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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.
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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) < 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) < (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 [§] 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 [I] showed that f(k) < 64k and obtained the
first linear upper bound of f(k). Buci¢ [10] reduced the bound to 18k in 2018. In addition,
Conjecture [ clearly holds for £ = 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 kK = 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 ¢(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 [3L[7,121[14L16-1821] for more results on Conjectures [I] and

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, ¢ with k > /£, define
h(k,?) to be the minimum integer such that every digraph with minimum outdegree at least
h(k,?) contains k vertex-disjoint cycles in which ¢ 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 [l and 2] can be reconsidered as establishment problems of two
special values of h(k, ). 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,¢) in tournaments by h*(k, ) in the rest of this paper.

Bang-Jensen et al. [5] proved that h*(k,1) < 2k — 1 in 2014. Bensmail et al. [7] proved
that W < h*(k, k) < % 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 [II] showed that h*(k,2) < 2k — 1 for
k > 3. In this paper, we show that h*(k,3) < 2k — 1 for k > 5 and, by answering a question of
Chen and Chang, h*(3,3) = 6.

Theorem 1. FEvery 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.



Theorem 2. FEvery 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 [B] and [] are devoted to the proofs of Theorems [Il 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 (v) and N (v). The indegree (outdegree) is the cardinality of the N (v)
(N} (v)), denoted by d,(v) (d},(v)), respectively. The minimum indegree and outdegree of D
are denoted by 6~ (D) and 5+ (D), respectively; the maximum indegree and outdegree of D are
denoted by A~ (D) and AT (D), respectively.

A digraph D is r-diregular if d,(v) = d},(v) = r for every vertex v € V(D). Foraset W C V,
N (W) (Np(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) C V(D),
A(H) C 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 7', we say that H is a subtournament of T'. In a tournament
T, if u — v and v — w can imply that © — w, then T is a transitive tournament. Note that the
acyclic tournament is the unique transitive tournament.

In a digraph D, a vertex z 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 z, 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,...,D; are all the strong components of D, then
V(SC(D)) = A{v1,..., v}, A(SC(D)) = {viv; : A(V(Di),V(Dy)) # 0}

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

following classical result on tournaments, which will play an important role in our proofs.



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. FEvery r-outdegree-critical tournament is strongly connected.

Proof. Let T be an r-outdegree-critical tournament and let vi,v9 be two arbitrary distinct
vertices of T. Assume without loss of generality that vy — v, it suffices to show that vy is
reachable to vy. If there is a vertex w € N:,Jf (v2) with w — wvq, then vy is reachable to v1 through
the path P = (vo,w,v1). Otherwise, v1 — {v2} U N (v3). By the definition of outdegree-
critical, every vertex is dominated by some vertex having minimum outdegree. Thus there
exists a vertex u ¢ N (ve) with u — vy and df.(u) = 7. It follows that u has at most r — 1
outneighbors in N (v2). Since [N (v2)| > r, there exists a vertex w' € N (vg) with w' — u.

Now vy is reachable to v1 through the path Py = (ve,w’, u, vy). O

3 Proof of Theorem [

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 T, is a (2k — 1)-outdegree-
critical tournament on n vertices but contains no good collection of vertex-disjoint cycles. Chen
and Chang [11I] showed that h*(k,2) < 2k — 1. Thus T,, contains a collection of k vertex-
disjoint cycles, say C = {C1,...,C}, in which two of them have different lengths. Without
loss of generality, assume that |V(C})| = --- = |[V(Ck-1)| = 3 and |V (Cy)| = 4. Denote by
Cr = (21,22, 23,24, 21) and C; = (y&, v}, ys,v}) for 1 <i < k—1, . Up to isomorphism, assume
that 21 — z3 and 2o — 2z4. Let V/(C) = V(Cy)U.. .UV (Ck), X = V(T,)\V(C),Y = V(C)\V(Cy)
and Z = V(Cy). It is not difficult to see that |V (C)| = 3k + 1 and | X| = n — 3k — 1, denote |X|
by t.

Let P = x1,%9,...,2; be a Hamiltonian path in T'[X], where z; € V(Xj) is a vertex with

the minimum outdegree in X,;. The desired contradiction will appear after eight claims.

Claim 1. For every two distinct vertices x,,xq € X with p < q and for every 1 <1 < k—1, if
JA(V(Cy),xp)| = 1, then V(C;) — xy; if |A(zg, V(Cy))| = 1, then z, — V(C;).

Proof. Suppose that |[A(V(C;),zp)| = 1 but |A(ze, V(C;))| = 1 for some 1 < i < k—1. This
implies that T'[V(C;) U {zp,...,x4}] is a strong subtournament of T;, with at least 5 vertices,
which contains a 5-cycle C by Lemma[Il It follows that C* = {C1,...,Ci—1,C},Cit1,...,Ck}
is a good collection, a contradiction. Similarly, we can show that for every 1 < ¢ < k — 1 if

|A(z4, V(C;))| = 1 then x, — V(C;). O

Now we consider the strong component digraph SC(T'[X]), which is obtained by contracting
all the strong components X1, Xo,..., X, of X.



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

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

e For every two distinct cycles C;,C; with 1 < 4,5 < k — 1, either V(C;) — V(C;) or
V(Cj) = V(Cy).

Suppose that A(V(C;),V(C},)) # 0 and A(V(Cj,),V(C;)) # 0. Then TV (C;) UV (Cj,)] is a
strong subtournament of 7}, with 6 vertices, which contains a 5-cycle C. By assumption, T'[X]

contains a 3-cycle C*. Now
Cr={C,...,Ci1,C;,Cix1,-..,Cj—1,Cj 41, ..., C, C™}
is a good collection, a contradiction.
e We can reorder the cycles in Y such that V(C;) — V(Cj) for any 1 <i < j <k —1.

Suppose that V(C;) — V(Cj,) but V(Cj,) = V(C;) for some 1 < i < ji < jo < k—1. Let
Cr = (yf),ygl,ng,yf)) and C7 = (yi,y%,y{l,ygl,ygay’i). Note that T'[X] contains a 3-cycle C*.
Now

C*={C,...,Ci_1,C5,Cis1,...,Cj1,C*

J1’

leJrl, . ,C]’Q,l, Cj2+1, . ,Ck, C*}

is a good collection, a contradiction.
Without loss of generality, we may assume that for every three distinct cycles C;, C;, and
Cj,, it always have V(C;) — V(C},) and V(C;) = V(C},) for 1 <i < j1 < jo < k — 1. Clearly,

0, [V(Xy)l=1L
dpx (o) = di (@) = § 1, [V(X,)| =3;
L V(X)) =4

o V(Ck_l) — V(Xs).

We can show that V(Ci_1) — z;. If not, then we suppose that there exists 0 < 7 < 2
such that z; — y¥~'. Recall that V(C;) — V(Cg_;) for every 1 < j < k— 1. So we have
d;[v(c)] (yf_l) < 5. Since dJTrn(yf_l) > 2k —1> 9, we have yf_l — x,, for some 1 < p <t —1,
a contradiction to Claim [l If |V(X;)| = 1, then the statement is proved. If |V(Xs)| = 3 or
4, then suppose that A(zg, V(Ci_1)) # 0 for some x4 € V(X;). Thus T[V(Cr_1)] U V(X;) is

a strong subtournament of 7;, with at least 6 vertices, which contains a 5-cycle C}_;. Now

C*={C1,...,C;_;,Ci} is a good collection, a contradiction.
Recall that |V(X,)| = 1, 3 or 4. Suppose that |V (X,)] = 1. Since dJTF[X}(xt) = 0 and
d;n (x¢) > 2k — 1, then there exists a cycle C; such that d’ifr[V(C-)} (x¢) > 1, where 1 <i< k—2.

This implies that T[V(C;) U V(Ck—1) U {x:}] is a strong subtournament of 7, with at least 7



vertices, which contains a 5-cycle C} by Lemma[Il Note that T'[X] contains a 3-cycle C*. Now
Cr = {Cla sy Ci*l, C C+1, s aCk—Za Cka C*}

is a good collection, a contradiction.

Then ]V( s)| = 3 or 4. Since dT[X}(xt) =1 and dj (x;) > 2k — 1, then dT[V( )](xt) > 1,
where 1 < i < k — 2. It follows that z; — V(C;) by Claim [ here 1 < j < t— 1. Let
Cr = (mt_Q,yO,yl,yO ,y’f‘l,mt_g), Cri_y = (- 1,y2,y2 ~La;1). Then we can get a good
collection C* by replacing C;, Cp_1 with Cf, C;_,, a contradiction. U

It follows that |V(X;)| =1 and s = t. Let V(X;) = {x;}. Suppose that |A(z¢, V(Cy,))| =
|A(z, V(Cj,))| and |A(z¢, V(Ch))| is as large as possible, where 1 < j; < jo < k — 1. Because
of the choice of C} and Claim [Il we can conclude that |A(x, V(C1))| = 2. If not, then assume
that z; — y§ and {yl,y3} — . Let C = (3, y}, 74, ¥8) and v, = y3. Then |A(z}, V(C}))| = 2,
a contradiction to the choice of Cf.

Let Y1 = V(Ci) U---UV(C}) satisfying that A(z¢, V(C})) # 0 for every 1 < j < h. Denote
Yo =V (Chy1) U+ UV (Ck_1). One can check that Y5 — vy.

Claim 3. If there exists a cycle C; such that 1 < |A(zy, V(C))| < 2, then N TIX\ {0 }](zjl) =
N;[X\{m}}(zﬁ), where 1 < i < h, j1 # jo and j1,j2 € {1,2,3,4}; moreover, for every two
distinct vertices xp, xq, if T, € N:,J«:L(V(Ck)), then x4 € Ni(V(Ck)), where 1 <p<qg<t—1.

Proof. 1f not, then there exists 1 < p <t — 1 such that z;, — z, and x, — z;,. It follows that
T[V(Cy) U{zp}] is a strong subtournament of 7;, with 5 vertices, which contains a 5-cycle C};
by Lemma [Il Note that T[V(C;) U{z:}] is a strong subtournament of 7,, with 4 vertices, which
contains a 4-cycle Cy. Now C* = {C1,...,Ci—1,C},Cit1,...,Cr_1,C}} is a good collection, a
contradiction.

If p < g, then suppose that z, € NFE(V(C’/@)) and z, ¢ NFE(V(C’;C)). It follows that
TV (Ck) UA{xp,z4}] is a strong subtournament of 7;, with at least 6 vertices, which contains
a 5-cycle Cf. Note that T[V(Cy) U {z¢}] is a strong subtournament of T, with at least 4
vertices, which contains a 4-cycle Cj. Now C* = {C4,...,Cy—1,C},Chi1,...,Ci—1,C}} is a

good collection, a contradiction. O

Claim 4. For every 1 < i < h and every h+1 < j < k— 1, we have |A(V(C;),V(C;))| < 3 for
the following two cases: (1) |A(x, V(C;))| = 3 and |[A(V(Cy),X)| = 4, (2) |A(z, V(C;))| < 3
and |A(V(C;), X)| > 6.

Proof. 1t suffices to show the conclusion for |A(x:, V(C;))| = 3 and |A(V(C)),X)| > 4. If
|A(z, V(C3))| < 3 and |[A(V(C}), X)| > 6, then we can reverse direction of each edge and get
the same conclusion.

Suppose that |A(V(C;), V(C’j))| 4, without loss of generality, it can be assumed that there
exists 0 < ¢; < 2 such that d+[ ]( ) > 1. Then there exists p # ¢ such that ygl — xp. We can
conclude that V(C;) = {zpi1, ... ,xt}. We will get a contradiction by replacing C;, Cx_1 with
Cf, Cy_, in the following.



We state that there exists 0 < ¢ < 2 such that yé — yg If not, then yz — V(C;).
Since |A(V(C;),V(Cj))| = 4, then there exists 0 < £ < 2 such that yz — {y€1+1,y€1+2} If
Yiyi1 = Uiy then let CF = (Yp, 1,00, 1 @ Uiy 1) a0 CF = (U, 400 Uiy Ui, 190 Yiys Tps Uiy 42)-
So yéHrl — 'yéﬁl. If y22+2 — yzlﬂ, thep we let Cf = (yz2+1,yé2+2,ygl+l,yzQH) and C]’f =
(y§27yz1+27 Yp,s Tps Tt yéQ). It follows that y; .| — {yéQH, yéﬁz}. We can conclude that V (C;) —
Ui, by [AV(C),V(Ci) = 4 Now let CF = (4, 1Yy 42 Uiy 12Uy T Yipg1) and Cf =
(Wb Y10 Tt U )-

If y¢i1+1 — yglﬂ, then yfﬁl — yg 4o; otherwise, let C7 (yq+1,yzl+1,ygl+2,yq+1) and C7 =
(yé+2,yé,yzl,xp,xt,yé+2) We can also conclude that y€1+1 — yq+2, yh = Ygros y£1+2 — yq,
yglﬂ — yé, yzlﬂ — Tp, Tp — y21+2 and yq+2 — y21+2v otherwise, let

CF = oo Yt 110 Tt Yar2)s OF = (Yo Y1 Yby 420 Yty T Yo ) Yoo = Y)41s
CF = W20 Y0, Tps Y 2), Cf = (Ul Y1 Ul 415 Yy w20 Tt> Vi) Yoro = Ui,
Cf = (yéﬂayiﬁpxuyéﬂ)@j (y(i;+2=yé7yé1+2vyz1=$payé+2)7 yé — y£1+z;
C7 = (War2r Yo Yor 110 Yar2) €71 = Warts Yoy 20 Yy T T Y1) Y = Y4
¢ = (?/3+1=y§1+279”t7?/3+1) CF = War Y Yty Tor Vi 41 Ygn)s o = Uiy
Cz* = (y(21+27yq7y£17yq+2) C (yé-i—l?yg1+1ayz1+27xpawtayé+l)7 y21+2 — Tp;

| Cf = (yZH,ym,wt,qu), Cr = (Yoo U Vi Tpr V), o0 Ybra)s  Yiiso = Yiro:

If gl — ), then let CF = (Ui,ul 1 ¥l Ut 41 Tp U)s CF = (Yoo ¥l o0 Tt Yiio). I
yél — yéJrl, then let Cf = (yé,yzl,yéJrl,ygl+1,xp,yé), C’; = (yé+2,ygl+2,xt,yé+2). It follows that
Yot = Yis1-

If yq+1 — ?/z Y then we can get yq+2 — ygl, T, — ?/£1+1’ ygﬁ_1 — yq+2, T, — y£1+2,
Vb1 = Ui yg1+2 — yq Let CF = (Y, yir Yoo U2)s CF = (Ui U Tpr Yy Tt Yoo)- It
follows that yz +2 — qu

If yq+1 — yz , then we can get yg e yq+2, y€1+1 — yq, y€1+2 — yq+2, y£1+2 — ?/q This
implies that |A(V(C;),V(C;))| < 3, a contradiction. It follows that yg — yq 41

That is V(Cj) — yq+1 Now we know that yz = yq+2 If yq+2 — yz 4o, then we let Cf =
(V1> Yir2s Yo, 420 Yirn)s CF = (yq7ygl,xp,yglﬂ,wt,yﬁz) (yq,ygl,yglﬂ,xp,xuyq+z) Since
|[A(V(C;),V(Cj))| = 4, then yz 42 yq+2 and yq+2 - yg Let Cf = (yq+1,yq+2ay51,ygl+p$payq+1)
or Cf = (yq+1,yq+2,ygl,mp,yhﬂ,yqﬂ) C; (yq,y£1+2,mt,yq) a good collection appears. [

Claim 5. Y5 # ().

Proof. If Yo = (), then A(zy, V(C;)) # 0 for every 1 < i < k—1. Now Y7 = V(Cy)U...UV(Cj_1).
By Claim [Il we have {z1,...,24—1} — Y7. Then

JA(YL,V(C))| = (2 = 5) x (2k — 1) + (k +2) x (2k - 2) — <3k - 3) _ BE=5)(k+2)

2 2

Since there are 12(k — 1) arcs between Y7 and V(C}), we have

(3k—5)(k+2)  (3k —2)(7—k)
ZdT[Y] ;) <12(k — 1) — : = :



By 2?21 d;[yl](zi) >0and k> 5, we have 5 <k < 7.
Case 1. There exists 1 < j < 4 such that 1 < |A(z, V(Cj))| < 2.

Without loss of generality, suppose that 1 < |A(zy, V(Ck—1))| < 2. By Claim [II we can
conclude that {z1,z2,..., 211} = V(C;) for every 1 < i < k— 1. By Claim Bl we can conclude
that N;[X\{mt}}(zjl) = N;[X\{mt}}(zh) for every ji,jo € {1,2,3,4}, j1 # jo. It follows that
V(Cx) = {z1,x2,...,24-1} by the definition of r-outdegree-critical tournaments. There exists
2<¢<3and 1 <p< k-2, such that V(Cp) N Ny (29) # 0. Then T[V(Cp) U{zg} U{z1}] is a
strong subtournament of 7;, with 5 vertices, which contains a 5-cycle C;. Note that TV (Ck_1)U

{x¢}] is a strong subtournament of 7,, with 4 vertices, which contains a 4-cycle C}_,. It is not

difficult to see that C} = (21, 23—¢, 24, 21) is a 3-cycle, then
C*={C1,Cy,...,Cp1,Cp, Cpia, ..., Cp_q, Cr}

is a good collection, a contradiction.
Case 2. [A(z, V(Cy))| =3 for every 1 <j <k —1.

This implies that z; — Y7 and

- 3k —3
Zd;m](zi) <4x(3k—3)— ((3k —3)x (2k—1)— ( ) >> <6.
i=1
It is not difficult to find a good collection, a contradiction. 0

Claim 6. The tournament T, is not (2k — 1)-regular.

Proof. If T, is (2k — 1)-regular, then n = 4k — 1, t = k — 2 and di (v) = dyp, (v) =2k — 1 for
every vertex v € V(T,). It follows that dJTrn (x1) = d;[x] (x1)+ d;[v(c)} (x1) = k—3+3h and thus
3h < k4 2. Since dr}rn (x¢) = 2k — 1, we have h > %T_E’ Thus 5 < k < 7. Now we distinguish

three cases to prove this claim.
Case 1. £ =5.

Thenn =19, t = 3 and d"T'19 (v) = dp,, (v) =9 for every vertex v € V(Tig). This implies that
x| — V(Cl)UV(CQ)U{.%'Q,.%'g} and x9 — V(Cl)UV(CQ)U{xg}. Then d;[V(Cg)UV(C4)UV(C5)](xl) =
1 and d;[V(Cg)UV(CZ;)UV(CB)] (x2) = 2. It follows that {V(Cs3),V(Cy)} — z3.

If |A(xs, V(Cy))| = 2, then it follows that A(xs, V(C5) UV (Cy)) # 0, a contradiction. Then
|A(x3,V(Cy))| = 3. It follows that T[V(C5) U {z3}] is a strong subtournament of Tj9 with 5
vertices, which contains a 5-cycle Cf5.

We show that N;[X](yg’) = N;[X](y;’), for every 4,5 € {0,1,2} and ¢ # j. If not, then
T[V(C3) U {z1,z2}] contains a 4-cycle C5. It follows that C* = {C1,C,C3,Cy, CE} is a good
collection, a contradiction. Since d;[V(Cg)UV(C4)UV(Cs)} (1) =1 and d

TIV(Cs)oV (Cayuv (Cs)) (2) =

2, then V(C3) — {x1,x2}. For every 0 < ¢ < 2, there exists 0 < p < 2 such that NCIJ“F[V(C3)] (ye) =

{yf;}. If not, suppose that y} — yz‘rf and yi — ygl, for some p,p; € {0,1,2} and p; # p. Let
Cy = (y%,yé,yg,xl,y%) and C5 = (y%,yg’l,xg,y%). Now C* = {C},C5,Cs,Cy,C2} is a good



collection, a contradiction. So only yg has in-neighbors in V(Cy), this implies that every vertex
in V(C5)\{yp} has at least 10 out-neighbors in Tlg, a contradiction to the fact that T3 is a

9-regular tournament.
Case 2. k£ =6.

Then n = 23, t = 4 and d}'QS (v) = dr,,(v) = 11 for every vertex v € V(T33). It follows that
x; = V(C)UV(Co)UV(Cs)U{wjt1,...,x4}, where 1 < i < 3. This implies that dEB (x1) = 12,

a contradiction to the fact that Th3 is a 11-regular tournament.
Case 3. k=1T1.

Then n = 27, t = 5 and d;ﬂ (v) = dr,. (v) = 13 for every vertex v € V(Ty7). This implies
that x; — V(C1) UV (C2) UV (C3) U V(C7), otherwise we can get the same contradiction as in
Case 2l Then z; — V(C1) UV (Cy) UV (C3) U{xit1,...,x5} by Claim [I for every 1 < i < 4.
It follows that V(Cy) UV (C5) UV (Cs) — {x1,...,25}. For every ¢ € {0,1,2}, there exists
0 < p < 2, such that N;[V(C4)](y(}) = {y;‘}. If not, suppose that y§ — yf;, then yi — yf;l for
some p,p1 € {0,1,2} and p1 # p. Let CF = (y3,¥),Yp, 1, 2,y5) and Cf = (yi,yp,, 23, 91)-
Then C* = {Cf,Cs,C3,C%,C5,Cgs,C7} is a good collection, a contradiction. So only yf; has in-
neighbors in V' (C1), it follows that every vertex in V(Cy)\{y,} has 3 out-neighbors in TV (C1)].
Similarly, we can conclude that |A(V(C;), V(Cj))| < 3 for every 1 <7< 3,4 <j <6. Then

4

9
> A enuvicauvics(E) S4x 9= (9 x 13 = <2> —3x 3) <0,
=1

a contradiction. O
Claim 7. x; — Y7.

Proof. If not, then there exists 1 < ¢ < h such that |[A(V(C;),z¢)| # 0. We can conclude that
V(Ck) = {z1,22,...,24-1} by Claim Bl

We state that |A(V(C}),V(Cy))| < 4 for every 1 < j < h; otherwise, there exists 1 <p < h
such that |[A(V(Cp),V(Cy))| = 5. It follows that TV (C,) U V(Ck) U {z1,x2,23}] contains a
4-cycle and a 5-cycle, a contradiction.

If there exists h +1 < ¢ < k — 1 such that [A(V(Cy), X)| > 6, then |A(V(C;),V(Cy))| <3
for every 1 < i < h. Therefore,

A el = (1) = AW+ AT U Z)] + 1AM, Y2 U 2)| + |AGR U Z Y0

3k+1-3h

>3hx(2k—1)—(3h—2k+5)+< )

>+6h+8h.

A simple calculation yields that 9h? —6kh—13h+44k?—10 < 0, this requires 36k% —372k+649 > 0.

So k < 2, a contradiction to k > 5. |
Claim 8. At most two cycles of length 3 have out-neighbors in {x1,x9,...,x4—1}. At least one
cycle of length 3 has out-neighbors in {x1,za,...,x¢—1}.



Proof. Suppose that there are three cycles Cn, Cy, and C,,, which all have out-neighbors in
{z1,29,...,0_1}, here ri,r9 € {h + 1,. — 1} and 7,79, r3 are three distinct numbers. By
Claim @ we have [A(V(C;),V(C;;))| <3 for every 1 <i< hand j =1,2,3. Then

ATV <>m—(3“1):rTmu+M(T[quZ])r+mmuzw+1A<Y1,qu2>\

1 —
>3hx(2k—1)+<3k+2 3h>+3x6h.

A simple calculation yields that h < —9 a contradiction to h > &3_5

Next we suppose that no cycle of length 3 has out-neighbors in {1, z2,...,2;_1}. Then we

3k —3
Zd*Y] < 5 >

yey)

can conclude that

Zcﬁv(c >3hx (2k—1)+3(k—1—h) x (2k—2),
yey

9k? — 21k + 12
0< 3 iy (z0) <4 x (3k —3) — (6K — 12k + 3h +6) + %
A simple calculation yields that 1 < k < 3 , which contradicts k > ]

Then we divide the discussion into the following two cases:
Case 1. There are two 3-cycles that have out-neighbors in {x1,z2,...,T1_1}.

By renaming the vertices, these cycles can be set to Cy_9 and Ck_1. We can conclude that

9k — 21k + 12
ZdT[Y] 2i) <4 x (3k —3) — (6k* — Tk — 4) + -
4
§ 9k? — 21k + 12
2
0< ~— d;[y\v(ck_l)}(zi) <4x(Bk—9)— (6k* =Tk —4) + —

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

subcases.

Subcase 1.1. Both Cy_s and Cx_1 have out-neighbors in {x1,xa, ..., 2}

It follows that

> A (y) > 3h % (2k — 1) + 3(k —3 — h) x (2K — 2) > 6k> — 22k + 13,
yeV(C1)U---UV(Ci_3)

and

= ok — Sk +d
) +45.

aaweyu-uvee = (Y7 ) =3 - 5

By Claim [ we can conclude that
[A(V(C1)U---UV(Cr_3), V(Cr2) UV(Ck-1))] <2 x 3 x (k—3) =6k —18.

10



Then

4
9, 57
+ 2 2
> 1 By (o (G (1) S 4% (B —9) — <6/<: — 22k +13 = Sk + -k — 45 — 6k + 18>

3 23
= K4+ Tk —22
SRR

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

Subcase 1.2. Cy_s has no out-neighbors in {x1,x2,..., 212}, but Cx_1 has out-neighbors in
{1‘1, Ty ,.%'t_g}.
Then

ATV )] = [ATV(C U--- UV (Crs) )| + [AT[V (Cr—2) UV (Cr—1) U Z])|
+[AWV(C) U UV(Cr3),V(Ch2) UV(Cp—1) U Z)|
+ AV (Cr2) UV(Cr1) UZ,V(C1) U --- UV (Crs))|

10
>3h><(2k—1)+3(k—3—h)><(2k—2)+<2>+6><(k—3)+6><h.

A contradiction.
Subcase 1.3. Neither Cy_o nor Cx_1 has out-neighbors in {x1,z2,...,Ti_2}.

It follows that

Zd;[c](y)>3hx(2k—1)+3(k—3—h)><(2k—2)+6><(2k—3)>6k2—10k—5,
yey

and

A= (M5 ) =51 - S

Then
4

9 21
§ 2 2

3 23
= kP k-1
SRR

A simple calculation yields that 5 < k < 7, then we divide the discussion into the following
three subcases:

(i) k=5.

It follows that h = 2, then

4

6
Zd;[yl}(zi)§4x6—<6x9—<2>—3><2><2> <0,
i=1

a contradiction.

(ii) k = 6.

11



It follows that A = 3, then

4

9
Zd;m](zi)gzlxg— <9><11— <2> —3><2><3> <0,
i=1

a contradiction.
(tit) k=1.
Then

4
18
+
;dT[Y}(zi)gzlxlEé—<9><13+3><12+6><11—<2>> < 6.
1=

It follows that |A(V(C;), Z)

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

, for every 1 < ¢ < 6. This implies that z; has at least 5 out-

Case 2. There is a 3-cycle that has out-neighbors in {x1,z2,...,24_1}.

By renaming the vertices, this cycle can be set to Cy_1. Then we divide the discussion into

the following two subcases.
Subcase 2.1. Cy_1 has out-neighbors in {x1,2,...,T1_2}.

Then |A(V(C;),V(Ck-1))| < 3 by Claim @l We can conclude that
4

3k — 6
0 <Y dvicnovic,_ 7)) < 15><(k—2)—3h><(2k—1)—3(k—2—h)><(2k—2)+< ) )
=1

A simple calculation yields that 3k% — 11k + 32 < 0, a contradiction.

Subcase 2.2. Cj_1 has no out-neighbor in {x1,za,..., 42}

We can conclude that

3k +1

ATV )] = ( ; ) — [TIY]| + [T1Z)] + |A(Y. 2)| + |A(ZY)]

z3hx(2k—1)+3(k:—2—h)><(21<:—2)+3><(2k—3)+<;).

This implies that 5 < k£ < 7. By the definition of r-outdegree-critical tournaments, we can
conclude that there exists a vertex w € V(C}) with w — 1. Then we divide the discussion into
the following three cases.

(1) k =5.

If h = 3, then

4

=1

It follows that Y7 — Z. This implies that z; has at least 4 out-neighbors in X, for every

12



1 <7 < 4. Then we assume that

Zp, € N;[X](Zl)a p1#
Tpy € N;[X](Zg), p2 # p1, 1
Tpsy € N;[X](Z?))a p3 7& D1,Dp2, 1.

Then C5 = (y3,21,%p,,95) is a 3-cycle, and CZ = (y2,y3, 22, Tp,, y3) is a 4-cycle. Note that
T[V(C3) U{z3} U {xp,}] is a strong subtournament of T, with 5 vertices, which contains a
5-cycle C5. Now C* = {C1,C5,C5,Cy,C2} is a good collection, a contradiction.

If h = 2, then

4
9
+ —
E:%Wlwmm@0<4x9—<6x9+3x8—3x3—2x3—QJ)—9.
1=1

It follows that |A(V (C;), Z)| = 3 for every 1 < i < 3. We can get a contradiction similarly.
(ii) k = 6.
It follows that

4

15
+ —
EldT[Y}(Zi)<4X15_ <9><11—|—3><10+3><9— <2>> =9

and |A(V(C;), Z)| = 3 for every 1 <4 < 5. Similar to the case (i), we can get a contradiction.
(iid) k = 7.
It follows that

4
18
+ —
g dTm(zi)§4><18—<9><13+6><12+3><11— <2>> = 3.

i=1
Then |A(V(C;), Z)| = 9 for every 1 < i < 6. Similar to the case (i), we can get a contradiction.
The proof of Theorem [Ilis complete.

4 Proof of Theorem

We will also present the proof by contradiction. Suppose that T}, is a 6-outdegree-critical tour-
nament on n vertices but contains no good collection of vertex-disjoint cycles. Recall that
h*(k,2) < 2k — 1. We can get that T,, contains 3 vertex-disjoint cycles C1, Cy, C3, in which two
of them have different lengths. Without loss of generality, assume that |V(C1)| = [V (Cq)| = 3
and |V (C3)| = 4. Let Ci = (v}, v, vyb, vd), where 1 < i < 2, C3 = (21, 29, 23, 24, 21). Up to isomor-
phism, assume that z; — 23 and 29 — z4. Let V(C) = V(Cy)UV (C2)UV(Cs), X = V(T,)\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 T, is not 6-regular.

13



Proof. 1f T, is 6-regular, then n = 13, t = 3 and df, (v) = dy,, (v) = 6 for every vertex
v € V(T13). This implies that 1 — V(C1) U {za, 23} and xo — V(C1) U {x3}. It follows that

d; =1 and d+,

VGV (cs)) (@) TV (Coyuvi(cay (F2) = 2

Case 1. |A(z3,V(C1))| = 2.

It follows that x3 — V(Cs) and N;[X](zi) = N;[X}(zj), where i,j € {1,2,3,4} and 7 # j, that
is V(C3) — {z1,z2}. Then T[V(Cy)U{z1,x2}] is a strong subtournament of T3 with 5 vertices,

which contains a 5-cycle C5. Now C* = {C1,C;,C3} is a good collection, a contradiction.
Case 2. |A(z3,V(C1))| = 3.

It follows that T[V(C3) U {z3}] is a strong subtournament of Tj3 with 5 vertices, which
contains a 5-cycle C5. We show that N;f[x} (v?) = N;K[X] (y]Q), here 4,7 € {0,1,2} and ¢ # j. If
not, then T'[V(C) U{x1,x2}] contains a 4-cycle C5. Now C* = {C1,C5,C5} is a good collection,
a contradiction. Since dJTr[V(Cg)UV(Cg)} (r1) = 1 and d;[V(Cz)UV(CS)](xQ) = 2, then V(Cy) —
{z1,2z2}. For every 0 < g < 2, there exists 0 < p < 2 such that N;[V(Cg)] (y;) = {y%} If not,
suppose that yj — ylz, and yi — yg, where p,q € {0,1,2} and ¢ # p. Let C} = (y%,yé,yf,,xl,yé)
and C5 = (y%,yg,xg,y%). Then C* = {C},C5,C5} is a good collection, a contradiction. So
only y2 has in-neighbors in V/(C1), this implies that every vertex in V(C5)\{y2} has at least 7

out-neighbors in 773, a contradiction to the fact that T3 is a 6-regular tournament. ]
Claim 10. No cycle of length 3 has out-neighbors in {x1,xa9, ..., x4_2}.

Proof. If Cy has out-neighbors in {x1, xa, ..., xs_2}, then by Claim[@l we have |A(V (Cy), V(C2))| <
3. It follows that

4
+ —
Y Aoy (F) S4x3—-(3x6-3-3)=0.
i=1
It is not difficult to find a good collection, a contradiction. O

By the definition of r-outdegree-critical tournaments, there exists 2z’ € V(C3) by Claim
B such that df (z') = 6 and 2’ — 1. Since dj (y}) > 6, we have dJTF[V(CQ)](y}) > 1 for
every 0 < ¢ < 2. Now we state that {x1,29,...,24-1} — V(C2). If not, this implies that
|A(V(C1),V(C2))| < 3 by Claim @, then d;[v(cﬂ (y!) =1 and V(C;) = V(C3). So T[V(Cs) U
{yé, x1}] is a strong subtournament of 7, with 5 vertices, which contains a 5-cycle C;. Note that
d;m(zj) < 3 for every 1 < j < 4, then V(C3)\{z'} have different out-neighbors z, than x;. So
TIV(C3)\{z'}U{yl, z,}] contains a 4-cycle C3. Let C* = (y3,2’, x1,y3). Then C* = {C},C;,C3}
is a good collection, a contradiction. There exists 0 < p < 2, such that d;[v(@)] (yll,) > 2, a

contradiction to |A(V(C1),V(Cs))| < 3. Then {z1,z,...,24-1} = V(C3). Therefore,

4
Zd;[V(C)}('ZJ) <45-3x6—-3x5=12,

j=1

such that
d;[y}(ZQ) + d,}_[y](,z;:,) < 6.

14



It follows that d;[y]

out-neighbor z, in X other than x;.

(24) > 1 and dT[X}(Zq) 2, where 2 < ¢ < 3. Suppose that z, has a different

Suppose that there exists v € V(C,) with u — z,, where 1 <r < 2.

Firstly, we prove that z, — {x;—1,2}. If 24 — 24, then T[V(C1) U V(Co)\{u} U {x:}] is a
strong subtournament of T,, with at least 6 vertices, which contains a 5-cycle C*. Note that
T{u, 2z} U N;[ X](zq)] is a strong subtournament of 7,, with 4 vertices, which contains a 4-cycle
C**. Let C5 = (21, 25-4,24,21). Then C* = {C*,C**,C5} is a good collection, a contradiction.
It follows that z; — x¢. If 2,1 — 2,4, then assume that z; — x,, where p < ¢t — 1. Replace C**
with (u, 24, Tp, p+1, w), we can deduce a contradiction, so z; — z4_1.

Then we can prove that {zqy1, 2442, 2g+3} = {z2,...,24—1}. Note that C = (2g+15 Zg+2,
Zg4+3,2q+1) 1s a 3-cycle and z; € {N‘L (zg+1) U N;«;L(Zqug) U N;«:L(Zqug)}. If there exists 2 <
¢ < t — 2 such that d?zq+1,zq+2,zq+s}( xg) = 1, then T[{z1,..., 20} U {2411, 2g+2, 2g+3}] is a strong
subtournament of 7}, with at least 5 vertices, which contains a 5-cycle C*. Note that T[V(C,)U
{zq} U{xt_1}] is a strong subtournament of 7}, with at least 5 vertices, which contains a 4-cycle
C**. Now C* = {C*,C**,C5_,} is a good collection, a contradiction.

It is not difficult to see that T'[{zi—2, 2t} U {zg+1, 2g+2, 2g+3}] is a strong subtournament
of T,, with 5 vertices, which contains a 5-cycle C*. Note that T[V(C,) U {z,} U {zs—1}] is
a strong subtournament of 7;, with at least 5 vertices, which contains a 4-cycle C**. Now
C* ={C*,C**,C5_,} 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,¥¢) which generalizes the functions defined
in Conjecture [Iland 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 [I1] 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) < 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 [I1].

For every digraph containing k vertex-disjoint cycles in which ¢ 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,...,¢+ 2}. Also, the sum of the lengths of the remaining k — ¢ cycles is not less
than 3(k — 6) Thus the order of such a digraph is at least 3(k —¢) + 21—3 i. Since the minimum

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

holds,
0+2 )
k—l 02—
n(k, 0) > ( —e—1+z> ’ +

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 &, 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 £, does there exist an integer ky such that, for each k > ky,
every tournament with minimum outdegree at least ?’k‘Tfl + Z%Z contains k vertex-disjoint cycles

in which £ of them have different lengths?

One main result of Bang-Jensen et al. in [5] implies that the answer for Problem [I] is ‘yes’
for £ = 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 aq,...,a, every digraph with minimum
outdegree at least %(Zle a; — 1) contains k vertex-disjoint cycles, whose lengths are ay, ..., ag,

respectively. We propose the problem below.

Problem 2. For any a > 3, does there exist an integer ko such that, for any k > ko and
any k integers ai,...,ar € {3,4,...,a}, every tournament with minimum outdegree at least

%(Z?:l a; — 1) contains k vertex-disjoint cycles whose lengths are ay, ..., ay, 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,¢)
follows directly from the splitting results in [2,22]. But in the setting of general digraphs,
few results on the finiteness of h(k,f) are known. One can easily check that h(1,1) = 1.
Thomassen [20] proved that h(2,1) = 3. Lichiardopol et al. [I3], and Bai and Manoussakis [4]
showed that h(3,1) = 5. Lichiardopol [I4] 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 £, if the integer k is sufficiently large compared to £,
then h(k,?) is finite.
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