition of r-outdegree-critical tournaments, there exists z′ ∈ V (C3) by Claim

8, such that d+Tn
(z′) = 6 and z′ → x1. Since d+Tn

(y1i ) > 6, we have d+
T [V (C2)]

(y1i ) > 1 for

every 0 6 i 6 2. Now we state that {x1, x2, . . . , xt−1} → V (C2). If not, this implies that

|A(V (C1), V (C2))| 6 3 by Claim 4, then d+
T [V (C2)]

(y1i ) = 1 and V (C1) → V (C3). So T [V (C2) ∪

{y10, xt}] is a strong subtournament of Tn with 5 vertices, which contains a 5-cycle C∗
2 . Note that

d+
T [Y ](zj) 6 3 for every 1 6 j 6 4, then V (C3)\{z

′} have different out-neighbors xp than x1. So

T [V (C3)\{z
′}∪{y11 , xp}] contains a 4-cycle C

∗
3 . Let C

∗ = (y12 , z
′, x1, y

1
2). Then C∗ = {C∗

1 , C
∗
2 , C

∗
3}

is a good collection, a contradiction. There exists 0 6 p 6 2, such that d+
T [V (C2)]

(y1p) > 2, a

contradiction to |A(V (C1), V (C2))| 6 3. Then {x1, x2, . . . , xt−1} → V (C2). Therefore,

4
∑

j=1

d+
T [V (C)](zj) 6 45− 3× 6− 3× 5 = 12,

such that

d+
T [Y ](z2) + d+

T [Y ](z3) 6 6.
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It follows that d−
T [Y ](zq) > 1 and d+

T [X](zq) > 2, where 2 6 q 6 3. Suppose that zq has a different

out-neighbor xp in X other than xt.

Suppose that there exists u ∈ V (Cr) with u → zq, where 1 6 r 6 2.

Firstly, we prove that zq → {xt−1, xt}. If xt → zq, then T [V (C1) ∪ V (C2)\{u} ∪ {xt}] is a

strong subtournament of Tn with at least 6 vertices, which contains a 5-cycle C∗. Note that

T [{u, zq} ∪N+
T [X](zq)] is a strong subtournament of Tn with 4 vertices, which contains a 4-cycle

C∗∗. Let C∗
3 = (z1, z5−i, z4, z1). Then C∗ = {C∗, C∗∗, C∗

3} is a good collection, a contradiction.

It follows that zi → xt. If xt−1 → zq, then assume that zq → xp, where p < t− 1. Replace C∗∗

with (u, zq, xp, xp+1, u), we can deduce a contradiction, so zq → xt−1.

Then we can prove that {zq+1, zq+2, zq+3} → {x2, . . . , xt−1}. Note that C
′

= (zq+1, zq+2,

zq+3, zq+1) is a 3-cycle and x1 ∈ {N+
Tn
(zq+1) ∪ N+

Tn
(zq+2) ∪ N+

Tn
(zq+3)}. If there exists 2 6

ℓ 6 t− 2 such that d+{zq+1,zq+2,zq+3}
(xℓ) > 1, then T [{x1, . . . , xℓ} ∪ {zq+1, zq+2, zq+3}] is a strong

subtournament of Tn with at least 5 vertices, which contains a 5-cycle C∗. Note that T [V (Cr)∪

{zq}∪ {xt−1}] is a strong subtournament of Tn with at least 5 vertices, which contains a 4-cycle

C∗∗. Now C∗ = {C∗, C∗∗, C3−r} is a good collection, a contradiction.

It is not difficult to see that T [{xt−2, xt} ∪ {zq+1, zq+2, zq+3}] is a strong subtournament

of Tn with 5 vertices, which contains a 5-cycle C∗. Note that T [V (Cr) ∪ {zq} ∪ {xt−1}] is

a strong subtournament of Tn with at least 5 vertices, which contains a 4-cycle C∗∗. Now

C∗ = {C∗, C∗∗, C3−r} is a good collection, a contradiction.

The proof of Theorem 2 is complete.

5 Concluding remarks

In this paper, we first introduce a new function h(k, ℓ) which generalizes the functions defined

in Conjecture 1 and Conjecture 2 simultaneously. Afterwards, we concentrate on finding vertex-

disjoint cycles of different lengths in tournaments. We improve a main result of Chen and

Chang in [11] by showing that when k > 5 every tournament with mminimum outdegree at

least 2k − 1 contains k vertex-disjoint cycles in which three of them have different lengths, i.e.,

h∗(k, 3) 6 2k−1 for k > 5. In addition, we show that h∗(3, 3) = 6, which also answers a question

proposed by Chen and Chang in [11].

For every digraph containing k vertex-disjoint cycles in which ℓ of them have different

lengths, the sum of the lengths of these cycles is clearly not less than the sum of the num-

bers in {3, 4, . . . , ℓ + 2}. Also, the sum of the lengths of the remaining k − ℓ cycles is not less

than 3(k− ℓ). Thus the order of such a digraph is at least 3(k− ℓ)+
∑ℓ−2

i=3 i. Since the minimum

outdegree of each tournament is less than half of its order, the following lower bound of h∗(k, ℓ)

holds,

h∗(k, ℓ) >
1

2

(

3(k − ℓ)− 1 +

ℓ+2
∑

i=3

i

)

=
3k − 1

2
+

ℓ2 − ℓ

4
.

For k-regular tournaments with small values of k, one can see that each contains exactly 2k+1

vertices and thus cannot contain too many vertex-disjoint cycles of different lengths. So the

equality of the above lower bound may not hold. But for large values of k, it would be interesting
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to decide whether the equality holds. We propose the following problem.

Problem 1. For any positive integer ℓ, does there exist an integer kℓ such that, for each k > kℓ,

every tournament with minimum outdegree at least 3k−1
2 + ℓ2−ℓ

4 contains k vertex-disjoint cycles

in which ℓ of them have different lengths?

One main result of Bang-Jensen et al. in [5] implies that the answer for Problem 1 is ‘yes’

for ℓ = 1. Note that the minimum outdegree of the above tournament is equal to half of the

sum of the number of vertices of the cycle collection. It would be interesting to check if for

sufficiently large k, for any k different positive integers a1, . . . , ak, every digraph with minimum

outdegree at least 1
2(
∑k

i=1 ai− 1) contains k vertex-disjoint cycles, whose lengths are a1, . . . , ak,

respectively. We propose the problem below.

Problem 2. For any α > 3, does there exist an integer kα such that, for any k > kα and

any k integers a1, . . . , ak ∈ {3, 4, . . . , α}, every tournament with minimum outdegree at least

1
2(
∑k

i=1 ai − 1) contains k vertex-disjoint cycles whose lengths are a1, . . . , ak, respectively?

Note also that for each positive integer d every digraph with minimum outdegree at least d

contains d cycles of different lengths. So in the setting of tournaments, the finiteness of h∗(k, ℓ)

follows directly from the splitting results in [2, 22]. But in the setting of general digraphs,

few results on the finiteness of h(k, ℓ) are known. One can easily check that h(1, 1) = 1.

Thomassen [20] proved that h(2, 1) = 3. Lichiardopol et al. [13], and Bai and Manoussakis [4]

showed that h(3, 1) = 5. Lichiardopol [14] proved that h(2, 2) = 4 and, moreover, conjectured

that h(k, k) is finite for each k. This conjecture is widely open for any k > 3. In fact, there is

not even any partial progress on this problem in the past ten years. Here we propose a weaker

conjecture for further research.

Conjecture 3. For every positive integer ℓ, if the integer k is sufficiently large compared to ℓ,

then h(k, ℓ) is finite.
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[10] M. Bucić, An improved bound for disjoint directed cycles, Discrete Math. 341 (2018), 2231-

2236.

[11] B. Chen, A. Chang, Disjoint cycles in tournaments and bipartite tournaments, J. Graph

Theory. 105 (2) (2024), 297-314.

[12] M. A. Henning, A. Yeo, Vertex disjoint cycles of different length in digraphs, SIAM J.

Discrete Math. 26 (2012), 687-694.
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